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Table 2.1 Hypothesis, statistic, rejection region (r.r.) for testing main effectswith fixed block effect

T

Statistic Hy : a; =0 Hy:Br =0
B _ 544323:1 (.5. j@_..)i _ _ 54»32i=1 (7. jy.,.)i _
i=1225=1 i1 Wijk — Gij. — Yk +79.5.) i=12.5=1 St Wijk — Yij. — Gk +.5.)
- B> (R — R ] 5455, (R —R.)T
3 38 (Rijk — Riy. — Rk + R,;)® 3 38 (Rijk — Riy. — Rk + R;)®

r.r. F,FR > F2’12=0,95 F,FR > F2,12,0A95
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o .. Zz 1Zk 1 Yigk/9s Yok = Zl 1 Z] 1Yiik/9; Yij. = Zk 1yl1k/3 Y.jk = Z?:l Yijk /3,
= Zz Z?: Zk:l Yije/27< sk, SAAR Rk = R(yin), Rj = Zi:l 22:1 Riji /9,
'kIZ?’ 123 Riji/9, Rij. =323y Rij/3, Rjr = Y0_, Rij/3, R =300 3251 X2y Rige/27
vebdch 2 Ee] WS B 77 ke eaEke] RATHER ] 33 7] ¢=0.25(1.5)0.25
aHse, EHER 1= =772 =0, F7RIEH} a1 = —az = a, a2 = 0 R AF2A 87}
= —f3 =0, b2 =09 EHTV|E o] &t} oA FEFALEFY TS yau1 = yass =—yais =
—yasy = Yo, yaiz = yag1 = yage = yags = yasz = 0 D afi = aflss =—afiz = —afs = af,
afiz = afar = afar = afes = afse = 09] EFHI7E UEp+= A2 HE FE319 T

ol T F8UAL IA o} BFo] AP ALY =T AJEFH o D AFLJAES 58 AA T}
7] 918t SAH F&} FR2 Table 2.29} Zo] A <] sir}.

Table 2.2 Hypothesis, statistic, rejection region(r.r.) for testing main effectswith random block effect
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U0, 1/2) 02 5E WAL FEI, ABLEEI oy AFEAD N(O.2), AFZAD Ep(2),
o]ZAN4EAT D(0,2) 2 FIARAW U(0,2) 02 e AL §5atc}h npAvto g 747F Table 2.1
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ARzt
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= 71 ARl N 2T AET o; B ATRAET} 42 A A3 5A% Fo} FRO 249L
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(3.1): T 389 9 Ego] % 149l Table 2.19] 7
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Table 3.1 Effect size for power of ajwhen blocks are fixed

case ¥ «@ Yo B af case ¥ « Yo B af

F(0) All cases FR(6) 0.5¢ c 0 0.5¢ 0

FR(1) 0 ¢ 0 0 0 FR(7) 05¢c ¢ 0 c 0

FR(2) 0 c 0 0.5¢ 0 FR(8) 0 c 0.5¢ 0 0.5¢

FR(3) 0 c 0 c 0 FR(9) 0 c 0.5¢ 0 c

FR(4) 0 ¢ 0 0.5c  0.5¢  FR(10) 0.5¢ ¢ 0 0.5¢c  0.5¢

FR(5) 0 c 0 c 0.5¢ FR(11) 0.5¢ c 0 c 0.5¢
FR(12) 0.5¢ c 0.5¢ 0.5¢ 0.5¢
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Table 3.2 Power of main effect ajwhen blocks are fixed

Dist. c F(0) FR(1) FR(2) FR(3) FR(4) FR(5) FR(6) FR(7) FR(8) FR(9) FR(10) FR(11) FR(12)
025 0.119 0.117 0.115  0.116 _ 0.115 _ 0.115 _ 0.115 _ 0.116 _ 0.116 _ 0.118  0.116 0.116 0.116

0.50 0.361 0.359  0.357 0352  0.350  0.346  0.353  0.349  0.350  0.339  0.347 0.343 0.344
NGy 073 0712 0698 0.695  0.677  0.677 0660 0685 0.675  0.682  0.652  0.674 0.658 0.659
1.00 0927 0918 0915 0907 0.901  0.883  0.919 0906  0.903  0.878  0.901 0.884 0.881

1.25 0.991 0989  0.988 0984 0982 0974 098 0984 0982 0970  0.980 0.974 0.971

150 1.000  0.999  0.999  0.998  0.997 0995  0.999  0.998  0.998  0.995  0.998 0.995 0.995

