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GAFENEY 2 A HEFsM Y FoF gFH R BHVIYES A EHolA
& ol&dted FESIIA . AEdHAD AIde £ARET HLFAAHAE o &
 oFulx EA7iHel 2434 ANOVA F AA# Fisherd RKAXAHAA, vzFH
Kruskal-Wallis A% H2 59X A L Friedman ZAF HL{FARHAZ S ol &8 &
M7t dALFeAE, AALIHAY 4 /HERAARE HAN G ez Hold
S HYEr. F SHBEE ANOVA F HAS AALFLae&L 353 FrelsrES
Z fAstn Jed, ANLFAARE R AERAPEL E4H ANOVA F #AAH
Kruskal-Wallis 24 2 Friedman HB7|HE0 Aoz 534S & £ J0

1. 4 &

dutxoz T BIY o)Azt AHZAH} AolFFE A HAdMc HARID AR H
Zoll Zpol7t EAFEAE ¢7] AT FHEW oy SARID ANHEAZ Aolrt EAEtE
A& ¢7] % FAAGgez FEE S k. F AFAYEG dF EARAES FdsaA
g AP Erol Aolzt EAZTYE o= BT MIHFA A ot EAFEAE ¢V 9
3k vl W A& thFH] I (multiple comparisons)2t 3o,

o] 938 David, Lachenbruch®} Brandis(1972)= AT EXEsIcA e BEF3 HHYE ol &d o
Zone HAY BEAL Carmer9d Swanson(1973)& EHZZ HWhid] 213 d71x gdFvly &
A 7189 ol EAME, Einot?d Gabriel(1975) ¥ Ramsey (1978) 243 dFdla #AZ =
g AAYY JdYATE FAHoR 352, Lehmann?} Shaffer(1977)= thFulme] 7]&
HQl o] EUE oS3t

88 Lin® Haseman(1978)& Mann-Whitney ¥ Kruskal-Wallis®] ¥ 27 & o] &3 oF
vl AT E, Conoverst Iman(1979)2 ¢ 9¥ 3 (rank transformation)2 o] &3 U vl x) Y 3}l A
o gFun 7YPE Aoz AMEHY. F7FE David (1987) € Andrews®t David(1990)= &
48 954 dF 825 odFua AAF S dF3AT. o2 = Hochberg® Varon(1984)

) B EPe 1997dE @4usn SHATHY Ado st dFAAL.
2 (W7-79D) A7% QAN FAEF 411, AUt SA%Y $uS
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2 Uusipaikka(1985)« Ztz} FEAIEA S oA e dFula £ gdFvjne Ade AFHF0 59
TAZ G gstgoer, HZo| Hayter(1989) ¥ Kunert(1990)= 71&9 |79 tEu|ad #
g AlEHE A ol8F ZAHE AANSe Fo2 tgssdy.

2oy 24d R HESy oFea $Yste] AL NRATE AF4A 2FHew 4
97 Ragon, 53 cANBL o4¥ DFuE NPH B4 FL g HEsH gF
@ o7gsel Aolge] BF ATFE obf FAHOZ olFiA ggronz Fy ANY B I

Ll L
A& 482 sith oA 2l HIZVHA] oHANE HEe APAYRY BAM F2 AF
5o} gon, Choi(1998)e] 2% 2° 2dA NN AAY AF27R) LAzt ot
mEtA 2 A7 FE THAE olA7HA] JEH oz dF, TREFH L gFen 7PE &9
NS o] &% dFuly 7|HE FHLE AT 3 dEAHY B4 9L HESFE o3y
o EA7IYP ] ZelR vlud £HE L5z 3k ol F % vAdYY R¥ozE o=
FE¢ AFId MHE viA s D SAEFE 32 (completely randomized design) ¥ 3
E8d R2E Art EFHI EYW A9 wiXEg Sddgoez e AHIEHRY
(randomized complete block design: RCBD)& °¢] &3z}t 30, EHZZ AlEdo]A S T3 Al
o AAHHANAN A A T
$oz 280N SAFGENEY ¢ AP EHRFI A dFua B Y3 A Ed o]
A ATEHE JAS] AHE A dte, 3-EAE & AT ol sly] HL AFAYRY] B
AHEN 7IYe HEd 24 F AA, oH9EE o848 F #A € Kruskal-Wallis 234,
Friedman ZA71¥ o4& AALAILAEE 77 AHBE 1R 319, ojojA 4FAA s HARA
©ztel Bgd Aolzt EXFERAE @l A% Yoz 53] §83 A AF Wiz AA7)
Yol o3 AAMAEARZEY B4 L Hstaux sy, 5doMde ARG ne 2FF Hoj7t &
Agd Fisher®] Fozx734 B HAFYA AAS ol &3l ZHzte] Ao did MEAHFAE &

