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- Table( i) Differences of 15~Chinese—feet-row test between the 6-and the

other replications

il $i (Replication)
| Mow

(Crop) (Tramspl. method) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B 3% ( Usual) 01 .09 .10 .12 .04 — .03 .05 .14
| ast) | FEmps-plant) | .02 03 .01 .07 05 — 00 .07 .00
B #3H( Usual) 07 -.03 -02 -01 00 — .04 04 .03

| @na) | FippCs-pranty | 04 14 04 07 02 — 02 01 04

FHEMITE CREHMZET YR Momn of cach series) St AMAEZ Y
ZJM R(Average meun of each sories) LEG 3 15 RAT 2 ELEO0MMEE TAHrb 5
B2 R BT HEZES BEBETE ) R RN ZARRETE IR RS
HLZ 2R (R » HEISREARIT 6 RIEZMARER 52 Ms » BHAR
EEE 4% UF » BIRRER 25 R B 547 H CR BRI «

(2)ZATEmRE

WERCY ) 9 EM W ST ER S 5 UEISR RE A — R EAKE F 3

REBREMS « HFURERIBEBAMRXXD » QBTG 05 R B10
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HB2.912 9 IORFAS. 18% 9 EREE LB LIS RE =R TR BEHE « ERHRE

AL ) AL SR H § W REAEAE SIS, 072 9 Weii 83, 069 » HHM K
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Table(ii ) Differences of plot test with the size of 15-Chinese~feet

X 3-rows between the 3-and the other replications,

T B (Repli(m[-iozl)
& i N =

(Crop) |(Transpl. method) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B 3% ( Usual) -07 .03 — -03 .08 .03 -.02 -.01-.00
(1st) HEE(5-plant) A1 .05 — -04 .02 -.01 -.03 -02 -.03
% % 38 ( Usual) -02-05 — .00 02 .02 .01 .06 .02
(20d) | FEE(5-plant) 01 .22 — 02 02 .04 03 .08 02

B EABA MR 2 KR SR AT R R B R > 1t
BEWEFETEGHERE) » MRARTT § RFSFREHERR 2O B
SERRBEMEL « HIETRZ 4T RFRGHIRE) « A ERETHZIER
BRI 2 HESEBAIE AR » T SUB0E FOA Rk o 750 14T BRESHE 58
(BBMHF VI XX )
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(3) WiFRSFERER
s (I, 11, VII,ceonm XVIIL ; XXIIT jeeeee XXXIV) 5 Mi7FaakEs 258 R
By MEATERT 5 Wk 2ok e » FREFER « SHUTISRESXK
EHERBB3.59% Yy RBE 2957 ; HEREERWR -REHR » SHER BB
34125 » BRI 3.099 « LEH KPR BB 2% RSB FR i) « 25
BREL ZREHETA ) EARBEYYATE > BEERAN 5 Juck KREHKZR
BRRS IR o | -

B3 W 15 RESKRATMEIIHZ 2R (5 )

Table(iii) Differences of plot test with the size of 15-Chinese—feet

X4-rows between the 3-anp the other replications.

s i o H M (Replication)

(Crop) (Transpl. method) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B | EE(Usual) | .06 -02 — .02 .02 0 -01 -0l —01
(1st) Tikk(5-plant) | -.05 .04 — .01 -00 -00 -01 .05 .03.
B | HE(Uswml) | .06 .01 — .02 .09 .01 .01 .04 .0

@2nd) | FgR(5-plant) | -04 -04 — ~02 02 .03 .03 02 00

HBUZGRMITISRBZ 2 RER 3 REHBITEE 4331 R R R 7 e b
BRESELEZ ) mTHO,V) 5 ISFTISREZ2 RER 3 REH » E%B 2
B B [FITAT B0 & e IR R > W /R B S MVBR 0% 5 MEDuAT 15 R G A dESy 2
Rk 3 RE ) BPRMITRE DB LERRES > T 3 REHE R0 B
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FEGE » RERGRE 22 T 2Rlig » MIREEATIORE 3 RE B
8 B IFT30R 3 RAWHE (BEMRXV.XVID « REFRNGIREZERS )
RIS SHAR 3 FIE 190 SZ—itih 5 HBRIZHH R ) 9% 143 B2 —iwk
> BIAEERRHE » W IR TRAEMAT » EHE258 9 4B LT » A%F 100 5 9
¥t 120 22—tk » MR B18005 2 — Ak o
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RV =47 15 REABH 15 REZ2 R 1)
Table (iv) Differences between the 15- Ch, ft. x 3-rows

