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Abstract

The application of the Internet of things in agriculture has made a series of crops problems in dif-
ferent growth periods be well controlled. However, the precise control, to some extent, is also the
reflection of experience and feeling from technicists who take charge in the remote control tech-
nology. This article based on the choice of crops growth optimizing environment, monitoring date
from the agriculture network and construction of model by statistical method of ANOVA, combines
statistical method with agriculture problem in order to accurately and quantificationally discover
the best sites for crop growth and ensure that crops have a suitable growth environment and even-
tually put this method into practice.
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Table 1. Corn variable under different experimental conditions
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Table 2. Data structure of double factor variance analysis in equilibrium state
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Figure 1. Interactive graphics analysis
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Table 4. LSD multiple comparisons (variety)
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Figure 2. Box-plot (variety)
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Table 6. LSD multiple comparisons (fertilizer)
7% 6. LSD Z/MEEER (BERY)

95% E1= X[

1) AER} J) ek PEZEE (- FrRfERZE Sig.
M ) (1-9) AETR g IR i
AEL2 5.73" 0.588 0.000 454 6.92
AEARL )
k3 5.33 0.588 0.000 4.14 6.52
Ak -5.73" 0.588 0.000 -6.92 —-4.54
fERE2
AEAL3 -0.40 0.588 0.500 -1.59 0.79
AEAlL -5.33" 0.588 0.000 -6.52 —-4.14
AEAL3
AEAE2 0.40 0.588 0.500 -0.79 1.59
FT MBI R RETBUCABME T (i) = 2.589. “HIMH ZMH E0.052% B bAi i,
Table 7. Fertilizer deviation contrast
= 7. BERMREXTEE
(AR
REA M 2255 b Hof b 45 JE (K 4R
‘ ) P N s
X LAk BB 3.689
g AE 0
Z5 (il - | 3.689
293 1 F3SME FrRAE IR 22 0.339
Sig 0.000
£ 57 1) 95% B {5 [X [A] R 3.001
R 4377
X b A SRR —2.044
fR&AE 0
Z5y (R %) —-2.044
2450 2 FEE bR 2 0.339
Sig 0.000
£ 57 1) 95% B {5 X [A] BR -2.732
R -1.356
30—
25—
13
x
7= 20
iy
15=
10
T T |
At At2 Aetet3
Nk

Figure 3. Box-plot (fertilizer)
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