He AEstnA @,

l

1 AL o

2. 789

SRgE P FERT Xy, i=1,..., kE, j=1,...,n;, & ZAAHLZ n,=n
T kR EACG2RE FEF A AdaEd j HA BSHL, AHSFEHE IS FEW
T Xi, i=1,....k j=1,...,b, © k ED22RE b B A F2F  UA A

X,','= ﬂ+l",‘+ €,
Xyjy=ptot+Bit+ey, @1

9 opE 3MF, e AA $2Y Aad, g€ A £29 BYad oY e, &



THARES o] dFHne EM7Y g7

74z gEATEES] 2yd N(0,1), 2aPTEES 2T LN(0, D, AFEEY =2ld
EXP(]) 3 24¥x9 23¢ U(0,1) 22%H 28 5UU FFAE deidoh.  ohd
Helst B8 ndaHs ety A4S, 2D EHER B £ sted BEaRY AVE
—0.06 % 0.06 223t BE b £530] 2 ASSHEG 43EHA UM 0.14 F7t
ste mFAel7t EARTn AR (dE8d b=10 I BeddE EHaH} B=-0.45,

B=—0.35, -+, B5=—0.05, Bs=0.05, -, B=0.35, Bp=0.45 & 71 &},
ojlm] HAAYPY vhFuluE A% FE /HEe

Hy: 5 =1= =14, (2.2)
Hy: r; %+ 7;, 3% &l & (4, j) o d3st (2.3)

¢} Zo @ R,'j, i=1,...,k, i=1,....,n, (:9:‘% b), = X,',' o] ‘ZSH%%}-—‘E— ‘ff“?‘]a]' 26]9’1

¢

31, AL YO ANF €AW AW delt BEAY YRE oFAEoR
1 %8 nk & bk 7tA €IS, Friedman AA71Pe] 98 2E Fojd 29 j o da

o REAFoR 1 BY k77X EFF

A EHolA AT JojAx HAA P QxS (experimentwise error rate)< WA EAHTI] ZH
T Aol 7t EAFA FEW Holx e EIUzte] EHF Aolrt EAgttn R FE3E b
€ AIFTLFE 2. i AALFAH A H(experimentwise power)S HARZYG
YT Zol7t EAgy Holx He BT EHF Zolrt EA%dTn SnlEA BGd
v &<l AAHe g Ay, /RH4 4 A H (pairwise power)E AAAIAZAELE Y3 AR AR
7t 22)7F N1A4E Y FriH oz wHAstE AEAY dFuad wE FAHog A +

*

£ HATE Htd MEAFE £=3,4,5,10 € =», 6=06,10,20,30,50 ¢ A&
ARG eatg, AAAEHEAEY L MAREREE AT FEWF YA S C T2 B
g8 7lEo2 43t 28y & =R8dAME AR AF olfHe SHGESEY ¢ Ad
gEYrgEe AYsLEd k=5 2 JALFHAAHA F&8HES dAdA =9 Hso
n,b=16,10,20 & ZA(FH NERHAHY AEHE B 44A =937] Add=
n, b=16,20,30 & B9 ANEH|E AAVE FAHoE HEFFuA o
TAHez AEHoIAY RAWHA @A Box-Muller 7|HE o] &89 EEAFEE N(O,D
- 1 @A exp[NQO, D] & ol&std 2aFFEE LN, D) 9o FA
C 299 rand) B8 o83t 42X U(0,1) 9 FAIEEEF U E,
U HEY S o] &3t AFEE EXP(l) o FAIZERZS stz g
v gAHgeEsdny ¢ AP EH Ry ANOVA F AAETAH, ¢H98¢ ANOVA
# 9 Kruskal-Wallis @354 &, Friedman ZAAEAZFE 42 A4S F 0059 &

