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Abstract

In this paper, the new complex difference method (SSR) is used to analyze the difference of the test
data. The specific data of the single-factor random block design (ANOVA I) in the agricultural field
experiment statistical analysis software are analyzed; 14 d after medicine, the prevention effect of
0.5% matrine aqueous solution, 0.3% azadirachtin emulsifiable concentrate, 2 billion PIB/ml
cabbage genus nuclear polyhedrosis virus suspension agent, 35% chlorantraniliprole wa-
ter-dispersible granules on armyworm was 86.24%, 80.36%, 77.12%, 76.45% respectively; com-
pared with the reference control effect, when at the 1% level, i.e. p = 0.01, the difference is ex-
tremely significant.
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Table 1. Test treatment
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Figure 1. Community buckwheat planting map
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Table 2. Differential significance test (SSR method)
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