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A comparison of the results on
distinctness decision between the
COYD method and X*-test
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Dataset of meadow fescue (Plant: growth habit atinflorescence emergence)
from year 2010 to 2012 provided by Finland.
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* User’s manual
* Chinese version only
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X3-test

* Chi-squared test, p-value 0.05, often;

+ Continuity-corrected Chi-squared test, not usual;

* Fisher's exact test, depend;

* At least 2 out of 3 years data;

« Cochran criteria: the expected frequencies should be
51, and 20% of them should be >5, if not, combination
of classes needed.
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COYD, data analysis
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COYD, data analysis
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COYD, data analysis

Part I Two-Way Contingency Table
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Part TI: Result-of Distinctness Test
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Comparison of two methods

* Amount of D varieties:

F-test|| COTD
Candidate & | 10(33.3) | 0(0%)
Candidate B | 6(20%) || 0(o%)

* Amount of D varietids by Finlarid:
et CoTD

Candidate & | 6(208) | | 11(36%)
Candidate B | 3(108) | [10(33.36)
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Thanks for your attention!
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