=
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g4z % AR Q2FNA] AAAPLAE © AALGARL L Ay B AWA
WAL B AAARARE A AT Q27 17D Aol el AERRFLE Faix
A 35, ol & flatd EHFol MZ OE EE 58 AU4S gaos 214 o ER AR
Mg Aestna doh oW WAL ddel oM Zz 10000849 Mg FA}TA B
.

3. ARAYL AL AFRA

AALP2AEe EA4S 9o F 319 AARE AF/HE Q2)8ANMY 2D F8Ho w2
£33 F 437]HE 243 ANOVA F ZA 2 Kruskal-Wallis 24, Friedman ZR 7183
B @A EE 8}

ol E 31c] Uehit vhsh o] BAWY § k=5 SARERZY L AYHE YL
AAZ @ (M4 E 319 o BN 9% RYY zde goz 4WE 43¢ AR
B4e 9% 239 245 YEE oFL JHE 7] A% BHOE oA Es} 2ol Y5

=)

® 31: dAL¥EeAL] HuEY S AT 2T =

k=5
1 GAA) | 2 (FHA) | 3 (AHA) | 4 EA) | 5 (HHHA)
AHEE N(0,1) | N(O,1) | N(O,1) N(0, 1) N(0, 1)

2IORATE LN(0,1)] LN(0,1)] LN(0,1)| LN(0,1)| LN(0,1)

ATEE EXP(1) | EXP(1) | EXP(1) EXP(1) | EXP(1)

TUAEE U0, 1) U0, 1) U(o, 1) U(o, 1) Uo, 1)

ol#ie] ¥ 32& 9 F 3104 AAE Aol AAMAHeAE] AHE YeElAY, o]
g ¥ 329 WA & G F¥L FHA L UHA do] “BARFLE AR BAA AA
718S vegdd. & A8 Ry 92 APIEHEHINAN F, F'E 4749 EFF
ANOVA ZAAEAZEE, “FR, , FR'E 9488 043 F AZFAFE, "KW 2 “FD"’= %
el A G EAQ v EF7IHe Kruskal-Wallis 2 Friedman A A3 EAFE e},

FAHoZ ANBEFEHNM F, AAZTAZ £ AP} EH RGN Fo, AR TAFE
AHNES} 4FE 9% Z43 ANOVA F BAZFES oujdr. E3 SHFEFE P A9 FR
AREAZE 2 AP EHR Y A9 FRy AATAZFE XNad 2AHE dstdq ¢H=E H3d
ANOVA FR EAZHS ongid, b o] Kruskal-Wallis 24 % ]‘%t KW + Kruskal and
Wallis(1952)0 olate] Aold FAZFE v 3lY, Friedman ZA S A% FD & Friedman(1937)¢l
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iy

o3t AAE FAFLE Hgi
et ® 32 Fi, F2, FRi, FRz , KW 2 FD AR SAZS A0 I AF7H 22)
g 71Ztste v &€ YEhdo

¥ 32: ANOVA L, F AA, ¢9¥8¢ FRi, FR: 24 %
Kruskal-Wallis 243 KW, Friedman A FD o] W& AAAFLAE
: dAGdESLH A EHT Y
2AG 1B AZF A
n=6|n=10{n=20 b=66=10{b=20
F 0.051 | 0.052 | 0.048 Fo 0.053 | 0.061 | 0.048
AFEE FR; | 0.054 | 0.053 | 0.049 FR. | 0.055 | 0.053 | 0.051
KW [ 0.041 | 0.045 0.046 FD 0.045 | 0.044 | 0.045

Fi 0.034 | 0.037 | 0.036 F 0.033 | 0.035 | 0.037
2R E|] FRi | 0054 | 0.053 | 0.049 FR2 | 0.055 { 0.053 | 0.051
KW | 0.041 | 0.045 | 0.046 FD | 0045 | 0.044 | 0.045