025 0.128 0.228 0222 0207 0214 0198 0215 0201  0.222  0.203 _ 0.210 0.195 0.203

0.50 0419 0.603 0585 0544  0.560 0.519  0.568  0.532  0.573  0.527  0.551 0.509 0.531
Bepry 075 0735 0861 0847 0812 0.828 078 0835 0.805 0833 0787 0817 0.783 0.790
1.00 0913 0959  0.955 0937  0.948 0919  0.949 0934 0948 0922  0.942 0.917 0.924

1.25  0.975 0992  0.990 0983  0.986 0975  0.988 0981  0.987 0975  0.985 0.974 0.977

1.50  0.995 0.998  0.998  0.996  0.996  0.992  0.998 0995  0.997 0991  0.996 0.992 0.993

025 0.086 0.109 0.105  0.107  0.108  0.108  0.109  0.108  0.109  0.107  0.108 0.109 0.106

0.50 0.222  0.280 0277  0.268  0.275  0.264  0.270  0.265  0.271  0.264  0.270 0.260 0.262
Do.1y 073 0447 0526 0518 0499 0507 0479 0512 0491 0510 0479 0.500 0.477 0.488
’ 1.00  0.680 0.748  0.742  0.715  0.725  0.693  0.727  0.704  0.727  0.689  0.711 0.686 0.697
1.25 0.846 0.893  0.885  0.862 0.868  0.839 0874 0.859 0871  0.839  0.860 0.835 0.845

1.50  0.940 0962  0.957 0945  0.947 0928  0.948 0939 0948 0923  0.944 0.926 0.929

025 0.836 0781 0779 0772  0.768  0.750  0.776  0.773 _ 0.767  0.739  0.768 0.754 0.751

0.50 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000

U@,y 075 1000 100D 1000 1000 1000 1000  LOOD 1000  1.000 1000 1.000 1.000 1.000
1.00  1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000

1.25 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000

1.50  1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000
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Figure 3.1 Power of main effect o; where F(0): all cases, FR(1): a=c¢, y=va=8=af =0,
FR(2): a=¢, B=0.5c,y=va=aB =0,FR(6): a=c,vy=8=0.5¢c, ya=af=c
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Fmzo] W Hoixl o|FASLEE WEu) BE ISl FR SAL dHol F 5A
AHuct AiHoz $98 Holw, REYEL AFEE 2 FRE| FHL
FRe| 4392 Ag BE o Astel A ul5:d £2& FATT
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ate] chopdk AP RY S8 Teishelnt.

