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Fig.1 Comparison of Body Height
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Fig.2 Comparison of Body Weight
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Fig.3 Comparison of Rohrer Index
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Fig.5 Distribution of Rohrer Indeces

in 12-13 Years of Age (Group3)
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Fig.7 Comarison of Fat Thickness
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Fig.4 Distribution of Rohrer Indeces
in 8-10 Years of Age (Group2)
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Fig.6 Comarison of Chest Circumference
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Fig.8 Distribution of Fat Thickness in Group
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Fig.9 Distribution of Fat Thickness in Group
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Fig.10 Comparison of Subcutaneous
Fat Thickness Ratio
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