plot and the others

i7 (Row)
i ' #
(Crop) | (Replication) 4 5 6 7 8 9
B 2 173 2,22 2.69 3,56 2.59 3.86
(1st) 3 1.33 1.79 2.56 3,90 2.88 3.93
B’ 2 -0.13 0.07 1.72 1.15 1.64 1.49
(2nd) 3 =0.09 0.72 1.44 1.23 1.68 1.12
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' Table (v) Diferences between the 15- Cb, ft. x4 rows

ploi: and thé others

T (Row)
i CH # .

(Crop) | (Replication) 3 5 6 7 8 9
B | 2 © -1.42 0.87 1.34 2.11 1.08° 2.49
asy | 3 -1.30 0.54 1,00 2.12 1.31 2.39

WOl g ol 0014 0.78 1,81 148 1.62° 1.86

(Znay | 1 od 0 T 0,09 0.76 L43 135 1790 114

| (OREBRMEEEE ‘ |
A 9 B LR T B DA B A R o 245 W B 5
SUSTRRR R PTG A S B2 I TRGD 0 5 REE 35 B AL
ERRE » R S BERBE S 5 SRS TES ; RUARDZEEREE
SRV 9 THREZ AT RERED » 5 0k S5 KRIE 0 2 R B
iz ol o B ZHE LAY £ MRS SR ) RABBE R Z T

; R LT ) ; . .
z..., . JOUN oo R R R
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Table (vi) Differences between the same sized but differently length-

ened plots in the first crop transplanted by usual method

&5 B (Replication)

B XIT [T

X(E:f;h (Size) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1(5);:2} 6 -1,28 -1.41 0.77 025 0 0.04-0.26-0.19 -0.53
13;22} 8 0.08-0.18 0.61 0.39-0.23 0.39 0.37 0.19 0,04
lgi—g; 9 0.16-1.03 0.21-0.30 0 0.22-0.11-0.03 -0,40
;g;ﬁg} 12 |-0.99 0.60-0.39 -0.27 -0,25-0.23 0.22 0.08 -0.42
§§'§§ 15 [-1.49 0.05-0.91-0.71-0.43~075-0.29 0 -0.05
;8;22 16 130 092 0.12-0.27 0.46-0.90 0.27 0.19 0.16

§
} 18 [-1.79-0.31 0.25 040 022 0.20 014 0.11 0.32
} 18 120 091 0.50-0.45-0.09 0,12 021 042 0.0l
2°><5} 20 [-018-0.41 0.29 0.13 0.95-0.12 005 0.09-0 22
} 21 |-0.07-0,08-0,03-0.11-0.26 ~0.32 ~0.38 0.42 0. 11
} 24 [-1.62-0.12 0.38-1.31 0.02 0.22 0.27 0.26 001
} 24 0.71 052 0.91-0.92 0.09 0.07 0,09 0 0.52
} 28 0.56 ~0.71 =0.19 ~0.28 -0.27 -0.83 ~0.30 —0.42 0, 27

& ERREL AT » Bp% 1/1900 wiwh o TRIF o

Note: Area unit being a section, equal to 1/1900 Chinese standard mou,

iy "
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Table(vii) Differences between the same sized but differently lengthened