Table 3.3 Effect size for power of Bpwhen blocks are fixed

case 0% « Yo B af case 0% a Yo B af
F(0) All cases FR(6) 0.5¢ 0.5¢ 0 c 0
FR(1) 0 0 0 c 0 FR(7) 0.5¢ c 0 c 0
FR(2) 0 0.5¢ 0 c 0 FR(8) 0 0 0.5¢ c 0.5¢
FR(3) 0 c 0 c 0 FR(9) 0 0 0.5¢ c c
FR(4) 0 0.5¢ 0 c 0.5¢ FR(10) 0.5¢ 0.5¢ 0 c 0.5¢
FR(5) 0 c 0 c 0.5¢ FR(11) 0.5¢ c 0 c 0.5¢
FR(12) 0.5¢ 0.5¢ 0.5¢ c 0.5¢
Table 3.4 Power of main effect 8 when blocks are fixed
Dist. c F(0O FR(1) FR(2) FR(3) FR@A) FR(5 FR(6) FR(7) FR(8) FR(9 FR(10) FR(1l) FR(12)
025 0.122 0.124 0.21  0.119  0.122  0.119  0.123  0.121  0.125 _ 0.123  0.120 0.118 0.122
0.50 0.380 0.372 0370  0.363  0.365 0.359  0.369  0.363  0.367  0.359  0.371 0.356 0.356
N(@,1) 075 0700 0698 0693 00684 0679 0000 0693 068l 0686 0662  0.680 0.662 0.668
’ 1.00 0923 0919  0.909  0.904 0.898  0.882  0.907  0.902  0.904 0.881  0.895 0.883 0.879
1.25 0992 0988  0.98 0982  0.980 0.970  0.985  0.981  0.984  0.975  0.980 0.969 0.970
1.50  0.999  0.999  0.999  0.999  0.998  0.995 0.998  0.998  0.999  0.996  0.997 0.995 0.995
0.25 0.132 0.223  0.218  0.203  0.210  0.198 0212  0.201 _ 0.213 _ 0.205 _ 0.207 0.196 0.204
0.50 0.427  0.595 0582  0.538  0.556  0.508  0.566  0.530  0.573  0.529  0.546 0.504 0.534
Eepry 073 0730 0858 0845 0.808 0828 0788 0833 0799 0841 0.795  0.819 0.778 0.803
4 1.00 0912 0964  0.957 0938  0.948  0.924  0.952  0.935  0.955  0.931  0.944 0.923 0.936
1.25 0975 0.990  0.990  0.982  0.986  0.978  0.987  0.981  0.989  0.980  0.984 0.978 0.981
1.50  0.994 0.998  0.998  0.995  0.997  0.993  0.998  0.995  0.997  0.994  0.996 0.993 0.995
0.25 0.089 0.109  0.108  0.106  0.109  0.106  0.109  0.106  0.111 _ 0.111 _ 0.109 0.106 0.110
0.50 0.222 0.283 0276  0.267 0273  0.260  0.276  0.266  0.275  0.263  0.270 0.261 0.266
p(o,1y 075 0440 0524 0515 0480 0505 0470 0.507 0480 0510 0481 0.500 0.473 0.490
’ 1.00 0.677 0750  0.737  0.714  0.722  0.687  0.720  0.705  0.720  0.696  0.716 0.687 0.700
1.25 0.852 0.896 0.886  0.865 0.872  0.842  0.877 0.858 0.878  0.843  0.865 0.839 0.849
150 0.943  0.961  0.957  0.947  0.948  0.928  0.954  0.942  0.953  0.935  0.946 0.929 0.935
025 0.837 0.780  0.780  0.774  0.774  0.759  0.775  0.77L  0.777  0.753  0.767 0.754 0.752
0.50 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000
U,y 075 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000  1.000 1000 1000  1.000 1.000 1.000
’ 1.00 1000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000
1.25 1000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000
1.50 1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000
- T =X 1=] = = - o =
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3}7] 918te] Table 3.5 A|AlS wpel o] & Fa3 9 Bg39] okt a7 AFIEY 43
S wgeget. FHRog E¥ETR v ~ N(0,1/2), Exp(1/2), D(0,1/2), U(0,1/2), AZ 28 &7}
ya ~ N(0,2), Ezp(2), D(0,2), U(0,2)& 7F43Fth

Table 3.5 Effect size for power of ojwhen blocks are random

case « B af case « B af

F(0) All cases FR(6) c 0 0.7¢
FR(1) c 0 0 FR(7) c 0 c

FR(2) c 0.3¢ 0 FR(8) c 0.3¢ 0.3¢

FR(3) c 0.7¢ 0 FR(9) c 0.7¢ 0.3¢

FR(4) c c 0 FR(10) c 0.3¢ 0.7¢

FR(5) c 0 0.3¢ FR(11) ¢ 0.7¢ 0.7¢
FR(12) c c c

where o ~ N(0,1/2), Eap(1/2), D(0,1/2), U(0,1/2), va ~ N(0,2), Ezp(2), D(0,2), U(0,2)

Table 3.6 Power of main effect ajwhen blocks are random

Dist. c F(O FR(1) FR(2) FR(3) FR(4) FR(5) FR(6) FR(7) FR(8) FR(9) FR(10) FR(11) FR(12)
025 0.141 0.144  0.143  0.144  0.142  0.143  0.142  0.142  0.143  0.142  0.143 0.143 0.142

050 0.216 0.211 0211 0212 0212 0212 0215 0214 0214 0213  0.212 0.213 0.209
NG,y 075 0333 0320 0330 0320 0327 0330 0328 0324 0327 0.328 0325 0.322 0.317
1.00 0479 0472 0472 0466 0460 0472  0.463 0456 0469  0.463  0.463 0.456 0.439

1.25 0.628 0.621  0.619 0614  0.609 0614  0.604 0593 0616 0611  0.607 0.599 0.570

150 0.761  0.750  0.749  0.741  0.738  0.752  0.739  0.723  0.748  0.736  0.738 0.718 0.680

025 0.131 0.146  0.147  0.145  0.145  0.146  0.146  0.146  0.146  0.144  0.146 0.144 0.144

0.50 0185 0219 0221 0218 0215 0219 0220 0217 0219 0216 0217 0.212 0.209
Bep(y 073 0275 0326 0327 0322 0317 0329 0323 0315 0312 0318 0.320 0.312 0.300
1.00  0.381 0457  0.458 0448  0.438 0455 0446 0436 0454 0441  0.444 0.424 0.400

