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ERAZIL.

Wy dear 1. Pronco:

1 should have sneweren vour letier belore, but L thought
it as well to have the calenlatiome on the origiual date
fully checked; 28 you will cee thers are a nuwber of small
ulzersjanciesz.

The resrescwn on tlont numbar is really negaiive in
axserimant 4 with 2 slantz to o bad but positlve in experl-
ment B, In neithar casa lu it aignificant, but Lhiv is
no objection tu uelng it, ax dolng ec makes the i esults
comparable with other cases in wnlch the regression on
plant numb.r may be img.ortant.

There ars Lvou curlouws points in the data. {me ia Lhat
experiment B is so much leas accurate than A, @o that the
error from B and from the twe combined le very large per
plot. The eecond is that the differances in the series of

powing dates, which is guite significant in A, showa no
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regular sacuance. Thia effect is aleo the reverce of that
found In 2, so that In ths cumhined experiments time of
thinning cenmtributes nothing, the whole of the ajparent
effects of the two experiments roing into the "interaction”
or discreponcy baetweon them; but, with the large standard

arror this ls probebly to be aacribed to ¢hanca.

1 encloen rintacled sheets, which have been workaed for

me by an Austealian worker, #r. Cheistian.

The address yuu ask for 15 .0r. 4.4, Maszell, School
of Botany, Cambridge, Yniland.

Youra sincerely,



