Journal of Korean
Data & Information Science Society
2003, Vol. 14, No.2 pp. 201 ~208

Study on Optimum Sizes of Experimental Units

Suk Hwan Changl

Abstract

Since no information about the optimum plot sizes on field experiments
on the major food crops in Korea is available, present status of plot sizes
being used by the research institutes was examined for rice, barley &
wheet, soybean, potatoes, red pepper, garlic and onion. The optimum plot
sizes in field experiments on these crops were estimated on the basis of
soil fertility indices (Smith’s regression coefficients) that Chang (1983)
reported.
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| gk A= Smith(1938)7F RS Fx8 A3 (blank experiment,
rmity trial)oll &3} E o] o] A X 4=(index of soil heterogeneity)E 74
e uEeh AALAIEL]Y FAYHS AT ol ofe A FEA
o] Be A3t FHHA S Federer(1955)7F A =UA 2°F AES v} o}
= %22 AYXEBrim & Mason 1959, Crew et al. 1963, Wiedemann &
Leininger 1963, Brown & Morris 1967, Kuehl & Kittock 1969, Zuhlke & Gritton
1969, Soplin et al. 1975)¢] S A] Smithe] Wl oty FS H|Eslo F HF F
T, 53 2 HBx T HAHAPSTHAY FAo| dste] AFskRi, Koch &
Rigney(1951)+= &l X} Az uj 2Pl A RTELAE FAHSFEEA T4 &
of <]% Smithe] EYo|ZAAFE FAH]E WHES AFAY. Hatheway &
Williams(1958), Miller & Koch(1962, 1966)%5 <= Koch & Rigney? #Hwo=zm F 3
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& ZBirdsfoot trefoiDoll gk HALAAFES F4F 0t oy e TRk Ay
Hol f2re FA4E AALdTe] WA o] vFstA et

Sulel At JHE(19661968)0] FECKFDO td A4 ATFHALS Smith(1938)9}
Koch & Rigney(1951)9] "ol ofste] S48kl skt #1981 "o 2gd e
AR Av)sh mEgol diste] dyeklen, = R(1981,1983)2 FEE X
3 FosHEe] FHFAE AT RG] A7) diste] Ag wp gk o
E 9% B Smithe WHE o] &5k th

JH5(1966,1968)0] =] AAFAFTHA S 17w = Rustgovy dx H&H= 4
oA A7 7 7)o EFAl wel 2 AelE B =
Aelg FadEe] FAPA AAAF A dF A= deAE AR
Aol

f g 1o

A Al E gl oA EFH| SR WolAdg FAL JdvrHow F dex
Smith(1938)2] AP 2ol ofste] F=HdT. =,
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InVy_InV,—BInX (1)

A7 In & A Vs 7PF X1 AFGRIT122AL 99 g9 k¥l £=2,3,4...)
5 e BAtela, v X=149 W 2ol B AAFEA ofxd AETE 1
WAE Hehl= #A%eR 0<B<19 = 2=tk A6 9% pRv= A= (g)
of 9% 7+ AAS (B)7F Bt vd sl 2 (Federer, 1955) tha 21(2)0 9Jste] BE
FAskA

D2n,(InV )(ln x)—2n,(InV ) Xnlnx)/Din;