Fi 0.043 | 0.041 | 0.045 ) 0.046 | 0.041 | 0.045
FR; | 0063 | 0.051 | 0.051 FR2 | 0.051 | 0.050 | 0.048
KW | 0.040 | 0.044 | 0.048 FD | 0.040 | 0.044 | 0.048

1O} 0.055 | 0.052 | 0.050 o 0.052 | 0.050 | 0.051
TYEXE FR: | 0053 | 0.061 | 0.051 FRe | 0.053 | 0.050 | 0.050
KW | 0.040 | 0.044 | 0.048 FD | 0.040 | 0.044 | 0.048

N,
n
M
Hd

dH ¥ 329 ZAFAE dvyrd Awdoz AHAYLALLE EE ANOVA F, F: A TA
ZF, £9UEL o] 8% FR, FR: 45 AF % Kruskal-Wallis A5 A% KW, Friedman 24
EA% FD o ZA 257t 2712545 d$ uxd S 2oFa ok aFAM= 53
Kruskal-Wallis 2% 2 Friedman A4 & AAMAP g0l G F¥l dawlol 25

gol §o%F 005 BTk G on BAo] ARFEE % AFREs 2L oYXt EAY

F 3le BESIAL Fi, F; 28FATY ANAYLASE 4 % £EYE ¢+ An

ool Ma EAMBL ol4F FRi , FR; A4EAZE AU 430 420l 3242 9
23 493 Jhe 18 298 ¢ £ Ao

4. AAAGAAG ) AAEA

AANAYAAD BAL Aokl K 412 AANY APHE (239 E3E BdY BT L ¥

422 ANY Eoe MY 239 EAE VIS 2wl JPSIA £9¥BD FR WAL

23

243 ANOVA F 7% 2 Kruskal-Wallis 37, Friedman 2% % HZEE 342 oA
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FE g2 AUA, UEA 53 OdAUA 2Pve 2EE A, ASEE
SeA 2 AWA ZPunRs 2 vud 53 oA 2yvel 28 o
ol A RPwe] RETS 493 T2 ARFoRA gyt 59
A9RRY NEBEAL 98 =AY 2A0)T

E 41 ANLIEAY I BAL 98 2D 23 1
k=5

23

1 RAA) | 2 EHAD| 3 (A | 4 GlbA) | 5 (REA)
e N(0,1) | N(0,1) | N(0.5,1) |N(1,1) N(1.5, 3%)
2aRFEE|LN(,1) |LN(0,1) |LN(0.5,1) |LN(1,1) |LN(1.2,1)
NGB EXP(1) | EXP(1) | EXP(1) |EXP(0.5) | EXP(3)
FYR U(,1) | U0, 1) | U,1) |U,1) U(0.5, 3.5)

ool W&l Thgel E 422 ANE AS
£ Bive] 8 5YoRA AAHY B
hdo] AFRISG 2APFREY AfolE BE
de RAA L FAA 2IEtE @

G R 412 AXNE FSEY A2 OE 22X E
gzre]l FxaolE B B 7S A $-olth

2XGze] BEXE 24, AFEXY 7%
A 2 OAEs 23ge] BXE 2 A,

rr

)

gzt
Mo AANLARY MLEHS 5o E 422
Ag Agel B 2o vse] AR L 7

E 42 24497349 Mare A

k=5
= 1 (R | 2 (Fh4) | 3 (A | 4 @A) | 5 (ssids)
AE N(0,1) | N(0.5,1) | N(1,1) | N(1.5,1) | N(2,3%)
2aRFEE[LN(0,1)|LN(0.5,1)] LN(1,1) |[LN(1.5,1)| LN(2,1)
A+®E | EXP(1) | EXP(1) EXP(0.5)| EXP(2) EXP(3)
FIEE | U0, 1) | U, 1) U(0,1) |U(0.5,1.5)| U(0.5, 3.5)

boode M o A

2
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olefe] ¥ 43 2 X 449 AFJE ¥ 41 2 ¥ 4204 13 IFF AL ol AE
898k Zojth ¥ 43 2 F 445 44 ¥ 41 2 ¥ 428 AT UE/E 2EE ¥ R
A Z2AEs MY AAAIHAAEE BoF3 ok ol AALIARE S 2E EI DL
zpol7t EA8A FeoeE AARY AFNE Q2E 71Z4ste BL&EA A3 EE ¥ 43 2
¥ 449 EAZ “Fi, F", “FR1, FRY” 2 “KW, FD"+ Ztz} $A#8 531y 2 AP EHRY
sl A o] ANOVA F ZAASAZ, £998%8& o] 8% FR FAEAF 2 Kruskal-Wallis A &4
Z Friedman A S5AFS vt

