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The principles of presenting statistical
results: Table
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Kwak et al. - How to present results as a table
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Table 1. Example of One Sample Comparison with Reference Value

&t B2 H|w(One sample comparison)

g 2 HI A A2 ARE 5T 71E#(reference
value)Zt B3t} Table 19] AAlE A7 FH5HAS 7]
£33 60 mmHg®} ¥k Ayto|rt. AT AR R3]
ot B4R B H| R BARNE Jgotd, A543 HE8Y A
Soll= 712t A9 Zolgk(difference) 71 240l 2] 95%
A A7 A A g

HEY 279 3¢, E8(proportion) 52 vlwd 4 Ut
71&3 3} WHg-E(response rate) 419 one sample propor-
tion test 52 AP 4 A1, vkS-E0] 0%} 100%°l 717
&= H&o|gA A (exact binomial test)& AA|5H7] &= gt}
Table 20l ¥l A7} 9359 95% AlZ 7t} @A 7] &=
o] k.

E8E £ T H|u(Comparison of two independent
samples)

Table 3004, 5 %59 713 Al% 7172 85152 o, 7]
T Al F9) BREULT ASE 1w Aot A7
Azo] Bxo] el med B vlnsd $ARAS H89
Ag8 EAEo] Xo] 71&wo] gom, Bme] W EGS
AN ATt sl Gl g T 2] Holgko] AAHo]
glow, sigel pgkol A4 Al AHel2 714w o] gict.

CHS% H|w!(Comparison of matched pairs)

Table 4% T 8eo] g S APLFA47 30 ke/m’
2719 oA AT So] A, T WYL 2 A7
A3t Azoltt. 7 2o BE4IL AXHL O, 248 Bt
Bxo] thet B 3L FUgol tiEoR ST 7 B}
o kg X% AF %o Xol2 o] §ste] Au|LE Ak
paired t-test7} AHEH 0, FAF 02 245 Holzlo] 95%
AIZ)7242} G4 ANEQT E AFEE B W, PREE A3
87 A4 =gt

Variables Results Reference value Difference (95% CI) P value
MBP (mmHg, n = 30)* 70.0 £ 5.0 60 10.0 (8.0, 12.0) < 0.001"
MBP (mmHg, n = 28)" 70 (64.0, 75.0) 60 10.0 (8.0, 12.0) < 0.001"

Values are presented as mean + SD or median (Q1, Q3). MBP: mean blood pressure. *One-sample t-test, "Two-sided P value < 0.05, *Wilcoxon's
signed rank test. These values, including P values, are presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean Journal of Anesthesiology for

notation below the decimal point.
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Table 2. Example of One Sample Test of Proportions

Variables Positive response Reference probability Response rate (95% CI) P value
PONV (n = 25)* 9 0.20 0.36 (0.18,0.57) 0.080
Ttching sense (n=64)" 5 0.02 0.08 (0.03,0.17) 0.009"

PONV: postoperative nausea and vomiting, *One sample proportion test with continuity correction, "Exact binomial test, “Two-sided P value < 0.05.
These values, including P values, are presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean Journal of Anesthesiology for notation below
the decimal point.

Table 3. Example of Independent Two Sample Comparison

Variables Group S (n = 49) Group P (n = 53) Difference (95% CI) P value
MBP (mmHg)* 723 * 143 73.1 £ 149 -0.8 (-6.5,4.9) 0.781
Heart rate’ 89.0 (75.0, 103.0) 82.0(72.0,93.0) 7.0 (0, 14.0) 0.062

Values are presented as mean * SD or median (Q1, Q3). MBP: mean blood pressure. *Independent two sample t-test, 'Mann-Whitney U test. These
values, including P values, are presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean Journal of Anesthesiology for notation below the deci-
mal point.

Table 4. Example of Dependent Two Samples Comparison

MBP
Underlying factors Mean difference (95% CI) P value
Pre-treatment Post-treatment
Hypertension (n = 20)* 740  13.9 709 * 13.6 3.1(0.4, 5.8) 0.026'
BMI > 30 kg/m’ (n = 25)" 75.4 (6.8, 81.5) 73.9 (65.0, 84.5) 1.5 (-1.0, 4.0) 0228

Values are presented as mean + SD or median (Q1, Q3). BMI: body mass index, MBP: mean blood pressure. *Paired t-test, "Two-sided P value <
0.05, *Wilcoxon’s signed rank test. These values, including P values, are presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean Journal of
Anesthesiology for notation below the decimal point.