1.25 0505 0589  0.584 0571  0.561  0.586  0.570  0.554  0.581  0.565  0.561 0.546 0.509

1.50  0.631  0.709  0.704  0.685 0.674  0.707  0.686  0.663  0.700  0.681  0.679 0.661 0.606

025 0.114 0.127 0.125  0.126  0.126  0.127 _ 0.129 _ 0.128 _ 0.126 _ 0.125 _ 0.126 0.126 0.126

0.50 0.149 0160  0.158  0.159  0.159  0.159  0.161  0.160  0.159  0.158  0.160 0.156 0.157
Do,y 073 0194 0210 0210 0211 0211 0212 0210 0209 0212 0208 0210 0.208 0.207
’ 1.00  0.254 0.280 0.280 0276  0.276 0274 0272 0269 0279 0277  0.276 0.275 0.268
1.25 0.331 0357 0360 0354 0352 0354 0352 0346 0.359  0.354  0.350 0.347 0.340

1.50  0.413 0450  0.448 0441 0438 0446 0436 0426 0443 0444  0.436 0.433 0.420

025 0311 0.298 0298 0.295  0.293  0.298  0.292  0.290 _ 0.296 _ 0.294 _ 0.293 0.203 0.290

0.50 0.719 0.689  0.686  0.684  0.683  0.673  0.673  0.663  0.683  0.682  0.670 0.664 0.632

U,y 075 0952 0941 0941 0936 0934 0.939 0927 0914 0957 0933 0.925 0.909 0.873
’ 1.00  0.998  0.997  0.997  0.995  0.995  0.996  0.993  0.987  0.995 0994  0.991 0.985 0.963
1.25 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  0.999  1.000  1.000  1.000 0.998 0.989

1.50  1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000

Urelais

Figure 3.2 Power of main effect o; where F(0): all cases, FR(1): a=¢, 8 =af =0,
FR(2): a=¢, 8=0.3c,af =0,FR(8): a=¢, 8 =0af=0.3c

Table 3.6 &+ F221& THoL} B2o] APl H$E Table 3.5/ AT thFet aFAH
7 B=a7)e] #st 9 e Ao RAGRESIA Table 2.28] 272183 ;¢ AL AT 25
F EAE @ 4993 R AAREY A3E e} Figure 3.2+ -
o] BA SAF F(0) 2 <998 $AF FR(1): a=c¢, = af =0 (FFLJAaT ] A3}
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= 7A9), FR(2): a=c¢, B=03c, af =0 (FFLAET} D T2 A&7} 215 4$), FR(8)
a=c, f=af=03c(BE ZFE°] B 3= FF)2A LA o] Aq=2x, ATRE, o
A4RE L FALEN BADORNE FO5F 0055014 2L QLT 0,0) 449 A7 8o}

Table 3.6 B Figure 3.29] A31& AwHuwl 94l 3,149 ¥ 720 0 2o BF 140 9=
T2ART 0,9 RS U BAA F 5AY L <9089 FR 5A%0) BE 439 A A5
FEH ASHS ¢ 4 Atk BE T £29L 3N} Beo] AW F9E WIF Table 3.6 2
Figure 3.29] F 4% 248 @ FR 5499 4982 ¥ 789 @ 22o] B¥ 149 398 u
%33 Table 3.2 % Figure 3.19] F 5A%e] 448 2 FR A% 449 2349} washe 47 e
4292 ¢ 4 Atk o9 g Avke BYL A¥ow AYRoR A% AFY Aol ATk A
% .

9l

=R A A
= R j =]
WAooz FR SA %) A4 L F SAZED 28k 257t A0 222 Esel B3k
WA ZFHA7 7 AAG ASEE Q o)FAsERe) ATl e A)A £99) AHEL ®

Table 3.7 Effect size for power of Sxwhen blocks are random

case «@ B af case «@ B af

F(0) All cases FR(6) 0 c 0.7¢c
FR(1) 0 c 0 FR(7) 0 c c

FR(2) 0.3¢ c 0 FR(8) 0.3¢ c 0.3¢

FR(3) 0.7¢ c 0 FR(9) 0.7¢ c 0.3¢

FR(4) c c 0 FR(10) 0.3¢ c 0.7¢

FR(5) 0 c 0.3¢ FR(11) 0.7¢ c 0.7¢
FR(12) c c c

where v ~ N(0,1/2), Exp(1/2), D(0,1/2), U(0,1/2), ya ~ N(0, 2), Ezp(2), D(0,2), U(0,2)

