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ABSTRACT

A test program has been conducted to compare the wear characteristics
of.conventional retread and precured retread 9:00 X 20 tires. An M-35

2 1/2 ton truck with a 5000# highway load was driven 9000 miles on a-
combination of paved, secondary and cross country surfaced roads with

each type of retread tire in this evaluation. The precured retread

tires exhibited about 10% less wear than the conventional retread tires on
this test based on sample means. The precured tires were also more

consistent in wear resistance.
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OBJECTIVE

The objective of this program was to compare the wear rates of

precured retread versus conventional retread military tires.
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CONCLUSION

Precured retread tires exhibited greater tread life and more uniform
wear properties than tires retreaded by the conventional hot process

in this 9000 mile road test comparison program.
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SUMMARIZED RESULTS

The results of the tire wear tests comparing precured retread with

conventional retread tires are summarized below. These results were obtained

from the tread depth measurements taken 1" out from both sides of the center

rib at six positions on 7 tires of each type.

1’

The sample mean wear after the 9000 mile test was 0.304"

for precured retread tires and 0.338" for conventional retread
tires. (95% significance that precured gives less wear)

The sample mean wear for the 7 precured retread tires ranged
from 0.232" to 0.350" depending upon measurement location and
tire position on the M-35 truck.

The sample mean wear for the 7 conventional retread tires
ranged from 0.250" to 0.514" at the same measurement locations
and tire positions.

The rubber hardness was not a significant factor in these tests
within the range of accuracy of the durometer measurements (a)
no significant difference in hardness between precured and
conventional retreads prior to testing (b) no significant
change in tire hardness (durometer) as a result of the 9000
mile test. (Note: Tests were run from November through April,

not hot weather testing.)




TEST PROCEDURE

A Government supplied M-35 2 1/2 ton truck was pay loaded to 5,000 1bs.
(Photb Page 4). Tread depth measurements were taken at 6 equally spaced
positions around the tire circumference (every 60°) and at 1 inch out from
the center rib, and 1 inch in from the rounded shoulder, both inside and outside
exterior surfaces. (Photo Page 5). Tires were inflated to 50 PSI (cold) and
rechecked at the end of each 3000 mile cycle.

The 3000 mile cycle was divided into 3 parts, 80% hard surface, 15%
secondary or gravel and 5% rough cross country with some rocky terrain.

(Photo page 6). At the completion of a 3000 mile cycle, the tires were cleaned
and the truck was put on a hoist overnight and measurements were taken in the
morning. (Photo Page 7). This procedure was repeated each 3000 miles for a
total of 9000 miles for’each group of tires. The tires were photographed at
the beginning and the end of the test.

Precured Retread - Photos Page 8

Conventional Retread - Photos Pages 9 & 10

The test was conducted on Eaton Proving Ground track which consists of
a 1.6 mile asphalt oval joining a .5 mile section of improved gravel and cross
country road.

The truck was run on the asphalt oval and would exit on the north turn onto
a short section of improved gravel road, then onto the cross country section
and back to the improved gravel. The truck would then re-enter the track at the
start of the south turn. This course would make up a 1.53 mile loop consisting
of 1.03 miles of asphalt, .375 miles of improved gravel, and .125 miles of
cross country. The truck was run on this course until the required number of
miles on gravel and cross country road were obtained, and then run on the
asphalt oval to complete the 3000 miles section of the test. At this point,
the truck and tires were washed and put on the hoist. Tire pressure and
measurements taken. The map on the following page shows layout of track and

gravel and cross country roads.




3DVHEYO NOISIAIG

GNNOYD DNIAOHd NOLV3

W
W
% - i
b !
N\ \ “
,,,,,7 VIHY AHLNNOD .8.. Buiping |
N, Ssodd oL Y3IN3D DNINIVHL “
. N INIWIOVNYI -
i 4
Y V., Buipiing --/,.L\m,
H3IN3O ONINIvHL 4_ :
\Y !
Y LINIW3OVNVAN .\\Q “

|9ARIO) zrzz

[9ARIS) paAoIdW) —=
}eydsy smem

AN

¢ ] 30i440 % 3OVHVYD

ONNOYD DNINOHd

NOISIAIg _ m
H3MOd

ainid

H43MOd aIN3
Q134
ONIMOW

\ MOVHL

H3H13l

Qvd AIS T3AVHD
H1va HSVY1dS
- %2078 NvID138
ARSI PIIoTTIzoooazTiizio

3DVHVYO MOvdl

N




%

RETREADED TIRE TESTS FOR
COMPARATIVE EVALUATION




TREAD DEPTH MEASUREMENTS WERE TAKEN
AT 6 EVENLY SPACED POSITIONS AROUND
EACH TIRE CIRCUMFERENCE MEASURED AT
1 INCH OUT FROM THE CENTER RIB,

AT 1 INCH IN FROM THE ROUNDED
SHOULDER BOTH INSIDE AND OUTSIDE
EXTERIOR SURFACES., TIRE INFLATION
WAS CHECKED CGOL BEFORE EACH RUN
AND AGAIN AT THE COMPLETION OF THE
PAVED RUNS AT THE END OF THE 3000
MILE CYCLE.




EACH 3000 MILE RUN CONSISTED OF 80%
HARD SURFACE (BLACKTOP).

5% ROUGH CROSS COUNTRY
WITH SOME ROCKY TERRAIN,

157 SECONDARY ROAD (GRAVEL)




AT THE END OF EACH 3000 MILE RUN, THE TIRES
WERE CLEANED, ALLOWED TC COOL TO AMBIENT
TEMPERATURE AND MEASURED FOR TREAD DEPTH
AS PICTURED., AT THE SAME TIME, TIRE
DUROMETER WAS CHECKED,

TIRE DEPTH GAUGE

RUBBER DUROMETER GAUGE




PRECURED RETREADS (COLD CAPS) PRIOR TO TEST #2 AXLE

PRECURED RETREADS (COLD CAPS) PRIOR TO TEST #3 AXLE




CONVENTIONAL RETREADS

(HOT CAPS) PRIOR TO TEST

#2 AXLE




CONVENTIONAL RETREADS (HOT CAPS) PRIOR TO TEST  #3 AXLE




DISCUSSION

On receipt of the M-35 2 1/2 ton truck, we removed all tires and
replaced them with (10) precured type recapped tires that were provided
by the Government for test., The truck was then loaded to 5000 1lbs. of
- weights. The tires were inflated to 50 P.S.I, and checked for tread depth

per specifications of test.

