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1y (fixing solution )

11 camoy's solution
111 g (ethyl alcohol absoluteC2H50H) 300 cc
1.1.2 ( chloroform cHc13) 150 CC.
123 (glacial acetic acid CHICOOH) 50 cc.
( staining solution )

2.1 propiono-camine 2 %

2.11 (carmine ) 24
2.1.2 45 (45% propionic acid ) 100 cc.

45

31 ferric chloride ( FeCI3)

3.1.1 ferric chloride crystal
3.1.2 (distilled water )

ferric chloride crystal



LDja ( regression )
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(X) 00 Control (y)
Gray
0 100
10 54.05
—=—5 y= y=T1.02
= =0
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XY =Ixv - (Ix)dv) = 54050- 770.25 = -229.75

= SXY =-229.75 = -4.595
Sx2 50

Y =y + b(XpX)
50 =77.02-4.595[p&) 5)]
4595 ¥ 22.975 =77.02- 50
4.5% X =27.02 +22.975

9 -4

X" =10.88
LDT) 10.88
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[egression
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( regression )
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LDF)
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(Sx)(Sv) = 1962.40
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Xy
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407.90
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(Xx)2= 625 = 125
Sx2=Ix 2 /EX)2= 18750-125 = 62.50

Ixy =Ixv-(Ix)dv) = 1769.06-1962.40=-193.34

b = ZXY=-19334=-309
Ix2 62,50

Y =y +b(xTx)
50 =78.50 - 3.09[(x 9)]
50 =78.50-3.09 Xp+ 15.45
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=43.95
' 3.09
X0 = 14.22
a LDY 14.22
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10 20 40 60

SOV
Replication
Treatment

Error
Total

2

10 20 40 60 80 100 200

SOV

Replication
Treatment
Error
Total

80 100 200
df

4 0.69
8 30.76
32 545
44 36.90

df ss

4 2186
8§  656.64
32 115.76

44 T794.26

400

MS

0.17
3.85
0.17

400
MS

541
82.08
3.62

F-ratio

1.018
22.65%*

0.01

F-ratio

151 B
22.67*

0.01

18

F-table
005 001
267 397
225 312

F-table
005 001
267 397
225 312
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10 20 40 60 80 100 200 400
SOV df SS MS F-ratio

Replication 4 77086  192.72 2,238
Treatment 8 21119.518 2639.94 30.56**

Error 32 276409 86.38
Total 44 24654472
13
0.01
4
SOV df SS MS F-ratio
Replication 3 162671  542.24 3.98*
Treatment 4 1189.987 297,50 2.18r8
Error 12 163398 136.17
Total 19 4450.68
"D

0.05

F-table
005 001
267 397
225 312
F-table
005 001
349 595
326 541
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Sov df SS MS
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639.99
144,58

480.71
2559.96
1734.94
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Treatment 4
Error 12
Total 19

?
SOV df S MS
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2386.011
1780.166
6194.707
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Error 12
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596.50
148.35
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4.43*

0.05

F-ratio

4.56*
4,02

0.05

F-table
005 001
349 595
326 541
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349 595
326 541
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Sov df SS MS F-ratio

Replication 3 2028.53  676.18 4 56*
Treatment 4 2386.011  596.50 4.02*
Error 12 178017  148.35

Total 19 6194.707

0.05

Sov df SS MS F-ratio

Replication 3 5030.35 1676.78 22.79%*
Treatment 4 2639.327  659.83 8.97**
Error 12 88310 7359

Total 19 8552.777

0.01

F-table
005 001
349 59
326 54l
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SOV df SS MS

Replication 3 696.86  232.29
Treatment 4 5186901  1296.73
Error 12 2195181  182.93
Total 19 8078.942
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SOV df SS MS
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Error 12 665 5.54
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F-ratio

15.15%*
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Treatment 4
Error 12
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Error 12 2.67 0.22
Total 19 10463
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Sov df S MS
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Sov df SS MS F-ratio
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