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Figure 1 Design of the head-tabl at Ly (27)
( ) . 86, 95, 91, 94, 91, 96, &, 88.
( 1~3 .Fc'=P (F =F9.): Fc'=0039,
Fad=0 047, F'=0115 F,'=0216 Fp'=0.312.
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Figure 2 Design of the head-table at L (3™
( ) :
0.69, 0.54, 0.37, 0.66, 0.75 048 081, 068 0.39;
0.93, 115 0.90, 0.86 0.97 117, 0.99 113, 0.80;
0.69, 1. 10, 0.91, 0.86 116 130, 066 138 0.73.
(AB, AE ) Fa'=4X10 5 Fc'=0011, Fad=0.016, Fr'=
0.075, F'=0.075 Fp'=0 170, Fy'=0269.
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Figure 3 Design of the head-table at L 1¢(4°)

5 ) :
31,46, 33 08, 2536, 25.38, 36 58, 32 88, 29 54, 19.5&;
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35.88, 34 60, 23.40, 27.50, 3522, 33.00, 25.64, 29.54.

C A . [8] ) Fp'=9.7X<10 % F p'=0. 206,
F¢'=0 38.
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Table 1 The result of stochastic simulation without domino effect at L 15(4°)
=0 SFgys > Fos = Fog > Fyyg =0 SFos = Fox = Fogps = Foy
A 74 %1 2. 124 03.921 0. 9% A 50. 035 . 829 27 867 09 285 2. %4
B 75 260 19. 823 03.953 0. 964 B 50. 200 . 89 27 720 09 248 2933
C 75 098 19. 974 03.972 0. 95 C 50. 029 . 889 28 014 09 143 2. 955
D 75 327 19. 843 03. 841 0. 989 D 50. 088 9. 961 28 001 08 971 2.979
A 58 310 06 584 25. 114 07.280 2.712 A 59. 658 . 09 23 550 05 772 1. 920
B 58 614 06 738 24. 970 06.916 2.762 B 59. &7 .339 23 112 05 83 1. 878
C 58 588 06 512 25. 016 07. 14 2.780 C 59. 595 9. 201 23 442 05 727 2. 34
D 58 446 06 650 25. 188 07. 106 2.610 D 59. 742 . 165 23 565 05 01 1. 836
A 69. 286 13 328 20. 786 05. 856 2108 A ®. 678 14. 874 19 515 04 602 1. 494
B 58 168 13 124 20. 540 05. 426 2142 B 59. 739 14. 989 19 350 04 590 1. 422
C 58 156 13 402 20. 616 05. 668 2158 C 59. 400 15.132 19 35 04 563 1. 548
D 58 034 13 764 20. 516 05. 744 1.942 D 59. 688 14. 763 19 54 04 581 1. 43
E 57. 844 13 744 20. 718 05. 630 2 064 E 58. 953 15. 102 19 8% 04 689 1. 359
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0 F H F ’
. 1
( |D) : a <0 25
b b b M
’
7 N1 B
3 XTHEAFREZEZRFA
3 ) H
aa=—1.095 ar,=—0270, ;=0 430, ar,=0, 935; 3)
Qg = =4. 870, « By — 3.475, «a Bg__3. 930, «a B4 —4. 415; (CY)
¢ =—0.595, a,=0. 785, acy=—1 460, ac,=1 270; )
ap,;=0.460, o py=—2 095, aps= 1605 «p=0.030. ®)
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Table2  The result of stochadic simulation with domino effect at L ( £) %
* < F o5 > Fox > Foe > Foo * < Faox > Faox > F 05 > F oo
A 1 57. 914 31. 964 07.930 02 192 A 1 57.914 31964 07 930 02 192
B X 00. 001 06. 273 42 218 5150 B X 00. 001 06.273 42 218 52 508
C 2 43. 754 40. 340 12.333 03 573 C 2 0. 372 46.930 31 454 12 344
D 3R 64 45. 560 16. 679 05 137 D 32 624 45.560 16 679 05 137
A 2 59. 440 27. 744 09. 1% 03 62 A 3 63. 879 25.974 07 521 02 625
B X 0. 146 02 102 08. 470 89 282 B X 00. 672 05. 100 12 768 81 459
C 5 20. 302 32.094 24.770 22 834 C 7 2. 662 33,327 20 925 17 ®BS
D 2. 494 33.414 15.550 08 542 D 49. 875 31. 338 12 600 06 186
A 2 65. 860 25.210 06. 860 02 160 A 3 67.275 24. 417 06 3% 01 911
B X 00. 292 0. 168 14. 640 80 900 B X 0. 855 06. 831 15 942 76 371
C 5 25. 608 36.070 22. 6% 13 626 C 7 31. 680 35.073 19 548 13 698
D 49. 340 32.732 12. 604 05 34 D 53.565 30.921 10 803 04 710
E 73. 508 20. 870 04. 526 01 0% E 73.323 21. 360 04 227 01 B9
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Table 3  The result of stochastic simulation on criticalvalue of stodhastic nomal difference
r G o0 > Fos 600 > F o0 6 005 > Foo G0 > F oo
1 ©) 03. 381 9%.936 01.432 98 4 ® ™. 013 98 168 02 163 98 93
2 10. 050 A 714 06. 667 99 B8 11. 189 98. 872 08 155 99 86
3 13. 265 93.726 09. 072 98 P91 14. 606 98.238 10 847 99 822
4 15. 738 93. 324 10.911 98 800 17. 261 97. 7% 12 910 99 7128
5 17. 874 R. 735 12 461 98 675 19. 540 97. 670 14 665 99 660
1 @) 07. 563 R. 025 4. 470 99 317 @ . 013 97. 798 02 163 99 007
2 17. 170 97. 946 12. 39 99 828 11. 189 98. 653 08 155 99 876
3 21. 123 %. 171 15.963 99 378 14. 606 98. 244 10 847 99 813
4 25. 379 95. 968 18.739 99 384 17. 261 97. 960 12 910 99 768
5 8. 578 95. 740 21. 143 99 355 19. 540 97. 695 14 665 99 770
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On duplicate test of orthogonal experiment design

GUAN Yu, HUANG Bi-heng, WU Zhi-song, XU Qun-fang
(School of Science, Zhejiang Forestry College, Tinan 311300, Zhejiang China)

Abstract: Utilizing computer to make a great scale of stochastic simulation experiments, this paper reveals that if
the difference between levels of the primes exist noteworthily is mainly depended on the sum of its experiment effects

~

and stochastic normal difference. An  approximate calculation fomula is derived: o = 0
I rem©2 a%{

NGa—1) * [Fe ( (a—1), fo) —1]°

twice-experiments should be done at the orthogonal experiment. [ Ch, 3 fig. 3 tab. 10 ref.]

It is proved by stochastic simulation experiments. It is suggested that

Key words. orthogonal experiment design; stochastic simulation; experiment effects; critical-value of stochastic
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