Following this test preparation, we began the actual test by running
the truck over a road consisting of a cross country surface,‘improved gravel
road, and hard surface for a total of 3000 miles. The test tires were then
cleaned, allowed to cool to ambient temperature and again measured for
tread depth as before. At this time, the front right steering tire showed
excessive wear caused by the continuous driving in the counter clockwise
direction. Subsequent checks of this tire repeated this wear pattern and

possibly voided any use of the test results.

The test pattern above was repeated for two more 3000 mile runs, making

a total of 9000 miles, and tread measurements were recorded as before.

The truck was then parked until the conventionally recapped tires were
supplied. We received (10) tires for testing this type retread but when
we mounted them on the truck, we found one tire defective. This lead us
to put the good tires on the drive wheels only, using other tires for
steering, and keeping the one good tire for a spare. This decision proved
to be a good one because at the 6000 mile check, tire #5 (axle #2 inside left)

was worn out and had to be replaced.

At the conclusion of the three 3000 mile runs, the tires were removed

from the truck,identified and stored.
Page No's 12 thru 15 shows photographs of tires at conclusion of test.
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PRECURED RETREADS (COLD CAPS) AFTER TEST #2 AXLE
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PRECURED RETREADS (COLD CAPS) AFTER TEST #3 AXLE




CONVENTTIONAL RETREADS (HOT CAPS) AFTER TEST #2 AXLE
(#5 TIRE TERMINATED AT 6000 MI.)
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CONVENTIONAL RETREADS (HOT CAPS) AFTER TEST #3 AXLE




APPENDIX A

Raw Data
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Reduced Data
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APPENDIX C

Statistical Analysis
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CONCLUS 1 ONS

With the premise that we have identical driving cycles for the test of
precured retread and conventional retread tires, the following conclusions

can be drawn from the 9000 mile data.

a) In overall performance, the precured retread tire has less wear compared

with conventional retread tire.

b) 1In overall performance,bche precured retread tire has a much more uniform

wear compared with the conventional retread tire.

Note: Some individual precured retread tires have more wear when

compared with conventional retread tires.
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RESULTS

a) The wear comparison betwegn precured retread tire and conven-

tional retread tire is as follows (see Appendix'(al) - (a6)):
T P a o tional
e recure onventiona
\\\‘~~\\M Retread Retread
Sample
0 Mean .304 . .338
+4J
B
9]
5 Sample
g Std.
z Dev. .042 .107
]
=
g Distribution Normal N/A
]
=
Sample ‘
Size 84 84

| . .
| The hypothesis that precured retread tire has less wear com-

pared with conventional retread tire cannot be rejected at

95% significance level.
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b)

The wear comparison at point B between precured retread tire

and conventionil retread tire is as follows (see Appendix

(bl) - (b5)}:
-y > - T
r=;\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ Precured Conventional
Tires Tires
Sample
Mean .313 .340
]
+J
8 Sample
& std.
g Dev. .038 .099
7
o
= Distribution Normal N/Aa
H !
© :
s
= Sample
Size 42 : 42
The hypothesis that at point B precured retread tire has
less wear compared with conventional retread tire cannot
be accepted at 95% significance level.
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c) The wear comparison at point C between precured retread tire

and conventional retread tire is as follows (see Appendix

(Cl) - (C5)):
e | 7
T | Precured Conventional .
“~\\\\\\\. : Retread Retrea?w“mm‘ wwwwww
Sample {
) Mean ! .295 .335
+’ [}
c e e et e}
o :
8 Sample f
5 Std. ;
@ Dev. ! .045 114
]
z —— — -
g Distribution Normal N/A
R4 A Y DR
3 i - j
Sample : 42 42
Size J

at 95% significance level.

The hypothesis that at point C precured retread tire has less

wear compared with conventional retread tire cannot be rejected
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(see appendix (dl)-(g3)).

ions

t

The wear comparison between precured and conventional retread
for individual tire posi

tires

d)
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e) Comparing with precured retread tires, conventional retread
tires had slightly less wear at tire position 3, 7, 8 and 10,

however, it experiences much more wear at tire position

5, 6 and 9.

£) Conventionai?i?ﬁtéad E1ié§,ékarienceq significantly more
T REON R vt R St i

wear at position 5, 6 and 9 compared with the rest.

Note: The comparisons in (a)-(c) do not include data for tire 5.
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Appendix
(al) The wear measurements (file TEMP) for all precured retread tires

TEMF

100 ,22Fs 289, .32 DV, 357 . 347
110,245,882 24l 256y . ET7S
120 283,214y, 2 96, 30Es . 2327
130,245, 345, . 333 . 389, . 325y . 208
140 (249,241 (220 21T 200y . 2R3
150 (282 295 BT L 328 L ZER LTI
160 (247 0280 L2350, 308 . 340, 251
IV ST e s 28y ., 2345 . 3118 .31 . 2008
120 250 298y, €14 . 169 . 2115 . 235
190,895, E7 0 T S EEUA 8T e ETS
200 LEOTy, S0 L5 Sy . 345, 318
E10 LERTY, BEGy, BES Dr L BET L BED
EE0 JETEs.Cd4ly . EBS, Se . 259280
S0 LBE06 B8, Se.e91ls 3329

(a2) The histogram of wear measurements for all precured retread tires.