Zni(lnxi)2_(Znilnxz’)z/zni @
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2 FAHH, A7 ¢, & AT Al T Ao ok wEE v golu
Cy= 71299 F 2an &S ot 713 2AE (7 oed FdHes
7F Arobxan Aol weh Ay, AguE el sk Al mek 43)e ¢
A Cyel AENTE EEARR 5 C, o MIE 47FA F3(85 015, 80120, 75125,
70 :25) 0% st x & FAoAH
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7= e 30x12 0.3x0.12=0.036  5.4x7.2=38.9
LR AT A 40x18 0.4x0.5=0.20 4.0x15.0=60.0
60x18 0.6x0.5=0.30 6.0x15.0=90.0
SEAEAI A 120x90 1.2x0.5=0.60 10.8x9.0=97.2
BE e LEFR2x T 0.6x05=0.30 7.2x9.0=64.8
=533 x ) 0.9x0.5=0.45 10.8x9.0=97.2
FFAEADE 40x18 0.4x0.3=0.12 4.8x15.0=72.0
60x18 0.6x0.3=0.18 7.2x10.0=72.0
120x90 1.2x0.4=0.48 14.4x6.0=86.4
e FHEAEA D 40x18 0.4x3.0=1.2 12.0x15.0=180.0
60x18 0.6x3.0=1.8  12.0x15.0=180.0
120x90 1.2x1.0=1.2 12.0x18.0=216.0
e A=A 60x15 0.6x0.15=0.09 10.8x9.0=97.2
271 =8 60x20 0.6x0.20=0.12 10.8x7.2=77.8
Ran I R Rt i R s 70%x25 0.7x0.5=0.35 8.4x10.0=84
A HET 60x25 0.6x0.5=0.30 7.2x10.0=72.0
ALk A=A 90%25 0.9x0.5=045  10.8x10.0=108.0
L Ao A 7540 0.75x0.8=0.60  9.0x12.0=108.0
T 1Ed 150x40 1.5%0.4=0.6 18.0x6.0=108.0
s = G R iy 157x28,7%FH0cm  1.57x0.28=0.44  18.84x5.04=95.0
At A&t 290%x26.57%F10cm  2.9x0.52=1.51  17.4x9.4=163.6
A RS+ 150x20,57F10cm  1.5x0.40=0.60 6.0x6.0=36.0
&3t A Fobt = 160x22,77FH0cm  1.6x0.22=0.35 19.2x4.0=76.8
A A+ 160x27,77FH0cm  1.6x0.27=0.86  6.4x9.72=62.2
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<EI>I <FE2>eA BH FR=OKE)S AAAYE AEATROKD AN F2
o]g7lel estr= 30cmx14cmol™ S EAAIRF(HE i BEFH7VIEA
TF)AAE 30emx15em= WHsho] itk B (k)] ST Fae Ao wg & A
o] Holi QlojA FHAYOKE)AAE FZFH20emx3F10em, S5 dA DA =
A2kel AS FH40emx3Z18em, HEl2HY B¢ FF120emxFHZH90em=E FH G4}
Az sy, AEFAVEDANAE FE5150emxFZ=120cm = sFe] 1983 ¥ k7]
2ol 5 Hola Qlth UMKl FFHHS 1983 = Ao H9- FE g ES
40cmx18cm, 60cmx18cm= 3t 3L, el 2ol 4 9-=60cmx18cm E+= 120emx90cm = I}
FTaRoY 825 FHBmxIES5em(H HER7IED)] drillgt AujE shal QAT
T, A 2 vl FE A A oA ekgte] WEv JdES B 5 A,
E1>9 mhsd SFue FAAY FAAFGGAA FAE AT FEHL2 150~290cm,
(RS 20~28em= A ol whep ohksit FxA ] (KR ED) = 25 10eme] 1
o #JA olE ZEd g AlgATE FE EXAFANA A FEL 120cm
olaL A A E EZF20emxF7H0eml Ao 2 ZALE ST

e e Ao WAL 95~50mE AF7|Hol wel A vrEw W F (k)
o o= 6~18m°, F2 18m’, A= 20w, -7l 12w, L3F+E 16m, 283l =}
5 G 6mE FEHE Z AolE Hola vk 53 YRR AT
ko] g A Ao 2 Fow ZAE AT

THRAIE s FEAde FEAEE Bel(6m)e E(15m), dEEd7Ed9
1F(15m)e A Fole AFH(eE)E FEdva s 1 9o FEL W
st YR AN 3~9mE T8, 53] AEEd7IEddA vt FEHHL2 04

& st gt
3

m(207)e] M BEA B A 38w
ols} o] ARTsh WA TE AL ARr\we] TAARN A FOLAME
H z

[ HE K

of 7]Agtctar s}, ol gt A4S Hld RNk ofy g} B E AR 2 7o
H odmtdow Afxio]l gz 6~8/19 AHEE dHH 3o AT ¢ JEE
IS JFHeR FIH(EDSA Y] W AHulgrt BolAW AAd] I Ag o
HZ o] Zpolx= AL Gl T E Q4R ATFAE HF3 ARHFS A F
SHA] @S & gtk AT WAool AYuH oz yHojAwW Ao o] WsiA
metA] T oY, Az, BIFAWA 2 FExAT YA SUksleE AYHE =
o7] 9Jste] FEHAE ZolA Hoh X9 HF 100~120F45~5m)E T3l
npE9] A9 T8 20704m)E FEIEUA @Al dF ol 4= )l 29
A9 FE(1966) AAAFTHAS 1TmE Bd vf 9o} oA E EAdEA ¢a
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et BE Auo] g3 AYTUYE AZE vk glo] BRH O Aol
o9 Aol

32 AALFTHYY 4

EguSre] Wol(o] ) AF B 0~1 Atol] ghs FHatw B=02 A 2
A X)E el SRAFHBA, S o) xF AP HSET TS UEda, B
=12 F4ae ondh