plots in the second crop transplanted by usual method

B M (Replioation)
BXH | W M ;
engthl ey | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
X Row)
13:3} 6 222 245 031 1,79 0.84 0.98 029 0.57 1.66
13;2} 8 0.81 0.15-1.05 0.31-0.52 0.27-024 0 -0.08
12;23} 9 0.14 1.27 0.25 098 051 0.45 0.22 0.90 0,72
ég;(g} 12 2.24 086 0.62 0.64 0.88 0.87 0.25 0.41 0,45
a2l 15 | 057-0.22 0.65 0.45 024 0.44-0.06 0.05 .26
;8?2} 16  |-0.28-0.59-1.23 -0.32-0.53 -0.40 0.27 -0.42 -0, 41
;g;g} 18 122 072 1.43 153 183 115 L1l 0.85 0.95
5ot 18 | 1.26-047 033 002 023-002 018 022 0.26
22;2} 20 |-0.57-1.24 101 -0.30 -0.30 0.05 0.02 0,17 -0, 04
oIl 21 | 017 020 033 045 0.28-032 003 0.22-0.16
;352} 24 1.34 0.06 -0.02 -0.32 -0.16 -0.39 -0.35 -0,33 -0. 58
gt 2 0.15 027-011 0 0 -0.03 0.08 0.16-0. 21
, ';‘2;2:;’} 28 0.72 0.69 044-130 016 047 032 029 0.34
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“Table (viii) Percentages of the average P.E.z of the check rows and

- plots obtained from Jlateral arrangement,

RIF& (No. of intervening rows or plots)

)
(Crop) 2 3 4 6 9
2B 3 M ‘
. B - (No, of average 33 28 20 18 12
series) )
e € 1st) » , ‘
i PEm(%) 2.16 196 208 235 185 :
: R 25 R ‘
(Row) W (No. of average 28 22 19 15 | 10 .
‘ 4 | series) : o
(2nd) -
o - P.Em. (2) 1.56 165 1.52. .167 1.90
, 7R B
B | (No.of average | 0 9 7 6 4 3
. scries)
sy | Cor ‘
A PEm.(9) 1.40 156 1.43 0.87 145
PR B
(¥Plot) W {No. of average 9 7 6 4 3
series)
2nd)

P.E.m(%)

151 1.32 139 128 121

EY
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BRI N T RN 0 LA T2 RS T R 0 S B R R BB

BB o
BN 2L VARG Z. o
#(x) ERGFBEZTHRETIE

Z’imi‘}ea‘rz » AR (ix) o ﬁﬁ ’ i#%ﬂb%ﬂﬁ‘f%ﬂﬁ*?i@ i 3

Table (ix) Percentages of the average P.E.s of the check rows and plots

obtained from vertical arrangemcnt,

& B (No., of inte}vening rows or plots)
(Crop) 2 3 4 6 9
gLt i : S
B (No. of average 35 27 21 15 11
series)
g (1st) )
8 P.Em.(%) 1.93 199 146 2.02 163
B . -
( Row) % (Xo. of average 3 20 21 15 11
series)
(2ad)
P.Em.(%) 1.79 201 197 199 221
G =] L
B (No. of average 9 7 6 4 3
series)
(1st) , . R
B P.Em. (%) 148 1.35 1.38 112 1.00
R B S -
(Flot) i) (No. of average 9 7 6 4 3
serjes)
(2nd) o
P.E.m. (%) 127 123 1.35 151 135
¥ REEAHZEMEEITREUS 69 BEES S

HR AR ZERR » T YRR R J)"EWEZ 133
ERISRT R MTIRZ4A IR o R4S M 9 4k [Stodent ] FCiH2 bbbk Hogt
ERAMZRTHREETRIZER > B TR RHEH PR SR
y SRR e RBED %Eﬂﬁiieﬁ; L #iﬁZ#ﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁ&ﬁ » U

BAEROPSRBERE » BFEEL

B $
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Table (x) Differences botween tle actual yields and the
theoretical check yields calculated by the

average and grading method

B 8 = ' o ’ fIFR (No. of interveuing plots)
(Crop) (Cale. method) 2 3 4 6 9
BB B
=} (Averaging method) | -0.28 0.69 -0.75 -0.38 -1.37
1st .
w7 % M
(Grading method) | -0.21 0.10 -0.58 ~0.31 -0.97
B H ok
(Row) " (Averaging method) | 0.04 0.39 0.43 -0,22 0.58
. d
@nd % %
(Grading meth:od) 003 045 046 -026 0.58
=
" (Averaging metho1) | =021 0.09 002 0.01 0.32
I & B o
‘ _ (Grading method) -0.22 0.20 0.02 -065 0.33
W (Averaging method) | -0.80 ~0.89 -0.62 0.11 -0.11
2nd .
@y S %
(Grading method) -0,10 0.10 -0.55 -0.78 -1.30

o R ERBUNMRE R
Note : Symbol(==)showing the expected value smaller than the observed one,
(6) LPERZNE
BETZA SR, ik Bessels method (B = [B 2+ EF Yz