S.n 10,0 15,0 cu.n es.n
e s s et eavsstessntonrartanastansetosestasnartrsnatuenss
Do 1500 -
*
-
*
0. 1750 -
. 0
R
L I 4
NN ~oo000e
. .
> .
. .
.S — 0000505909000 00000600
. .
. *
L 3
. cs50n P00 P 650000090000
* »>
* .
> »
e 7Sl — 0000000006000 0000 00000000000 00000000600¢
- -
> .
. .
D, 2000 — 0000000000000 0000000800000000006000000000000
. .
* *
* *
0.22%0 —P PP PLPPPP0P000000 0000005000000 00000000000006¢
. *
* *
. .
0, 2500 — P00 00 0000000000050 000000000500089000000000
. *
. L 3
. »
1. 2750 — 0000005000600 000000000000
. .
. L
. 14 40

Shesnnn




(a3) The wear measurements (file TEMP 2) for all conventional retread

tires.

TEMFE

100 L EES, 25% 856 . 855 . 46 . 248
110 L300 889 883 8T . 235y . E74

20 L3309 4180 .415.,435.,.5410 522
1230 258 242,204 s . 2430, 2E . , 274
140 (284 SET .89, . 299 . CESy . E84
150 476 S30s , 534, ,S28s 5014, 495
16D 374y . ETT . 868 . 189, , 298, . 2TF
170 890 JETEs 8RN . ET4y . 244, . 25
150 L858 2340 . EEBE L2811, ETTr . E56
190 483y . 420 . 485, (583, 575, . 526
IV VEHE s L TET e LTS JETE L3204y, 29T
S0 &1 881 BB 2SR, L CRS, . CEE
SEN J51A LS4 SR LS8 . 495 . 496
RN L EEE L E55. . 835,245, . 244, . C55

(a4) The histogram of wear measurements for all conventional retread

tires. 10,10 ch,n =0, n G, 0 SO, 0 ’

D, 1000 -

D.1500 -

..
ST AR XTI 2 2 2 o
* .
» .
*» -
PP PCPIPPP0000000000 0000000000000 0000000000000000
*>

L 4 L2
> *
—0PPPPOP 000000 PPP L0000 0000000000000000000000

fur

O.e50n
L J

By i

Oo400n —4 0000

N.4500 —S 4000000

0, S000 — 4400400000000 00
. .
. .
- »
W SS0N —PPP000505000000
e
e
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(a5) The basic statistics of wear measurements for all conventional
retread tires.

MERM= . 304139
ZTD. DEY. 'COFFECTED:= 4.c4819E-0¢

THE HYFDTHEZIS THAT THE FOFULATIOM 1% NOFMAL OF MEAN 304139 AND
ZTDh. DEVY. 4.24819%E-0c CANNDT EE REJECTED AT THE 95% CONFIDENCE LEVEL

TISTIC = 5.5674dE-02  ©
' L}IX’Q H kfi VHLUE pF g,r ar.4 DF LHPFEP I 9570

y‘ L e 1 s

(a6) The comparlson of wear measurements between all precured and
conventlonal retread tires.

FRECURED CONVENTIONAL

ZTRTIZTIC SHMFLE ZHMFLE
ZAMFLE MERAN 0. 2041409 0. 3276071
THMFLE VAFRIANCE 0.1722e41E-0 1, 11472&88E~01
SAMFLE =TD DEVIATION n.4ccc844E-01 0.1071115%
THMFLE ZI1ZE a4 &4
FOFULATION ZIZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FOFN ZTD LEVY 0.4242207E-11 0. 1077549
ZTD ERROR OF MEARN 0.4 251 74E-NE L117ETONCE-O1
DIFF BETWEEN MEHRNZ ~fl, 2345429 E-011
ZTDh EREDFR OF LIFF 0. 12627 7V3E-01
T-RATIO ~2. 645
DEGF OF FREEDOM [DIFF] 102,193

2-ZIDED PROEAEILITY THAT H DIFFERENCE HZ LARGE HE THE OBSERVED YALUE
Zde4zE-01 1% DRZERVED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTE" AKE ACTING ON THE DIFF:
L ODS31 049

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE RBETWEEN MEANS:

COMFIDENCE LOWER UFFEF
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

SU.DUD -1.4201491E-01 -0,2491266E-1)1

SN =0, 4R0S0T0E-01 ~-0.18847VETE~-D]
ﬂU.UUU -0.594423126E-01 -0, 1243721E-01
QS 000 -0,5925144RE-01 ~-0.841410FE-0C

LHD0 =D ESIONREEE~-DT -0, ZE21895E- 102

S, 000 «0,eRE0194E-01 -0, Z2eE29TE-DZ
Q_ SON -0, T62164TE-01 0, 228789TE-02

42




(bl) The wear measurements at point B of all conventional retread tires

CMSE

100 269 . 5% .86 . 253y . 246y . 248
110,200 S8 JCHT . ETIr. 359,274
1&0 L5359 .4129.415+.425,..5%41.,52¢
1320 L3582, 348 . 304+, 343y . 360 . 374
140 .84 . CHETr.C91s.29% . RS . B4
150 476 5210, 534y . 528,501,495
160 &7 .CF7s.CE8y . 189 . 298, . 27H

gbZ)‘ The histogram of wear measurements at point B of all conventional

retread tires. :
FELATIVE FFRFEGCUENCY

10,0 ch. i 20,0 40,10 0.0

D.1000 ~—®
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*
+
0. 1500 e
Y I

f.2000 ~oos0000e
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* »
. .
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D

1o CF

o
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* -

- *

. .
— 9509060600060 000
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(b3) The wear measurements at point B of all precured retread tires.

FPMSE

100 387y 389, 320y 2357+, 357, 342
110 .245,.28C2.235.240,. 256,279
120 L 283s.314s ., 292y 298y . 20 . 327
130 .34fs.d4q~.333-.Ed°~.dcq~.3l9
140 . 24%y . 341y, 320 . 317200 . 263
150 283 .295, .83 !.‘cq-.dbbi.-l“
160 3473804, 350: . 302, 3410, 351

(b4) The basic statistics of wvear measqrements at p01nt B of all
precured retread tlres. C

ME AN= .dlﬁcgl,,w:»ﬁ

STD. p?V'(CDFPECTED'— 2. 79SESE-N2

THE HYPDTHE I; THAT THE POFULATION 1% NORMAL OF MEAN .519'61 AND
ITD. DEV. 3.7S58%E-0C CANNDOT RE REJECTED AT THE 9%5% CONFIDENCE LEVEL

K-S STATISTIC = 7.28015E-D2
FROBAEILITY OF A K-3 VALUE OF 0.073801 DR LARGER I .%7Vez

(b5) The comparison of wear measurements at point B between all
precured and conventional retread tires.