I

¥ 43 E 41 o AAE 2HG 23 1 3tolA 9
ANOVA Fi , F2 A4, 983 FR:, FRe 1A ¥
Kruskal-Wallis 24 KW, Friedman Z & FD Q] mE AMNLAIEAY

, AAEGEF]EY dg EYsny
g |5A A=
n=6 n=10{n=20 b=6 |b=1016=20
Fi 0286 | 0411 0.720 Fs 0276 | 0403 | 0.718
AFEX FR: || 0.299 0.499 | 0.853 FR. | 0.28% | 0487 | 0.824
KW | 0254 | 0474 0.845 FD || 0216 | 0.394 | 1.000

F 0.263 | 0478 | 0.844 F 0.250 | 0464 | 0.835
FaRFMFEE] FR | 0481 | 0.750 | 0.979 FR2 || 0462 | 0.725 | 0.972
KW | 0423 | 0.728 | 0.978 FD {0364 | 0634 | 0944

) 0345 | 0.645 | 0.979 Fa 0332 | 0631 | 0977
ATERL FR: | 0464 | 0.748 | 0.984 FRz | 0434 | 0.720 | 0.984
KW | 0401 | 0.724 | 0.982 FD [ 0333 | 0618 | 0954

B 0.997 | 1.000 | 1.000 Fo 0.996 | 1.000 | 1.000
TAEE FR: | 0958 | 1.000 | 1.000 FR2 | 0963 | 1.000 | 1.000
KW | 0940 | 1.000 | 1.000 FD | 0.868 | 0.992 | 1.000




¥ 44: ¥ 429 AAE 2HEE ZA 1 3t A ¢
ANOVA F , F; A, £4¥H&3 FR:, FR; 343 ¥
Kruskal-Wallis & KW, Friedman 23 FD ¢ W2 AJAIHAE

SHFEINRY A ey
23 g [SAF SAZF :
=6 |n=10|n=20 b=6 |b=10|6=20

F, 0378 | 0575 | 0911 F2 0.366 | 0.567 | 0.906
AMTEE FR: | 0467 | 0.738 | 0.982 FR2 | 0447 | 0.720 | 0.974
KW | 0409 | 0.714 | 0.981 FD | 0347 | 0612 | 1.000

O 0472 | 0.765 | 0.970 F 0.448 | 0.749 | 0.969
ZaRFFEE| FR | 0805 | 0972 | 1.000 FRy | 0.784 | 0.968 | 1.000
KW | 0762 | 0967 | 1.000 FD | 0672 | 0.928 | 0.999

Fy 0481 | 0.808 | 0.998 Fa 0.460 | 0.793 | 0.998
ATEE FR: | 0540 | 0.815 | 0.992 FRz | 0520 | 0.814 | 0.994
KW | 0483 | 0.794 | 0.991 FD | 0410 | 0.695 | 0.969

Fy 0.998 | 1.000 | 1.000 Fo 0.997 | 1.000 | 1.000
TIEE FR: | 0989 | 1.000 | 1.000 FRz | 0.990 | 1.000 | 1.000
KW {0984 | 1.000 | 1.000 FD | 0954 | 0.999 | 1.000

¥ 43 2 E 449 Azgde Fo4 EDY EE FH dde oA¥MEE FR 432 &
F 2774 2 Kruskal-Wallis 2 KW, Friedman 24 FD Rt} gukxoz & AAAIH
< Yeds roFa o ofgy AAHA 2GR EXAolE B
2 AN 2 21 HAAY AHA E 4471 § 412 AN E B
A ARQ ¥ 4380 HuiFoz 2 ANEIZAYEE BEAY. EZ BFAH F
33 FR A& 2 Kruskal-Wallis A&, Friedman 232 £ A& F7HLFE w24 F
g AANEPAAHeZ FI2EES ¢ F Uk