Table 5. Example of Three Independent Samples Comparison

Variables Control group (n = 30) ITM group (n = 30) QLB group (n = 30) P value
Morphine requirement (mg)* 61.0 £ 12.9 428 £104 182 £ 96 <0.001"
Time to first morphine dose (h)* 2(0.5,4) 8(3,24) 17 (6, 36) 0.002°

Values are presented as mean + SD or median (Q1, Q3). ITM: intrathecal morphine, QLB: quadratus lumborum block. P values indicate the
statistical inference result of overall comparisons. *One-way analysis of variance with Tukey’s method, "Two-sided P value < 0.05, *Kruskal-Wallis
H test with Dunn’s procedure. These values, including P values, are presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean Journal of
Anesthesiology for notation below the decimal point. Excerpt from Salama ER [3] results showing representative values and P value as examples
of comparison of three independent samples.

S E M 7 o|Ae| HEE H|u(Comparison of three or 74 ZAI5HA 71&= o] ict.
more independent samples)
HZ 3 X2 H|w(Categorical data comparison)
AL A7 (Cesarean section) & BZ2Ao| 3t I Azt

7} Table 59 AAI=0] 9IHH3]. Quadratus lumborum block, 718 A3 A2 pE 7|3 FEE FHE5 F o)A, 7]
intrathecal morphined] o] o} wel normal saline®t Tl AT J3 o2, 7|3 FH 147 & A5 F(sore throat)9]
Fojd t &, intrathecal morphinedt 8 F(ITM), TR, =& T Ao vhu] IYARE ZAPsHL EA3E Aato]
quadratus lumborum block¥t AAE HQLBH)2E o]  tH(Table 6). A= T4 H1ko} ofd == E&E HiEglon,

morphine®] A FojzfF I 3 HA Foj7tx] 9 A|7HS v|wst  EAlo] ARSSt 54 W) pgho] FasHA B E 0] 9
At AFERZE Ho|= morphine 8FFE ‘A4 + EE
A2 A7t a@EGon, FE TR A7RE B &
7H3E TWEA 1A ot ‘FLHRAAES, AR E 1
=itk &4 379 HEst Pt ZF 9] BESTT AA| TEHT7E BEH oA, Ot AR 5 gnde |
of o, AH&H A 71U AF HAS AT vl Y $E AYstnA & o go] AHgEHE £

EX|AE! 3| HEM(Logistic regression analysis)
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Table 6. Example of Categorical Data Comparison

Variables gfo:ui ;\)I (Crilro:ulgs(; P value
Successful tracheal intubation* 44 (89.8) 32 (60.4) 0.001"
Sore throat at 1 h* 11 (22.4) 20(37.8) 0.144
Vocal cord paralysis’ 1(2.0) 2(38) >0.999

Values are presented as frequency (%). *Chi-squared test, "Two-sided
P value < 0.05, "Fisher’s exact test. These values, including P values, are
presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean Journal
of Anesthesiology for notation below the decimal point.

Table 7. Risk Factors of Emergence Agitation in the PACU (n = 158) [4]

Variables Odds ratio (95% CI) P value*
Marital status

Divorced Reference

Single 0.16 (0.04, 0.64) 0.009"

Married 0.16 (0.04, 0.62) 0.008"
Pre-existing ND 6.78 (1.36, 33.80) 0.020"
Gynecological surgery 0.29(0.12,0.71) 0.007"
Thoracic surgery 0.23 (0.07, 0.80) 0.021"
10 bleeding 1.00 (1.00, 1.00) 0.047"
10 morphine administration 1.15 (1.03,1.28) 0.015'
Analgesic drugs in PACU 2.99 (1.56, 5.73) 0.001"

The odds ratio of Marital status is estimated with non-weighted
dummified variables. IO: intraoperative, ND: neurologic disorders,
PACU: post-anesthesia care unit, *Backward binary stepwise logistic
regression, "Two-sided P value < 0.05. These values, including P values,
are presented according to the Instructions for Authors of Korean
Journal of Anesthesiology for notation below the decimal point.

Q ZH]|(odds ratio) 522 A|A|g}. Table 72 KJAC] AAE
At A} F GFo|TH4] A9 A= vHE F 3 EAA
el 2 SE(emergence agitation)?] YE 245 14
g Adtojch. Al 7R o] FES 7 W& 7HeA|fle] 7
3} sto] e =u|E 5190, HolE 7IEo] © FEI} 7P
35t | ZF FEO] e =H|7} 95% A=kt d A A= o] 9]
ot 2XAE IAHEANA WY AHS Aol AMSE FATE
72| ZHAI8HA 71 = o] it

a8

AASE A BARA A3E AvHo2 BASHE B
£2 Avngitt o] ZoI4 AR 7|8 B2 vlgoR X254
HEEZ 7H A7k Es7|S e BESHE Avtun
Feje B0 9 Aol E o A% A8 198 5 9
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