FRECURED CONVENTIONAL

STATISTIC ZAMPLE ZAMPLE
SHMFLE MEAN 0.2132€619 0. ZHE7E19
SAMFLE VARIANCE 0. 1406ST4E-0E 0. ﬂthEUUE—Nc
ZAMFLE STD DEVIATION 0.J S0aEZE-01 0. S340ZE1E-01
SAMPLE S1ZE 4z 4z
FOFULATION SIZE INFINITE INFINITE
ESTIM POPN STD DEV 0. 379SEH4E-01 0. 1008071
STD ERROR OF MERN 0.SBSTIS1E-02 0. 15524 0ZE-1
DIFF BETWEEN MERNS ~ 0. 26S0000E-11
STDh ERROR OF DIFF 0. 16S9ZEZE-01
T-RATIO -1.357
IEGR OF FREEDOM [DIFF] s&. 441

&-%I1DED PROBABILITY THART A DIFFEPENCE AS LARGE AS THE OBSERVED VALUE
ESONNE~01 15 DEZERVED WHEN NO “TRUE EFFECTS" ARE ACTING DN THE DIFF:
. 1162957

CONFIDENCE LIMITS OM DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANZ:

CONFIDENCE LOWEF UFPEFR
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

SQ.000 -0, 377644E6E-D1 —10. 1523554E-111

FES. 000 -0,45980z248E-011 —n.,]q(%’QE-u;
an, 000 =0.5428621E-01 . 1286214E~0C
O, 000 -0, 5979472E-01 0, 67947c9E~-0c
SS, 000 -0,.6652508E-D1 0, 1332508E-01
oo, 0NN -0, 7086218E-01  0.1786218E-01 4t

99,900 —0, 84368S3E-01 0. B13e833E-01




(cl) The wear measurements at point C of all conventional retread

tires.
CMac
100 .90, . 278 . 260 .74 . 2444, 59
110 258 .34 . CEE ,EB1y . C77s . CSE

120 451-.4““~.4*~-.'C'-.¢-5-.Jct
130 .29y . 267y .C25 . 833,204,299
140 .291s.281s.C81v.¢ 3!.Lt'~.cbr
150 516,524,505 .53 . 495, , 495
160 . 26Cs . &05r . 225 .45, .244,,255

(cZ) The histogram of wear measurements at point C of all conventional
retread tires. P

U EELRTIVE FRERHENCY

10.0 ch. 0.0 40, S0, 0

L R T S F o S AR S
O, e — PO PPPPOPC PP 660000
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* .
* .
D, esnn — 000000000000 0000 0000000000000 0000 000000000000 00600¢
L ' *
. ' .
- ' 2
0, 2000 —PPPPPPOPP 0000000000 0000000000000 0000000000060 00060
* @
e o
. o
0. 3500 -
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-
.a4000 -
.
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(c3) The wear measurements at point C of all precured retread tires.

PMaC

100 J2357 e, 258 345 .31 . 311, 201
110 . 850s .89 .8145, 189y . 211, 2835
120 898 .27V 0. C4T e . 260 . 2T 1. ETS
130 J30Ve.301s .33, 339, , 345, . 312
140 283y, 209 . 369, 309y, 3570 . J63
150 238,841 .85, 259, . 25% . 80
1ol 320,285,311, 205, 291, 329

(c4) The P?%i? statistics of wear measurements at point C of all
preciired retread tires.

MEAN= 29502

ETD. DEV. (CCORRECTED)= 4,519028E-02

THE HYPOTHESIS THHT THE POPULATION IS NOFMAL OF MEAN .c9%50z23  AND
ZTD. DEV. 4.51%02E-0g CAMNOT BE REJECTED AT THE %% CONFIDENCE LEVEL

K=% ZTARTISTIC = &.010e2E-0C _
FEOEREILITY OF A K-% VALUE OF o.0e010c OR LARGER 13 9921

(c5) The comparison of wear measurements at point C between all
precured and conventional retread tires.
FRECURED :

LONVENTIONAL

STATISTIC ZAMFLE SZHMFLE
SAMFLE MERN 0. e95n22s 0.32354524
SAMPLE VRRIANCE 0. 1993595E~0g  0.12059568E-01
ZAMFLE STD DEVIATIDON 0.4484969E-01 0.1142614
ZAMFLE =17E 4¢ 4c
POFLULATION ZIZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FDFN STD LEY 0,45190%92E~01 . 11565455
ZTD ERROR OF MERAN U.6S9FT3110E-D2  0.1784464E-01
DIFF BETWEEN MEANZ -1, 4042857VE-01
~ZTD ERROFR OF DIFF 0. 1915269 E~01
T-RATIO -c. 110

- DEGR OF FREEDOM ([DIFF] DE.83e

c-=1DED PROBAEILITY THRT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE UBSE?VED‘VHLUE
04ceSE-01 1S ORTERVED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTS” RARE ACTING ON THE DIFF:

. N3SETRS

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS:

CONFIDENCE LOWER UFPER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

S0,000 -0,5244%336E-01 ~-0,.2741379E-01

TH.O000 ~0,627119€E-01 -0,.1814518E-101

SO,000 ~0,.7250244E-01 ~N,8354699E-Nig

QL. 000 -0, VRESAN4E-N1 -0, 2001105E-02

Q. 000 ~0, BRZREZ4E~-N1 O, 552909FE-D2

QO 000 ~0,9161F7I9E-01 0, 1076005E-D0] : 46
L_99,. 9400 -0, 1071732 0.2631602E-01 :




