Treatment p—value histogram over 182 Simulations
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Treatment p—value eCDF over 182 Simulations
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I Uniformity Data : Mercer and Hall Wheat
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182 Simulations of 30 Randomizations
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CV over 182 Simulations

NO

Randomizations ordered by CV (C is current)



Frequency

Frequency

Frequency

14

0 2 4 6 8 10

15

10

15

10

Current = 2.058553

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0
Std Dev Pair Distances ( 30 Randomizations )
Current = 14.38889
] I ]
I T T T T T 1
9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Minimum Pair Distances ( 30 Randomizations )
Current = 20.44444
[ ] I
I T T T T T 1
20 21 22 23 24 25 26

Maximum Pair Distances ( 30 Randomizations )



Power Simulations
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