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SUMMARY

For a group of split-plot experiments with the same set of
treatments, it is assumed that the error variance is constant for a
particular experiment but it varies from experiment to experiment.
Assuming error variances to be unknown and assuming that the
individual analysis has already been performed, the combined estimate
of contrast of whole-plot treatment parameters, sub-plot treatment
parameters and the whole-plot X sub-plot interaction parameters are
provided. The tests of the above contrasts are also suggested. The
estimation and test are based on the work of James (1951, 1954).
In real data analysis, it is observed that the suggested estimates and tests
are in conformity with the estimates and tests observed in individual
analysis of the experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

In agricultural as well as industrial experiment the result obtained
at a single place in a single season by a single experimeter, however,
accurate it may be, can supply only limited information. So in the
field of agricultural research, the experiment is repeated at a number
of places over a number of seasons. This lead to the problem of
analysis of groups of experiments. If the experiments are conducted
in different locations under different agro-climatic conditions,
there may arise cases of heterogeneous error variances. But on many
occassions the experimenters fail to derive full information on treat-
ment contrasts, as adequate solutions are not available for analysis
of such groups of experiments.



ANALYSIS OF A GROUP OF SPLIT-PLOT 37

Cochran (1937, 1954) was apparently the first author to discuss
the combined analysis of groups of experiments with heterogeneous
error variances. He suggested the weighted combination of the
estimates of treatment parameters from individual experiments.
But weighted combination is not suitable in all experimental con-
ditions and it does not always yield unbiased estimate. The effects
of heterogeneity of error variances are most serious when the analysis
of variance technique is to be used as a method of statistical inference
on treatment parameters. However, the difficulties obviate if the
error variances are known. But in practice the experimenters are not
aware of the error variances and use of estimated error variances as
weights during analysis may vitiate the tests of significance.

In this paper, assuming error variances to be unknown, the com-
bined estimates of treatment parameters of a group of split-plot
experiments are obtained and the corresponding test is provided.
It is assumed that the error variance of a particular experiment is
constant but it varies from experiment to experiment. Thus for the
estimation of treatment parameters usual method of least squares
may be applied. Assuming the individual analysis has already been
performed, the combined estimate and test of treatment parameters
are provided. The estimation and test is based on the work of James
(1951, 1954).

2. ESTIMATION OF TREATMENT EFFECTS FROM
INDIVIDUAL EXPERIMENT

Let a split-plot experiment be repeated over p places. The model
assumed for A-th experiment (h=1,2,..,p)is

Yiign =p+ & + B +ynt + @vnj1 +enip 2.1

where u = general mean, «; = i-th replication effect at h-th place
B7 =j-th whole-plot treatment effect at 4-th place
Yr1 = 1-th sub-plot treatment effect at h-th place
(BYhj1 = interaction j-th whole-plot treatment with 1-th
sub-plot treatment at A-th place
€y = random error
i=1,2,...,nj=1,2,...,q;1=1,2,...,v
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The quantities p, o; 3, '71 and (Bv); are assumed to be fixed

unknown parameters. The error terms e, are normally distributed
with

E(ehiﬂ) =0

E(ehiﬂ, ehi;i,l,)

o ifi=i,j=jandl1=1

Pyor if i=i,j=jandl=1

0 otherwise.

Let the first and second kind of error vaﬁances for h;th experiment be
S, =11 +(v_1)ph]§§

andS?, = (1-py )o?

respectively.. The restrictions on the model (2.1) afe
?'xhi = Zfj=Zy, = ? B = 21 By =0

Then by the least squares procedure the estimates of the para-
meters in the model are obtained as follows:

R=EM=Yy. ., 04= ani=Ypi.. -Yy ...

l}i{f =bpj = 17}:1 —Y, ... Ant =thy = Y, 1-Y o
BVnjr = BOpj1 = ?h.jl "'fh.j. Y+ ..