%%ﬂ%ﬁﬁm’Kﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁmﬁwﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁjﬁ
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1’mzau§ﬁ9éﬁﬁﬁg:ﬁw4ﬁxaiﬁA3~Jb+v47mmz
THBSZ o SRSAER 7 Ja TR G 0 BRI LRI RSO ) TR
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F (xi) Bessel K3 RAREAMENEFZ Tl
Table(xi) Correlation coefficients between various

plots set at differcnt intervals,

5] & (No.of intervening plots)

¥ g2 1 2 3 4 6 9
(Crop) | (Ajdoining) . :

B(1st) [$.31%.10 131,14 $.25%.11 - 237+ 12 4.04.14 .05+.16 ~.08.19 |

#%(2nd)1.291.08 141,09 $.37%.10 $.26 .13 }.11+.15 -.024.18 $.02%.22

B3 > BB IRARTIA MBS » WASWRE 20 | KW 2 R o 2508 TERE
B 2 B kiR T YR A 55 » HREDEFHZABRE 1 i‘%ﬁl{xjﬁm—#ﬁ)
FARE 2 HI KA MR AR R > RIRIEE T 224 10 | ks 41
1097855 [.324:.10 5 4% 8 #48-4-.341.11 % 4-.33-%. 149 R ERA. 37410
g i@f%*b 354 12 « AL PSR ) O EIRE 1 RIG 2 i E s us s » BE:
nﬂ’rﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ&%é"i& I IREBATTREHh » '

o SR ) 2 BROR B 5 S0 Sy i R e SR BB H: 2 SRR AL SR I 9 Bessel :zr-mﬂ:
B‘ch‘:-:iﬂ' Student JJ% 2 [ 2 HoBREE(11) 9 ZEFRER 1503 TTHR FIC 4) e ZEWIS hﬁ*ﬂﬂﬁ
PRz K s B4 Dr. Love modifiedl Bessel's method (12) gg{-giﬁiﬂ;g\gz ’
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BFR (xiD) « B3 9 BRRBIE 6 —H > SCATISL IR » AL ZERY

B ELA B B Odde ) 7 2 SURFE O B R B 4 18240 5 2 UK BRGS0 45

SR LB R TR P 2 I B, o |
g (xii) Bessel & 9 Love modified Bessel [ » JStudent &gzﬁgﬂzg

Table (xii) Comparation of the differences of the check plot yields

calculated by Bessel’s, Love modified Bessel’s and Student's

methods,

-
(Cale. method)

(Crop)i§

B R&  (No. of ivtervening plots)

M 1 2 3 4 6 9
Adjoining

B’s method (%b
. D
‘,B 8 meﬁbod (F‘E‘ ) .
. .m
(1<5t) A L modified B’s method (-%)»E
. : B B
Stud nt’s method(Z)

HERE B

No. of observed plot

1

) ‘

0.09 0.21 030 0.01 0,34 1.22 0.26
0.82 143 1.82 0.08 186 515 0.92
1.00 1.48 2.05 0.07 1.93 5.20 0.89

0.13 0.14 0.23 0.01 0.27 0.87 0.18

78 48 36 30 24 18 12

B’ thod (¢ - D_ ‘

s method (P.E.s>
S b

A _‘Bs metbod (ﬁ} )

“ s . n

% D
(2nd)] L modified B’s method (__

P'E n

| Student’s method( Z)

. |.No.of observed plot

1

)

003 0.21 0.22 0.43 0.34 0.37 0.02
024 1.20 1.71 2.23 1.51 1.00 0.06
035 1.81 1.96 2,50 1.61 1.44 0.05

003 0.20 0.18 0.36 0.25 0.25 0.01

65 40 30 25 20 15 10

-