(d1) The wear measurements at point B of precured retread tire 3

PMSTSE
100 . 3ETe. 389, 3235 357, 357 . 343

(d2) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 3

CMST3E

100 289, 85%, .25k . 252y . 246y .4

0

(d3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENT IONAL

STARTISTIC ZAMFLE SHMFLE
SHMFLE MEAN (. 24SEEET 0. 25951687
SEMFLE VARIANCE 0.47N2SECE~-N3 0, S7TE0SSSE-04

SHMFLE STD DEVIATION 0.2168481E-01 N, 7e0299sE-c

THMFLE SIZE = : &
FOFULATION SICE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FPOPN =TI DEVY i, E3TS4T0E~-01 0. 832BERTE-DC
ZTD ERROF OF MEAN 0. 9RITESTIE-0Z 0. 3400163E-02
DIFF EBETWEEN MEANT 0. 9450000E-01
ZTDh ERFOFP OF DIFF n.1nevedeE-01
T-RRATIOD G199
DEGF OF FPEEDOM [DIFF] ' £.c1l

£-TIDED PROBREILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AZ LARGE A3 THE DESERVED VALUE
AS000E-01 1S OESERVED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTS" RRE RCTING DN THE DIFF:

L DDa9se

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE RFETWEEN MERN::

CONFIDENCE LOWER LIFPER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
s0.000 0,8T12569E-01 0.1018743
7H.000 0.8141448E-01 0, 1075855
90,00y 0.7453099E-1011 0.1144&%0
a5, 000 0.693544ZE-01 0.11964%58
ag, 000 0.62e04S1E-101 N. 1267955
ga, 0nn 0.S640078E-D1 0, 13e5%9%
QG onn 0. E23cedS1E-D1 0. 1537355
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(el) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 3
FMaT 0
100 257 252 L SRS B NN B P71 D]
(e2) The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 3
CMaT=0
00 (230 ,27VEy . 260 . 274y, 244, . 259
(e3) The comparison between the above two sets of data
FRCCURED CONVENTIONAL

ETARTIITIC ZAMFLE SAMFLE
ZHMFLE MERN 0. 28990010 N 26T7S00N0
IAMFLE VAR IANCE 0.49991ETE-DZ 0, 2238S0NE~3
ZAMFLE STD DEVIATION 0,2229822E-01 0. 1494155E-~101
IAMPLE SIZE & £
FOFULATION SI1ZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FOPN STD DEY 0.244928E-01 0, 1636765E~01
ZTD ERRDFR OF MEAN 0,999 eTE-02  0.B68Z20NESE~02
DIFF BEETWEEN MEANZ O.EZON0ONNE-N1
ZTD ERFOFR DOF DIFF 0. 1c026ezeE~-111
T-PHTIO 5.155
DESKk OF FREEDOM ([(DIFF)] B.7e3
c-ZIDED FROEAREILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE RS LARGE A THE DBSERVED VALUE
SONONE~-N01 1% DESERVED WHEN ND "TRUE EFFECT< ARE RCTING ON THE UIFF:

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS:

COMFIDENCE LOWER UPFER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
S0.000  0.52S0404E-01 U.?D49595E-01
TS. 000 0,47 02248E-01 . FES1E852E~01
Q. oon U.??6:5415—n1 . 843230 259E-01
QSO0 . 24ZETIRE-N1 U eovIeg4E-01
SE. 000 .c:lhbl4E 01 0, th 28RE~-D1
SS,000 0. 21edemnE-01 L1 0e3531
Q900 0.1ET1468E-DIE H.IEEBEBS
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(f1) The wear measurements at point B of precured retread tire 4

FMYT4E

LCE%e g4l L CBEY L 279

i

o

[gX]
-

100 .e4%.. ¢

(£2) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 4

CM3T4E

100 200 . 283 . 263 . 2T s

(£3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

‘ PRECURED CONVENTIONAL

ZTRTIZTIC ZRMPLE SHMFLE
THMFLE MERN 0.e581667 0.&7e3z2z
THMFLE VAFIANCE ﬂ ATIZE9E-02  ND.42122ceE~03
THMFLE T DEVIATION lF 6 124E-01 D, cuSzaVOE-01
IHMFLE ZI1ZE & €
FOFULATION ZI1ZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FOFN ZTD DEV 0,2011284E-01  0,224825%E-01
LTD ERRDR OF MEAN N.221144CE-02 0,.9178477E-0C
DIFF BETWEEN MERNZ -1, 16166ATVE-D1
ZTDh ErRFOR OF DIFF n,122159%2E-01
T-FATIO -1.313
IEGF OF FREELOM [DIFF] S, 879

E+6ERERIEFIEARBECERYETHBRER BOFFERBBCEFRECIBRGBRBIATRENBEBERYEE RHEFE
EE1767E

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MERNE:

COMFIDENCE LOWER UFPEF
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

S0, 000 —0.84821?? -01 -0, 7S11560E-U
5,000 -0, 2121057E-01 -0, 102e759E-(e
QO, D00 =0, 287 4C4CE—H1 0, 6409027E-1¢
QS 000 -0, 440263CE-01 0, 1169299E-01
Sz, nnn -0,S0%1416E-01 0, 1858083E-01
9, 000 -0, 5:19011E-01 0.2385%677E-01

93,900 -0, 7TS04e11E-01  0,4271e78E-01
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(gl) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 4

100 250 .29y .8145.18%.211,235

(g2) The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 4

CMST4C

v 281,277 . 256

1

‘Ide .26

100 ,e5&..

r

(g3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

» PRECURED CONVENT IONAL

ZTRTIZTIC ZAMPLE ZAMFLE
ZHMFLE MEAN D.e2218z223 P18 Beicicic
ZAMFLE VAR IANCE 0. 10291129E-02 0, 2565556E-03
ZAMFLE ZTD DEVIATION  0.3203239E-01  0.1801735E-01
SAMFLE ZI1ZE & &
FOFLILATION SIZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FOFN ZTD DEV 0. 3818517E-01 0. 175451 3E-101
ZTD ERFROF OF MERN 0.14772%2E-01 D, V16Z17RE-UC
I'IFF BETWEEN MEANZ -3, EY9S0NNNE-M1
ZTD ERRDOF OF DIFF 0.1641764E-01
T-RATIO -1.797
DEGE 0OF FREEDOM [DIFF] T.ceb

e-SIDED PROBAREILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE DEZERVED VALUE
SQSO00E-01 1% DBRZERYED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTS" RRE ACTING DN THE DIFF:
. 1154156 :

