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Abstract
This report discusses an experiment that studies the relationship between males and females, and the amount of time they take to do a laboratory experiment. 

Introduction

Laboratory technicians work in very many different fields that includes science, medicine, work to detect diagnose and treat diseases In medicine while also research on the developments that evolve in science as well as mathematical theories in order to understand the scientifically management issues (Twohig, 2005). Female and male laboratory technicians are expected to operate, maintain and install laboratory instruments that monitor experiments to perform laboratory examinations within the labs. Male and female technicians are often hired to record information and observations that calculate the results before they calculate results and develop conclusions. Since these experiments are often needed by other scientists in the field, they are supposed to be accurate and are supposed to be able to keep an accurate and detailed data of their work.
There have been numerous studies in the difference in performance among the male and the female in the laboratory experiment (Ridley, 2011). One of the major reasons why there is a gender disparity in laboratory experiments performance have been studied so much this is because there is enormous contradicting evidence. One of the most controversial articles on this topic is because there are high consistent better scores in the mathematical of the SAT than the female colleagues. Even when the course is almost identical, it is also found out that the female excel I the analysis part and tasks while the males excel on the tasks that require a lot of scientific reasoning skills (Whitlock, 2010). The main reason this article might be controversial is because states "it is known that the hypothesis that sex differences in any achievement in laboratory techniques may in turn be related to a greater male ability in the special tasks. 
The main objective of the experiment is to test whether the ideal time is taken by the females and the males in performing an experiment holds.
fT = mRT
Where f is females, T is the amount of time, m is the number of males, R is a constant value, and T is the amount of time that is taken by a male to perform an experiment. This report presents the procedure that was applied in performing the result, as well as the analysis of those results.
Methods and Procedure
In this experiment, both the male and the females were interviewed and analyzed. The sample involved 82 correspondents in which each one was taken through an experimental exam and the results were later analyzed. A questionnaire was latter distributed to each correspondent both the male and the females and the result was later analyzed. 
Results and Discussion
This section analyses the results that was obtained from the experiment. The experiment went as expected with no any unusual event that would introduce an error (Sood, 2006). The number of hours (time in experiment), gender, GNG, choice, and age was analyzed. All of this transducers produced different independent results. In addition, the number of females that were evaluated represented a better result than their male correspondents.
As part of this experiment, the amount of time, age and gender were calculated for each measured value (Ramakrishnan, & Sulochana, 2012). In this calculation, which used the ideal combinations in the equations, the number of males and the females stood to be constant. As shown in the graph, the relationship between time taken and the gender is exactly linear.
A comparison between the graph as shown in the measured data and the graph shows a theoretical data that reveals the difference. In general, the measured value of time taken by the males in performing an experiment are lower than the ideal value, and the measured values are not exactly linear. Several errors could explain the differences: some precision errors in the analysis transducer and the number of female; males; age; in the experiments assumed for the locale. The bias errors might have arisen from large gender difference considered. Given the amount of difference between the male and the females range are large, the calibration equation between the disparity and the actual amount taken might not always be precise for that entire range. The last type of error mentioned, that error in the amount of time taken for the locale where the analysis took place is a biased error that can be quite significant, depending on the difference in the conditions between the amount of time the experiment and the time that the reference measurement was made.
	Age
	Time In Experiment
	Simple
	GNG
	Choice
	Gender
	Age
	Time In Experiment