5. MEZARH AR LA

Ty AHREAGTIY Zolrt EAEA Fevte AFHE 22)F VAT OE, vEA F 41 ¢
¥ 422 713 2AG 2L ol &3ty EHTA Aolrt EAste EE F EI TN AEA
of W3ty MEARARE L TS Y& Aoltt. ZEFo= oI MERAARHY ALES st
o B =2oAE HAFYXHLSD : least significant difference)d A& & 83t

Z 3™ A Aol B4 ANOVA F AA, ¢4¥&s FR #3 2 Kruskal-Wallis A,
Friedman 2R71Y <& o|&3ld 1Y RE p 2JUY BHYFo] Fd3ids AFNE S 7173l
= AL geld, U oer E¥Fo thE EE F 2AGY MEREC 0059 RFosEd



EAREE o] 88 G E47E 93

AN FreolARAE $88 ol 4 (BD), 62 R 63), GHE A% AEFoEA NA%
AREe e+ 9 Aol

@®©: H¥AZ 253 ANOVA F AR olojA, 2t ol Fisher oA dA4 G.LE& ¢
30y [ MRS ;A 2IA0dE BT Xojrt EAgdn 38 £ Ut g 2ty
Fisher #2273 A(FSD : Fisher's significant difference)& @ dx}2¢l 243 ANOVA F A
Aol 93t AFIHE (22)F 7178 Aot 713U AEA vz E st HAFARH[A
< o83t VYL E Rogn

v ~ ‘/ 2MSE
! Xz'.“ X/| > tl—-q—,df. n(_—,;:__%b) 5.1

2

ol 4 GDY X; 2 X, E #Z WA A =Z3ge EEYFL yehhy,
tlmg2, at £ @ 9 FYFFAN AHE df 24 SAFENZEY B k(n—1) o9 @AY

stEaR2gdY A (b—1)(k—1) 9 ¢t XY 1—0a/2 E44E, 281121 MSEE ANOVA F
AREAZY ERPEEQ HFLAAFTE 9w g}

@ : Sadz £9¥8d FR 240 ololA, TY ofzle] £AMBL ol&F HAFYNAA
2 (62)8 TEIGA WAL j A EREdee EYT Aort EA¥Ha 2 + o
% 9 £9¥E H2E o8 YRHA FR AR skl ATAY 22 7Zse B

O __E 7

27449 A4 aag Aake] £AUE Aol HF HAFIHHA
£HWBL o8 Fisher FAFAAIWLE BT 5 ATk

B. _ R [ _2MSE
| Ri— Ri| >t _o o\ 7z 5y (5.2)

2

ok g
_‘

w4 629 R, 2 R, £ 244 i dAs jad 2Egezyy $2¢ Eed ¢9%e
ER37)2 Yk AEeNZ A ode £t A = 290 4B
g 714 Ae @¥H M 2 AN AeNY 2BREoR WA 2
o&2 MSE: «9¥8e o148 FR 2AEAZe REP2Q BFLAAFEE vl ek,

®: AYAxzZ PEZHQ v 2 AR 7IHY Kruskal-Wallis A, Friedman Aol o]ojA,
o o}l# 9 Kruskal-Wallis <9, Friedman &8(F13 E UM LExT-o= wjA g -r])E
0] &8 HAFARAAY (63)& DEIUHE AN jAA EIDDNE EFF Zolrt A
g g+ Yk

Z vt Kruskal-Wallis €98 ol 8% Yxt3<Q Kruskal-Wallis %4 KW % Friedman <9
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£ 0]8% YA Friedman A3 FD o d3te] AR 228 71dshe A$olD F714Q
A4 BLE 95k Kruskal-Wallis €9 % Friedman 9o 9% J2494849¢ Hg3t
u, o]t grehdl Kruskal-Wallis €9) 2 Friedman 4% ©| &% Fisher #9324/ 02 7
g% + Atk @W SHEERRYY AEF FHE AP oA (53)% KW £ Kruskal and
Wallis(1962)91 Slste} Relg FAZE driste], APBYRY AEY 23 AT GAE 3
FoAAEE MSES 2#8 (29 A¥Fe2A 7 & AUtk