<EI>O] AFolA e Ay Al 7P AR Awi g 5k(1983)0]
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FA8 B9k L w9 WHo|AS( p)7t <E3I> FoAL. FE, Ao B E A9 s
WE W g3 glojA pE 0.2212~0.32528 e kS Kol Eoke] H|L L7l vl
A ddd Aoz yYepd vk B E Al AL gaFATA)T I 99 FAE
S A TANAY  pE 04411~052242 Bl =& 7S HYrh o]E oluln
HgE o] Edolng B =AHdE tE2a  dubygow wztE e 9
BAH, ESFEAEY, AEAS 119 AAoA o= Zsre] Bada wWEae Ax
of ¥, T vSxo EHdAS oY JHA 247t BgHow Zgste oyt
FERTE A7) i Ao w Ayztdr)
3. g=d A4 Ay AP (m)
A2 v c.: C,
2H& ZHFE)en
2 71 (5 e 8515  80:20 7525 70:30
e 30x15 0.2212 16 12 9 7
wal  40x18A(H)  0.4613 48 34 26 20
30x12% (7)) 0.3252 27 19 14 11
120x90(#)  0.2730 21 15 11 9
9 4018 0.2746 22 15 11 9
= 60x15 0.4411 45 32 24 18
Fa s 70x25 0.4548 47 33 25 20
aap 90x25 0.5224 63 44 33 26
A 7535 0.3036 25 17 13 10
Z1=s 2010 0.4483 46 32 24 19
oF v} 22x10 0.4572 48 34 25 20

HAA APTE ABM BE vkep ol pe ¢, ¢yl dstel AR R JHE
(1699)2 Fx=9 A% 10m%F C,: C, 5 °F 65:35% FAsAH oju f=1.65(°F
17m)= FAEe wste] B AeME= ¢ ¢, 8162 & 9 o 16mE F4
HAth €y G, ¥ AEY FHA wet FEEAuE, Vst AE W w9y
Sl gt frEHelnR ) CHIE M FE 2R e FHE AFAITHA
(m)e] <xE3>e Folxth Hyg HEg o2 #Ed s 10md  C,: C,9
HS 75: 258 k= 3lo] wuh @dAelzta AZEo] AAYTe) WAs FA
Ax AARYE o 26m, F@F WFE 11~ 2535 o B FAHEAeH
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F, AA, vbs 2 duhe 24~26m, Alvbe Bm'E WA =2 FAEHSA=H o=
EdHsre] avddyd 2= 544 cvrt 2 ‘JrE]r‘)'ﬂ wolgta AzhEn

Smith(1938) 7} V—%%%‘ﬂ FAARA dolA WEAFE ESHSRES] EEdA
ol AT WellA 2o Hdd, ¥, =5H) ‘E—t— 71748 Tl % =
=] Jsfol osto] Ei 2 S Bs g 7] wEel WA HSEe Wolds F
Aet7] feiM e AdExFI HAS EAS desteof & Ao AzET

<HE2>9] #AEd dAAdFETe] Al Y <E3>9 FAE AFAFETFY WHS v
3 Bl g Bl sdEdAd g AL THAo] 95mE FAHHE 4L

)\E]U
S0 16me) oF 59%0) Hahabel, welol QlolAE FBABRGFDS A% By
sAAFge] et @2AAgue APTAAL AGAE T 385-429% A=<
Aoz vewth sdrdARGN AuEA1Ee FZguE 28y AYAET
HA o] FAE AAAE S uqxqiu} 2 Aoz v AHY. Yo FAAIFTHAEL 11
wE EAYe 15w mrp A4 FAHR o AREslEdd o weps 2
AR m3e] APAFTUAL 3R e 15m Bk A FPEAo
£, 4% e vh 2 gu Aag s w2 FAAA 58 2l

s @ okuii zsgiv} 2.8~4.09v A FAHAJ
Aoz welo FEnAu], upul, uls 9 okyle] e A FHUAHL AL}
A 2 Aoew L‘rE}LLO‘ji o5 Zrmol Wi xFHAFHNAM HAF Ud A& A =

o
g "art olvkn AzE,

4. A B
FE, 0, 0, 2, 4, nehE A48 1% obs, GE AR e
EAAGNA HE6)0] FEe] HPAATFHAS A2F AL Adsus e
oM@ Ao hAHE o EA B AFH vt glek. ol Aol @ T
2492 Fadte gl AAHoR oeSmE RAB ATARNE o §atol
He 4% v hg gol 2okd 5 vt

Cp: 2 75:25% & v 4448794

Lok, weEgue, o) 9 3 aFe] AgAe e 9-1mE #4539
o,
2. ke B, PTHA L 24~260r, LT

=
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A= Bz FAH dPLY
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