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS:

CONFIDENCE LOWEFR LUFFER
LEVEL ' LIMIT LIMIT

50,000 -0, 411760FE-0] -0, 1TESISIE-01
7S.O00 ~0,SO09230E-01 —0. 82077 01E~-0g
So.000 -0, 6060451E-01 0. 160451 0E-02
Q5,000 =0, 683215%E-01  0.9321550E-0g
Q. 000 -0, 7ETISESE-01 0,197 1929E-01
QO, 000 =0, 8R95326E-01 0.27953e6E-0
Q9. 9nn -0,11&284¢6 0.59z8484E-011

oo )
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(hl) The wear measurements at point B of precured retread tire 6

FM>TAE
100 JZ83e . 21dy .93, 96 . 308 . 3ET7

(h2) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 6

CMITeR

100 qqg,.4la,.415,_435,_541,.532

(h3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

. PRECURED CONVENT IONAL

ZTHTISTIC ZHMFLE SHMFLE
THMFLE MERN 0, 2025000 0, 44S00010
THMFLE VHRIANCE 0. 2OTSRIZE-03 0.4362333E-0C
ZHMFLE STD DEVIATION 0. 144077SE-01  0.8604796E-11
THMFLE TIZE & 1)
FOFULATION ZIZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FOPN STD DEV 0, 1STREQNE-01 0.723519cE-11
ZTD ERFROFR OF MERN 0,644 I4TE-0E 0. E9SETEIE-M
T1IFF BETWEEN MEANZ -0, 1485000
ZTL ERROR OF DIFF 0.2023216E-01
T-RATIO -4, 846
IEGF OF FREEDOM (DIFF] 5.475

[

-_:1LED PROEREILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE DESERVED VALUE

0, 1485000 1% OBSERYED WHEN ND “TRUE EFFECTE™ ARE ACTING DN THE DIFF:

e TR

CONFIDENCE LIMITS DN DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANG:

COMFIDENCE LOWER UFPEFR
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
S0, 000 -i1. 1684099 -0.1g45201
TS, 000 -0, 1858205 -0, 1071695
S, 0on -0, 2074193 -0, 8558074E-01
Qs, oon -0, 2242148 -0,687ESTEE~-T]
aa, 0on -1, 24582291 —0.4477091E-D1
SS9, non -0, 2684004 -0, 2459961E-01
Qo a0 -1, 35415%4 0,6115935E-01
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(il) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 6

PMITeC

100 293,870,847 .60y, 71279

(i2) The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 6

CMSTRL

100 L4583 . 490, , 485, . 523, , 575 . 526

(i3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENT IONAL

ZTRTISTIC ZAMFLE ZAMFLE
ZAMFLE MEAN ey nezzz N, 5136667
ZAMFLE VAPIANCE N.e4%847eceE-02 0. 1055889E-Ue
SAMPLE ZTD DEVIATION 0.157€300E-01 101, Zg46365E-101
ZAMPLE IIZE £ £
FOFULHRTION ZIZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM POPN =TD DEV 0. 17eRTS0E-01  0.3556215E-01
ZTD ERRDR DF MERN 0. 70434c8E-02  0,1451819E-01
D'IFF BETWEEN MERNE ~N.c4gE333
STD ERROR DF DIFF 0. 181 2915E-01
T-RATIO -1%5. 048
IEGR OF FREEDOM [DIFF] T.E34

g-SIDED PROBARILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE DRIERVED VRLUE

Lonnn14

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEHNZ:

CONFIDENCE LOWEFR UFFER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
SO, 000 -0, 254211 -, 23135853
?E. 000 -, ghAEOVE -, 2eehaenz
G0, 0o -0, e7vz410e -l.c1e2ehed
9s ., 000N =N, 2809954 -0, 046703
Qg N0 -, 2912177 -1.1%444¢£9
o, Do -0, 299210 -0, 1883545
Qo QN -0.2301119 -1, 1555547
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(j1) The wear measurements at point B of precured retread tire 7
FMOTFER

100 345y, 345, 323y, 329 . 285, . 208

(32) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 7

CMOTVR

100 L3528y, 348, 304y . 243, . 2611, . 274

(33) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENT IONAL
ETARTIZTIC =AMFLE SHMFLE
SHMPLE MERN 0. 2308233 0. 345803220
“HMPLE VREIANCE 0. 1602056E-03  0,.4574722E-02
ZAMFLE STD DEVIATION 0O.126&80%1E-01 0.2162111E-01
SAMPLE =I7E € €
FOFIWLATION Z1ZE INFINITE INFINITE

ESTIM POPN ZTD DEV

0. 1289124E-01 0,226847V4E-111
STD ERROF OF MEARN . 956

D.S6TIO7F7E=-NE O, 95RScSEE-ne

DIFF BEETWEEN MEANC =0, 1500000E-01
STD ERROR OF DIFF n.11g0secE~-01
T-RATIO -1.338
DEGR OF FREEDOM [DIFF] £.076

St PPERIRPRORABEEERYETHRAER BOFFERBBCEFRECISRGBRBIATRENBEOBRYBE PHBEBE

217837

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MERNZ:

CONFIDENCE LOWER UFPER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

50,000 -0,2291897E-01 ~0G.70R1026E-02
7H.000 =0, 289025 0E-01 ~0, 10985 01E-0¢
an.onn - 0,32584452E-01 0, 5844826E-02

95,000 ~0,4024%42E-01  0.1084943E-11
Sg. 000 ~0,4746520E-01  0,.1746821E-01

QS non
So,.9nn

-0.Seel1eelE~01
=0.7151109E-01

0.ceeleeceE-N1
N.4151110E-1011
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(k1) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 7

PMST?C

100 307 301,313, 232%.,

145y ..