#7 wEsd GFURANE RGP FRETS §E7 odsmE FFIANE AsdE
o] AubA ol Conover(1980, p231 % p300)el ojste] AP uish ol oleld (53) %
GAE ¢ PES ASTE FIRES A

_ . o2, nk—1—KW

IRi=Ril >ty g | 20- 5t PELL=K 63)
26- [T S RS — Tie REJB]

IRi. = R;1 > tl——‘z'-.(b—n(k—l)'\[ (6—1 (k—1) (6:4)

g g2 — —1 [2 RZ_ nk(nk+1)2]
= nk—-l 1=17= i 4

¥ 51 2 ¥ 528 Z+7 ¥ 41 € ¥ 4244 AANG 23D 2AE 72T AEAE e A
Rg A3E vepdo ¥ 5178 ¥ 529 T4 2 ul¥A € “FAZE I 29I AEA
AE 9% AR HAFEL Jehdth @ “FSD’E ¢XEESIERY 9 AYHEHEFsAM B
43 ANOVA F AAd ol& HA2#dx4AA Fisher #AAAF & sy, ‘RT"E «HARE

g ol4% FAFARAA L 9ustn, “KW-LSDR’E Kruskal-Wallis Bl o] & #Haf o3
Q¢ £ “FD-LSDR’E Friedman ZA o] H:fd2A3 e Avdd.

AZ B 51 2 ¥ 528 27 ¥ 41 2 ¥ 429 EHG 2AFAA dxHoz AFE (22)
7t 71Zk2 o o} A& AZHA AEAH R vy A% HAHAE RAFH k. olH E 51
2 ¥ 529 MEAAREL ojAdgei nE 2E NE4e] HAYES nE EE B +=
G 32z Adeld, MEdAAE e AAAIAAERT B5H F7 £ EYFEY T
7t @E #AYH F/EEsh wEx Rinz FAYe aede dA ¥asrl Ao
b=6,20.30 & A% NEHIN AAE FHLZ HESIA Pk
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tijo

ol g% tFulme] B4/

i

E51: ¥ 419 AANE 2PG 23 1 3ldA4 9 ANOVA F, , F, A4A,
WS FRi, FR; A3 2 Kruskal-Wallis A% KW,
Friedman A& FD o] o]& HAFYXAARA s HE%ARE

FAgESEY AG}EHEY
2AG =A% SA %
n=6 |n=20|n=30 b=6 |6=201b6=30
FSD 0.294 | 0294 | 0408 FSD 0.296 { 0.293 | 0.408
ATEE RT 0.403 | 0498 | 0576 RT 0.412 | 0.493 | 0.558

KW-LSDR| 0428 | 0500 | 0576 |[FD-LSDR| 0.283 | 0.385 | 0.367

FSD 0.343 | 0372 | 0434 FSD 0.346 | 0372 | 0.433
2aRFEE| RT 0417 | 0596 | 0.688 RT 0423 | 0582 | 0.665
KW-LSDR| 0.439 | 0597 | 0.688 |FD-LSDR| 0.287 | 0.530 | 0.506

FSD 0.28 | 0.366 | 0.367 FSD 0.290 | 0.365 | 0.367
AT-EE RT 0463 | 0687 | 0.807 RT 0462 | 0675 | 0.818
KW-LSDR|| 0.48 | 0.687 | 0.807 |FD-LSDR| 0.326 | 0.603 | 0.582

FSD 0913 | 0993 | 0.999 FSD 0.913 { 0993 | 0.999
TUYREE RT 0.957 | 1.000 | 1.000 RT 0.970 | 1.000 | 1.000
KW-LSDR| 0962 | 1.000 | 1.000 [FD-LSDR| 0.806 | 1.000 | 1.000

