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Methods

e We used various techniques to compare group means to each other to understand if there was any difference between the group means and specifically
what the difference was between them. We also took into account other potential factors, like person or mesocosm, that might have impacted the

measurements or the tadpoles that were not directly related to the pesticides and/or salt. Level of significance (alpha) = 0.05
o Main methods: ANOVA, MANOVA, Tukey, Post-hoc Analysis, Mixed-Effect Models

This study looked at the effect of very low doses (trace

amounts) of pesticides and salt on amphibian

developmental neuroplasticity.

e 10 tadpoles were placed 1n small pools (mesocosms) to
mimic their natural environment

e Fach mesocosm was given a certain combination of
pesticide and/or salt

The goal of the study is to understand what effect, if
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