1e

Y

(k2) The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 7

cmMeTvel

100 .298!.26?p.2259.2339.3ﬂ49.299

(k3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENTIONAL
STATISTIC ZAMFLE SAMFLE
SAMPLE MERN 0, 2195000 D, evoonn
ZAMFLE VARIANCE D.ET18S00E-03 0. 9206666E~-02

SAMPLE STD DEYIRTION 0.1648%67E-01 0. 21156 0E-11

SAMPLE ETICZE &

FOFULARTION &SIZE
ESTIM FPOFN STD DEV
ZTDh ERRDOR DOF MERN

TIFF BETWEEN MEANZ
&TD ERROR OF DIFF
T-RATIO

INFINITE
. 1804162E-111
1. F2R5460E~-0C

o)

INFINITE

0. 3420452E~01
N.1400476E~01

0. 1582351E-11

3.1ek

IEGR OF FREEDOM [DIFF] 7.56%

2-%1DED PROEREILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE DESERVED VALUE
aS0onngE~n1 1T DESERVED WHEN NO “TRUE EFFECTS" ARE ACTING ON THE DIFF:
. D1EES0E

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE RETWEEN MERNZ::

LIFPER
LIMIT

LOWER
LIMIT

CONFIDENCE
LEVEL

0.2324047E-01
75,000  0.29RSES1E-01
gn, 000 0,1952112E-01
5. 00y 0, 1208325E~01
g, 000 0,2061897E-0Z
g, 000 =0, S87409TE~02
o, 900 -0,2607163E~01

S0. 0010 0, 607525 2E~-01
M. 69347 N9E-11
0., 79478BTVE-0]
0. 86918665E-01
0. 98aze810E-D1

0. 1048741

0.1350716é
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(11) The wear measurements at point B of precured retread tire 8

PMSTRE

100 249 . 2341 . 380 . 31T . 200 . 263
(12) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 8

CMST8E

100 284y .26V .291, .89V .2€5, . 284

(13) The comparison between the above two sets of data

CONVENTIONAL
ZAMPLE

PRECURED
ETATIETIC SAMPLE
SAMPLE MEARN : [, g98=233 N.281333%
ZAMFLE VARIANCE 0.1 0S2329E~0c 0, 1Z75556E-0G
ZAMPLE STD DEVIATION 0, 2c4eZe5E-01  0,.117e841E-01
ZAMFLE EZIZE £ £
POFULATION S1ZE INFINITE
EZTIM FPOFN STD DEV 0. 255ec15E~-01
STD ERROR OF MEAN 0.14518219E~01

INFINITE
0.1284782E-1D1
0.52451 04E~(E

DIFF BETWEEN MERN: 0.1700000E~-01
ETD ERFOR DOF DIFF N.15%43661E-01
T-RATIO 1.1

DEGR OF FREEDOM [DIFF] €. 283

CARPDERIRRIORABREERYENHBRER BOFFERBBCEFRECIBRGBRBIARTRENGEOBRYER RGEPE

. 3leSEes

CONFIDENCE LiHITE ON DIFFERENCE RBETWEEN MERN::

CONFIDENCE LOWER UFFER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
So.000  0,5922801E-0c  0.2807720E-01

7S, 000 -0, 2656197E-02 0. 366562 0E-01

SO0.000 -0.129%€11E-01  0.4699511E-01
95. 000 -0,207720cE-01  0.5477202E~-01

o9g. Q0
Q9. 000
Q9,900

-0,2151214E-01
~0.40z201cE-D1
-0, 7498 288E~-01

n.6551214E-01
0, 74gz01cE-01
0. 1089839
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(ml) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 8

FMITED

100 P EEZY LIy L3RGy 3RS, 35T, . 363

(m2) The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 8

1010 '291"881"281’-E3J'-285!.268

(m3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

e PRECURED CONVENT IONAL
ZTRATIETIC ZHMFLE ZHMFPLE

0.ev40000

0.1751190E~-01

IAMFLE MERN
ZAMFLE VRFIARNCE
THMFLE ZT7D DEVIRTION

ZHMFLE =IZE & €
FOFULATION ZI1ZE INFINITE INFINITE
EXTIM FOFN ZTD DEV 0.228e20VE-01 0.1918323232E-01
=TD ERROFR OF MEAN 0.12e02c1E-01 0. 783156 0E~0
DIIFF EETWEEN MEANZ 0. 7100000E-01
“TD EFRDOR OF DIFF 0, 1587451E-01
T-FATIO 4.473
DEGF OF FREEDOM [DIFF] 7.915

e-ZIDEDL FROEBAREILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE HS LARGE AS THE OEBSERVED VALUE
10000E~01 IS OBRZERVED WHEN ND "TRUE EFFECTS" HRRE ARCTING ON THE DIFF:

CDigasen

CONFIDENCE LIMITE ON DIFFERENCE EETWEEN MEANS:

CONFIDENCE LOWEF: . LFFPER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

s0.0nn DL SIT1020E-01 0, 8228980E-01
FSL000 0 051 02894E-01 0. 90911 06E-01

SO, 000 0.40924S0E-01 0. 1010755
FDL000 0 0. 224527 SE-OL 0.108537e
QzZ 000 0.2240900E-01 0.1185910
Q9,000 0,1544742E-101 0. 126556
QEI00 —-0,1484T44E-011 0.15£28474
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(nl) The wear measurements at point B of precured retread tire 9

FM3TSOE

100 [ g8as ., gas,,2

[n ]

(n2) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 9

CMITOER

h]

100 L4F€s L S30s . 5340, S28 . S011s . 495

¥

(n3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENTIONAL

ZTARTIZTIC ZAMFLE SHMFLE
IHMFLE MERN D, 210zz233 0,51 0R6AT
ZHMFLE “YREIANCE 0. 8405555E-02  0.4592808E-03
THMFLE ZTD DEVIATION 0.c29%234E-01  0.214450CE~U1
THMFPLE SIZE & &
FOFLULATION SIZE INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM FOPN ZTD DEV 0, 2175951E-01 0.22429184E-011
ZTD ERROFR OF MEAN N, 1298S77E-N1 0, 9590504E-0g
DIFF BETWEEN MEANZ -0, 20N3333
ZTDH ERRDF OF DIFF 0.16127VeVE-M
T-FATIO -12.4¢ec