	17
	493.34
	0.186
	0.434
	0.325
	M
	17
	63.862

	17
	458.07
	0.191
	0.505
	0.369
	M
	17
	77.953

	17
	466.59
	0.288
	0.449
	0.473
	M
	17
	414.57

	17
	1052.4
	0.231
	0.292
	0.508
	M
	17
	438.23

	17
	364.27
	0.267
	0.339
	0.532
	M
	17
	329.55

	17
	421
	0.231
	0.306
	0.372
	M
	17
	387.26

	17
	554.11
	0.352
	0.431
	0.413
	M
	17
	310

	18
	403.72
	0.214
	0.3
	0.282
	M
	18
	55.438

	18
	328.25
	0.227
	0.403
	0.374
	M
	18
	54.522

	18
	568.23
	0.243
	0.506
	0.385
	M
	18
	50.014

	18
	365.55
	0.313
	0.397
	0.335
	M
	18
	399.84

	19
	225.62
	0.262
	0.283
	0.442
	M
	19
	359.98

	19
	349.3
	0.288
	0.37
	0.375
	M
	19
	160.13

	19
	400.94
	0.234
	0.306
	0.314
	M
	19
	124.02

	19
	469.16
	0.199
	0.346
	0.34
	M
	19
	50.095

	19
	377.96
	0.194
	0.595
	0.483
	M
	20
	494.54

	20
	386.39
	0.259
	0.393
	0.548
	M
	20
	302.03

	20
	363
	0.257
	0.501
	0.478
	M
	20
	393.03

	20
	345.54
	0.243
	0.338
	0.387
	M
	20
	310.9

	20
	328.54
	0.214
	0.695
	0.423
	M
	20
	313.73

	20
	351.88
	0.301
	0.39
	0.372
	M
	20
	55.787

	20
	447.5
	0.281
	0.466
	0.349
	M
	20
	87.232

	20
	657.39
	0.327
	0.385
	0.499
	M
	20
	410.5

	21
	277.09
	0.558
	0.485
	0.476
	M
	21
	361.15

	21
	451.67
	0.31
	0.466
	0.518
	M
	21
	967.9

	21
	349.12
	0.264
	0.337
	0.359
	M
	22
	436.63

	21
	598.29
	0.299
	0.371
	0.341
	M
	22
	440.83

	21
	373.9
	0.354
	0.916
	0.446
	M
	22
	93.294

	22
	798.71
	0.323
	0.385
	0.952
	M
	23
	435.46

	23
	89.676
	0.449
	0.393
	0.349
	M
	23
	197.17

	23
	103.83
	0.284
	0.353
	0.876
	M
	23
	362.13

	23
	131.52
	0.38
	0.335
	0.368
	M
	23
	76.886

	24
	184.78
	0.666
	0.463
	0.458
	M
	23
	443.37

	24
	505.51
	0.921
	0.738
	0.259
	M
	24
	402.59

	25
	125.76
	0.343
	0.501
	0.467
	M
	24
	297.33

	25
	398.08
	0.21
	0.303
	0.451
	M
	24
	423.04

	25
	418.26
	0.258
	0.422
	0.247
	M
	25
	72.887

	25
	65.518
	0.202
	0.309
	0.387
	M
	25
	165

	25
	64.162
	0.24
	0.334
	0.346
	M
	25
	396.3

	26
	412.47
	0.352
	0.635
	0.341
	M
	26
	379.37

	26
	440.31
	0.27
	0.417
	0.295
	M
	27
	328.23

	26
	1053.5
	0.238
	0.299
	0.29
	M
	27
	302.34

	27
	374.3
	0.241
	0.422
	0.38
	M
	27
	449.84

	27
	1009.8
	0.246
	0.318
	0.34
	M
	27
	554.61

	28
	307.19
	0.295
	0.38
	0.489
	M
	28
	935.1

	30
	173.78
	1.268
	1.362
	0.485
	M
	30
	85.602

	30
	109.81
	0.704
	0.366
	0.421
	M
	30
	301.95

	30
	646.82
	0.334
	0.528
	0.479
	M
	30
	205.92

	31
	243.14
	0.37
	0.471
	0.807
	M
	31
	570.4

	31
	140.59
	1.138
	0.385
	0.793
	M
	31
	423.53

	31
	471.95
	1.345
	0.621
	0.533
	M
	31
	572.5

	32
	407.49
	0.361
	0.54
	0.696
	M
	32
	452.92


The analyzed details for the female gender is as analyzed below.

	MEAN
	342.348296
	0.694086
	0.478346
	0.619852

	SD
	222.237241
	0.917079
	0.183621
	0.838678


The analyzed details for the males is as analyzed below

	MEAN
	318.51603
	0.832519
	0.426342
	0.500962

	SD
	226.28127
	0.992508
	0.10477
	0.210023
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Figure 1. A graph of the Age of the females against the amount of time taken to perform an experiment.
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Figure 2. A graph of the number ages of a Male against the amount of time taken to perform a laboratory experiment.
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Figure 3. A bar chart of the number of years that a male has against the amount of time taken to perform an experiment.
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Figure 4. A graph showing the relations between the number of female against the amount of time taken to perform an experiment.
It is natural to believe that somebody’s anxiety in experimental analysis could be affected by their attitude towards the job (Cheesbrough, 2005). If one had a real good attitude in the job, then they would probably experience much less anxiety when performing the experiment. Therefore, attitude may play a very great role in the mathematical performance. Generally, females always tend to have a much more positive role in performance than the male colleagues. Male attitude in laboratory performance can be traced back childhood and always tend to be much more positive in the younger age group than in the older age groups. It is generally believed that the people who have negative attitudes towards laboratory work always perform poorly despite the number of age. They tend to avoid the job and they can be very easily frustrated when doing the job. In contrast, people who have positive attitudes towards the job are more likely to be motivated and enjoy doing the job more than people that have negative attitude. 
Conclusion
Overall, the experiment succeeded in showing that the amount of time taken by a female in performing a laboratory experiment is less than that of the males at an ideal equation. Differences existed in the experimental graph of the males and the females and the amount of time taken to perform a given task. These differences, never the less, can always be accounted for by the experimental error.
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Whitlock, S. (2010). Immunohematology for medical laboratory technicians. Clifton Park, NY: Delmar, Cengage Learning.