3. ESTIMATION AND TEST WHEN THE ERROR VARIANCES
ARE UNKNOWN

The main object of this analysis is to test the following hypo—
thesis ,
i) Ho: By=f=...=6 3.1
i) Ho: my=m=.. =7 (3.2)
i) Ho: G111 =B2=2...=267)y 3.3)
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and to estimate the following vectors of contrasts:

- —

g=t =1 0 0...0] B1
1 0 —10...0 B, (3.4)
1 0 0 —...1] | B, ]
(g—1)xq
=1 -1 00...0] ER
1 — 0 -1 0...0 s (3.5)
1 0 0 1] i

(v—-Dxv A

and a similar vector of contrasts of the interaction term (8y);; . Here
BiG=1,2,...,9)and vy (1 =1,2,...,v) are the effect of j-th
whole-plot treatment and 1-th sub-plot treatment respectively for
the experiment as a whole.

Let 71y, T13, - - -, T1p be p vectors of estimates of the (g-1)
contrasts of the ¢ whole-plot treatment effects from first, second,
. . . pth experiment respectively such that

Ilh: 1 -1 0 ... 0 bhl
1 o -1 ... 0 bna (3.6)
1 0 0 -1 bhgq
(a—-1)xq
where h=1,2,...,p.LetDy;,Dy, ...,D;p be variance matrices
of T11, Ty, - . ., T1p respectively. The estimates of these variance

matrices are given such that
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2
vr slh

(g-1)x(g—-1)

3.7

. .. Thp be p vectors of estimates of the (v-1)

contrasts of v sub-plot treatment effects from first, second . . . .
pth experiment respectively such that -

Ty =

o

1
1

1

S

The variance
Dzl, D22, o

Dy =

2

qr

The vector of estimates T3,

-1 0
0-0

0 0

matrices of 121,_T22, ..

0

0..

0..

— -

.. 0 . thi
0 tha

—1_ o-Dxv L_thv

—

(3.8)

. » T, may be denoted as

. » Dyp respectively. The estimates of these variance
matrices are obtained such that

1]

qr

1— 2
qr S2h
2
qr

Tw-Dx@=1)

3.9)

of the (g-1) (v-1) contrasts of ¢v inter-
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action effects from h-th experiment and estimates of its variance
matrix D3, can similarly be defined. Here s%h and s%h are respect-
ively the estimates of first and second kind of error variances from

h-th experiment. These estimates are obtained as usual.

Now for combined of contrasts and test of hypothesis con-
cerning the contrasts the following theorem may be enunciated.

Theorem: Let
3. = ] e
I, = | By, I = Gzl I, =|Bp
Blz 5 Bzz ey sz
Blm—l BZm—l Bpm—l
L — | - - -
are p vectors of estimates of (m-1) contrasts of the m treatment
effects from first, second, . . . . , p-th experiment respectively. The
. expected values of T), (h =1, 2, . ..., p) are the linear functions of
the contrasts of 6;, 6, ..., &, and that they are independently
distributed around these expected values in (m-1) variate normal
distribution whose variance matricesare D, , D, , . . ., D, respectively.

In matrix notation
D(T)=BB (3.10)

where T is the column vectorof Ty, T3, . . ., Tp and B is the
p(v—1) x (v—1) identity matrices. Here.

B =1 B =l I 112 lim &
B, Iy 1y l2m 8,
Bpn-1 Im—11 lm-12 Im — 1m B
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and _ =L (3.11)
IE 1T, T 7
Tn= (B |=|ln 15} lim dn1
By 1y 15, lam dn2
Bim-f [lm-11 lm—12-+. lm_1m dhrrj .
=Ld (3.12)
where 6, (k=1,2,...m) is the k-th treatment effect and dj
(h=1,2,...p)is the estimate of k-th treatment effect at h-th place.
The rank of the matrix L is (m-1). Let D,, D,, . , Dp be the
unbiased estimates of Dy, D,, . .. D, and dlstnbuted mdependently

of T and of each other in Wishart fonns withf}, 5, ..., fp degrees
of freedom respectively. Then under the null hypothesis

[
H,: Byj=By=...=B,_1=0 (3.13)
to the order 1/f;
PIE@-D) oy (L-T)<2h(@)] =« (3.14)
where Wy —b,:l
2h@=x* A +BX)
1 2 .
A=1+ T — z lfh r{l —w ' wy)
B= 1 tr(1—w=! wy )?

oTE [y w2 L2

1 1 PSS DY
+Tz‘ﬁ("(l W™ W) ]

w=X w
P 'h
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T=w'lZw (3.15)
x? is the =% point of x* -variate with (m—1)? d.f.