DEGR OF FREEDOM [DIFF) Q.211
c-ZIDED PROBARILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AT LARGE AY THE OBSERVED VYHLUE

O.enozz2% IS DBRTZERYED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTS" ARE ACTING ON THE DIFF:

COMFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS:

CONFIDENCE LOWER UFFER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
S0, 000 ~0.2116672 -1, 1889994
ra=p ~(.gchled4 -a.1g050e=
S, a0 -0, ceoessd -0 17 a7 e
Qo000 ~-0.e26815¢% -0 1R3Z8509
Qg 0on -1.,c4583254 -0.1548%31¢
S, 00n ~-,e52744% -.1479%z24
S, 900 -0, 2774304 -0, lezezns
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(ol) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 9

PMaTSC

100,238 YoE41y  TES. . 259 . E5%. . 28N

(02) The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 9

CHMITSC

100 .S16s.504s 506 .S58 . 4960 . 496

(03) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENT IONAL

STATISTIC SHMFLE ZAMFLE
SAMFLE MERN 0. 802233 0.511666&7
SAMFLE VYAFRIANCE LE11eERRE-0% u 1845555E-03
SAMPLE STD DEVIRTION 0.17€660Z8E-D1 . 1258512E~-01
SHMFLE ©IZE & &
FOFULATION S1ZE INFINITE INFINITE
"EATIM POPN STD DEV 0.192459TE-01  0.1488176E-01
ZTD ERROF OF MERN 0, 7E3TIA0E-0Z  N.60754%51E-0C
DIFF RBETWEEN MEANE -0, 2513333
STD ERPOR OF DIFF 0. 995428 0E~ 2
T-RATIO -cS.eex
IEGFR DOF FREEDOM [DIFF] = IRCSiC]

2-S1DED PROEAEILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE DESERVED YALUE

0.2512232 1% OFZERVED WHEN NO "TRLUE EFFECTq AHRE ARCTING ON THE DIFF:

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS:

CONFIDENCE LOWEFR UPFEFR
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
50,000 -1, 2583341 -0, 2442308
72,000 -0, 26Z5861 -, 2390805
an, ann -0, 2nesaqz ~0, 2330875
95. 000 -0, 27368745 ~f.eee7voes
ag. ann -0.279447¢ ~N.eeze19n
Qg ann -0.2eav159 -0, 2189507
a9, 900 -0, e9897ee -0, 2026945
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(pl) The wear measurements at point B of precuréd retread tire 10

PMST10R

100 #3447 (2R IS0, 208 L 340, 251

(p2) The wear measurements at point B of conventional retread tire 10

CMOT10OR

100 2874y .27V .CHEY . 18S . 298 . E76

(p3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

' PRECURED CONVENT IONAL

ESTRTISTIC SHMFLE IAMFLE
ZHAMFLE MEAN 0.3450000 0. 230667
ZAMFLE VAR IANCE 0.52732224E-02 0, 1201S55E-02
SAMPLE &TD DEVIATION 0.2e9e374E-01 0. 34A6346E-01
SAMPLE SI1ZE & &
FOFLILATION S17E INFINITE INFINITE
EZTIM POFN STD LDEV 0.e51555cE-01 0.3 9vi19zE~-01
STD ERROFR OF MEAN 0. 102697 0E-01 LASS0197E~01
I'IFF BETWEEN MEANZE LE1Z32223E-01
ZTD ERRDOR OF DIFF 0.1&59510E-01
T~FRATIO 4.574
IEGE DOF FREEDLOM [DIFF] 2. 68N

c-ZIDED PRORARILITY THART A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE OEBZERYED VALUE
JIIZE-01 1T OEBESERVED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTS” ARE AHCTING ON THE DIFF:
. 0E36E0 :

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS:

CONFIDENCE LOWER UFPEFK
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT

S0.000 0.A819693E~01 0,.9446974E-M1

7S5. 000  0,S2826%49E-01 .1043972
90,000 G.4575485E-01 0.115911¢
95,000  0.3845295E-01 0.1e42127
98. 000 0.274732RE~-01 0.1251923
99,000 0.1892957E~01 0.14=27c71
So. a0 -0, 1241 022E-01 0.175076%
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(ql) The wear measurements at point C of precured retread tire 10

PMST10C

100 330y 283 . 311, 305,291, 339
(g2)

CMaTioC -

100 L2665 . 255, . £35, . 245, . 2441, 25

: .371,;"

(a3) The comparison between the above two sets of data

PRECURED CONVENT IONAL
STRTISTIC SHMPLE ZAMPLE
SAMFLE MERN 0, 2021667 OD.23n0000

0., 99221 09E-02
&

INFINITE

0. 10821168E-01
0.444zzccE-0g

0. 329472cE-03

0. 184247 7VE-01

SHMPLE VARIANCE
SAMPLE STD DEVIATION
SHMPLE SIZE
FOFLILARTION SI1ZE
ESTIM POPN STD DEVY
ZTD ErRROR OF MEARN

=]

INFINITE
0.en18323E-01
0.&8c39808E-0E

DIFF BETHEEN MEANT Nn.S816667E-01

STD ERROFP OF DIFF 0. QR NSTIE-DE
T-RATIO e.cl14
DEGR OF FREEDOM (DIFF) 7.e80

¢-=1DED PROEBARILITY THAT A DIFFERENCE AS LARGE AS THE DEZERVED VWALUE
gleecE-01 IS ORZERVED WHEN NO "TRUE EFFECTS” ARE ACTING ON THE DIFF:
L 0NN4393

CONFIDENCE LIMITS ON DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANTG:

The wear measurements at point C of conventional retread tire 10

CONF IDENCE LOWEF UPFPER
LEVEL LIMIT LIMIT
SO.000  0.5150%23E-01 0.€482410E-01

7R.000 0,4642%40E-01 (0.69%0793E-01
S0.000 0,.404215FVE-01  D.7S90176E-01
Q5. 000 0.360314%E-01  0.2020124E-01
9g. 000 0,23010292E-01 0.86&2040E-01
9%, 000 0.25402310E-01  0,9092523E-01
99,900 0.7543652E~0¢2 0.10287897
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