¥ 52 ¥ 42 o AANY 2HE =4 1 slolA e ANOVA Fi, Fz A%,
¥ &% FRi, FR2 A% 2 Kruskal-Wallis 7474 KW,
Friedman A% FD o o] HARxAA A4 HEA%AAH

S$H&gEsEy BH3}EHEY
23 TAZF SAZF
n=6 |n=20|n=230 b=6 | b=20{56=230
FSD 0.261 | 0.296 | 0.452 FSD 0.263 | 0.294 | 0451
ATEE RT 0382 | 0524 | 0.613 RT 0.388 | 0513 | 0.592

KW-LSDR|| 0404 | 0525 | 0.613 |[FD-LSDR} 0.261 | 0.444 | 0.429

FSD 0.351 | 0439 | 0.500 FSD 0.355 | 0.438 | 0.500
EOXRFFEE] RT 0.437 | 0690 | 0.774 RT 0.438 | 0.678 | 0.758
KW-LSDR| 0.449 | 0.690 | 0.774 |FD-LSDR| 0.286 | 0579 | 0.569

FSD 0.238 | 0.328 | 0.332 FSD 0.245 | 0.328 | 0.332
ATEE RT 0.416 | 0616 | 0.726 RT 0.417 | 0605 | 0.714
KW-LSDR || 0.436 | 0.616 | 0.726 |FD-LSDR| 0.287 | 0.530 | 0.506

FSD 0456 | 0496 | 0.499 FSD 0457 | 0496 | 0.499
TUYEE RT 0.866 | 1.000 | 1.000 RT 0.854 | 0.861 | 1.000
KW-LSDR| 0.869 | 1.000 | 1.000 |FD-LSDR| 0.627 | 0.987 | 0.996




¥ 51 2 E 529 FFA= ¢HUA¥ERDIE o1& MNEAAHZHLE ZFH Fisher FARHEA
(FSD) % Friedman ¢9& °]84% HAFAXAAA(FD-LSDR)S] WEAARERT Hojun,
Kruskal-Wallis €& °l88 H2FAAHA(KW-LSDR)#H 433 v« F#E24& ¢ & A
o AZt #58e 27 Be £YAVIE FHETE oHARBE V1YY B9d AAY s
d & glen, 53 OATEE, ATEE % TLAREY HAFEES NN HojdE ¢ +
% 2¥d Friedman €€ °|84% H2FAxd4e AE¥AEH 289 77 7139
E Addezs waA 78R Fe olfe AdFFEol HE FHAA Fo4I EHUAN T
Sl£ Friedman ¢HuWAe] S4o= drigel 71Ad&e AT 5 ok oo wsf AA B3
of et 2EXNToE AFEHE TFes cHAEE VS o8 o L= =2 NER
AREL £Hdge HAYF R AL oz A oAl & AHE RR¥IYd F + 3l

v}

3H AdaA SAS EAMINAE o)L td YA o2 PROC RANK Z2ZAAE AL
S4AGESEY 2 WHFEHRFY THYUES o] & o4EZS WiAT ¥ PROC GLM Z2&
PROC ANOVA EZ2ZAA S {4 LSDE AMgste 43 dFulas 3 5+ AL RHoju.
EE RGNS /MEded dd e SHHEE o]&F HAFAAAAY 47l 2
=7l A&3A &S U WYPERYE Aoz efInz iR oz AZF WEAA
o M e do2 AEHHA AT} Adojol & Aol

6. 4 &

B Agdold 72 ¢AFENEY R WFESFEHEG dE gl JoM =4
B HALFAAARE 18T BA7IYe] E4H ANOVA F HAA} Fishere] #2374
o] &% 71 H HIE43 Kruskal-Wallis 274, Friedman A% H2FA2HAE 0|88
ZIE AALGAE oM BELY FeATES 49 F FAstn Jdow, AALR
A48 2 AEAAAEE dol YoM E F73] Hold 7IHdE TIHFL U

ojgtE 2 Algd AR AIE cHAREZ o] &F VIHY HAAYH} FHEd] AL AHe=
o oz tFd LIAYEIGsAAY cHEEE o8 qFunY TES TUHAZE +
Rolt

[o%
Y X Mo

o e

¥ o
o ot
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