Table 3.8 Power of main effect S when blocks are random

Dist. c F(O FR(1) FR(2) FR(3) FR(4) FR(5) FR(6) FR(7) FR(8) FR(9) FR(10) FR(11) FR(12)
025 0.069 0.069 0069 0.069 0.068 0.069 0.068 0.060 0.068 0.070  0.070 0.071 0.070

0.50 0.132  0.129 0.131  0.131 0131  0.131 0131 0129 0.131  0.131  0.129 0.129 0.130
NGy 075 0245 0245 0245 0244 0239 0242 0240 0237 0242 0242 0.238 0.239 0.232
1.00 0407 0401  0.398  0.396  0.394  0.399  0.393  0.386  0.396  0.393  0.390 0.386 0.365

1.25 0.590 0.583  0.577  0.574  0.569  0.576  0.565  0.554  0.578  0.571  0.566 0.553 0.520

150  0.763 0750  0.745  0.739  0.731  0.744  0.729 0710  0.741  0.731  0.722 0.708 0.661

0.25 0.061 0073 0071 0073 0073 0072 0073 0.072 0072 0072  0.072 0.072 0.073

0.50 0110 0141  0.140  0.140  0.137  0.141  0.137 0136 0.139  0.138  0.136 0.135 0.133
Bepy 075 0196 0253 0251 0250 0244 0254 0251 0.4 0251 0246 0248 0.237 0.225
1.00  0.329 0407  0.402 0395  0.383 0405  0.392 0380 0401  0.390  0.390 0.375 0.345

1.25 0476 0573  0.565  0.550  0.537  0.567  0.548  0.523  0.561  0.541  0.536 0.516 0.470

1.50  0.625 0.709  0.708  0.691  0.671  0.706  0.683 0.652 0.701  0.681  0.672 0.650 0.595

025 0.055 0.061  0.063 0.061  0.060 0.062 0.061 0.061  0.061  0.061 _ 0.060 0.060 0.059

0.50 0.076 0.085 0.086  0.086 0085 0.085 0085 0.084 0085 0.08  0.086 0.086 0.086
Do,y 075 O3 0130 0131 0120 0120 0431 0128 0120 0431 0431 0129 0.128 0.127
’ 1.00 0171 0198  0.197  0.196  0.192 0200 0.195 0.189  0.197  0.194  0.195 0.193 0.187
1.25 0.245 0283  0.280 0276  0.272 0279  0.275 0267 0280 0276  0.273 0.270 0.257

1.50 0.338 0376 0.377 0372 0.363 0377 0370 0359 0376  0.369  0.365 0.358 0.340

025 0.221 0.205 0.205  0.203  0.201  0.204 _ 0.203 _ 0.200 _ 0.206 _ 0.204 _ 0.200 0.202 0.197

0.50 0.710 0.673  0.670  0.666  0.661  0.671  0.659  0.641  0.669  0.662  0.656 0.645 0.608

U,y 075 0979 0967 0.967 0964 0961 0966 0.950  0.942  0.963 0955  0.049 0.935 0.896
’ 1.00  1.000 1.000  1.000  0.999  0.999  1.000  0.999  0.998  1.000  0.999  0.998 0.996 0.987
1.25 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000

1.50  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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Epanenal

Figure 3.3 Power of main effect 8x where F(0): all cases, FR(1): 8=¢, a =af =0,

FR(2): B=c¢, a=0.3c, af =0, FR(8): B=¢, a=af =0.3c
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Abstract

Restriction of completely randomization within a block can be handled by a split
plot factorial design splitted by several plots. 3x3 split plot factorial design with two
fixed main factors and one fixed block shows that powers of the rank transformed
statistic for testing whole plot factorial effect and split plot factorial effect are superior
to those of the parametric statistic when existing effect size is small or the remaining
effect size is relatively smaller than the testing factorial effect size. Powers of the rank
transformed statistic show relatively high level for exponential and double exponential
distributions, whereas powers of the parametric and rank transformed statistic maintain
similar level for normal and uniform distributions. Powers of the parametric and rank
transformed statistic with two fixed main factors and one random block are respectively
lower than those with all fixed factors. Powers of the parametric andrank transformed
statistic for testing split plot factorial effect with two fixed main factors and one random
block are slightly lower than those for testing whole plot factorial effect, but powers of
the rank transformed statistic show comparative advantage over those of the parametric

statistic.

Keywords: Power, rank transformed statistic, split plot effect, whole plot effect, 3x3
split plot factorial design.
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