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Abstract

The purpose of this study is investigate the differences among parametric and nonparametric test
statistics for the tree altemmative hypothesis in the randomized block design. As the results, it was
found that there was no large differences among parametric and nonparametric test statistics in power
when the block sizes were larger, and Hollander's statistic had better power than other nonparametric

test statistics. It is recommended that Hollander’'s test statistic is more useful method when we have

no information about the distribution of population.
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