This theorem can easily be proved on the basis of the work of
James (1954). In practice the statistic

Z Ty (wn T)=Th (@D (3.16)

is to be compared with x2 (4 + B x2). James also discussed that the
statistic (3.16) is exactly distributed as x2 provided f,’s are large.
The hypothesis (3.13) implies that all (m-1) contrasts are insignif-
icant. But it sometimes require to test any of the contrast as signi-
ficant. For this a statistic similar to that given in (3.16) is to be
one element, L is a row vector of m elements such that the sum of
m elements are zero. Then the statistic

Ty T2 - Gy T 3.17)

w

is distributed as x?* with (m-1) d.f., provided f;, are large. For f,
not large enough, James (1951) suggested to compare the statistic
. (3.17) with

W @) =[]+ %}g@ 211’_;. (1-ap]  (3.18)

where x2 is the a% point of x2 -variate with (m-1) d.f. The statistic
(3.15) is to be used as combined estimate of B.

For estimating § and vy the statistics to be computed are T; =
{w 1 w1p Ty Jand T I = [w2 13 wyp Ton 1 respectively. For estimating
the vector of contrasts of the interaction effects, the statistics to be
computed is Ty = [wi'Zw3p T3 I Here wyy, —DfH wan =D3l, wsp

= D3h’ “1 7 Zwyy, wy = Ty, and w3 = Twyy. To test the hypo-

thesis (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) the following test statistics are to com-
puted:
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2 Ty (W Ty) — T (w0 Ty) (3.19)
S Top (Wop Top) — T (wy T (3.20)
and Z T3y (w3, T3p) — T3(w3T3) (3.21)

These statistics are distributed with (¢g-1)2, (»-1)? and [(g-1) (»-1)]?
degrees of freedom respectively.

4. EXAMPLE

The data come from a group of 6 experiments on paddy conduct-
ed in Haringhata Teaching Farm, Kalyani in 1972 and 1974. The
object of the experiments was to study the response of Nitrogen to
different High Yielding Varieties of paddy. The experiments were
conducted in split-plot design of 8 whole-plots per block and 5 sub-
plots per whole-plot. The whole-plot treatments were the 8 different
varieties of paddy and the sub-plot treatments comprised of 5 dif-
ferent levels of application viz., 0, 50, 100, 150 and 200 kg/ha
Nitrogen as A/S. All the experimental conditions were same for the
six experiments and each experiment was repeated three times.

From the individual analysis of the experiments the error mean
sum of squares were observed as follows:

Error Mean Sum of Squares

First kind (s7;) Second Kind (s3,)
0.034293 0.002472
0.027778 0.011372
0.502693 0.175073
0.759071 0.295578
0.163964 0.057776

0.220836 0.059994

Bartlett’s (1937) x2 -test using different values of 5,3 was performed
and first kind of error variances were observed as heterogeneous.
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The second kind of error variances were also observed as heteroge-
neous. Applying the statistic (3.15) the estimates of the vector of
contrasts of the effects of paddy and Nitrogen were observed as fol-
lows: '

- ]

T, = |-0.45531 and T, = |—.25529
~0.62068 —0.17460
~0.35885 —0.0223155
~0.23230 —0.13445
~0.13410
~0.07905
|—0.27090

The statistic (3.19) was computed as 873.78 and 2h(a) for this
statistics was observed as 93.76 with 49 degrees of freedom. For the
statistic (3.20) the value observed was 898.22 as against 2h(a)=29.29
with "16 degrees of freedom. The value of the statistic (3.21) was
computed as 1077.85 against 2h(a) = 876.45 with 764 degrees of
~ freedom.

From the combined analysis it may be concluded that each of
paddy, Nitrogen and their interaction were significantly different.
From the individual analysis it was observed that in all the experi-
ments the effects of Nitrogen were significant. In five out of six
experiments the paddy differences were found significant and only
in three experiments the paddy and Nitrogen interaction differed
significantly. Thus the findings by the present method is in con-
formity with the findings by individual analysis.
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