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of the two methods, the researcher hopes to reject the null hypothef
developed is the better of the two, rather than aratio equal or O,
How large do the two comparative groups have t Qatisti aluation of the null

hypothesis?
Methods/M aterials
1. Construct adata chart of two separate model populations ISOWDY coin flipping with ten

each set cumulatively for each as

Examine whether HO: ul = u2.
4. Inthe second comparative test,
100 datum. Examine whether HO: uX =

Results
PHASE | Test POPULATION A
SET 1 2 3 4 5

RATIO 1: 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.9 0.9
SET 1 2 3 4

Conclusions/Discussion
| was trying to determing
validation of the null

truly achieved ji R
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When a new medical procedure gets tested, alarge population may gette R fmall trial
population. Since the null hypothesis states that there should be . BQOR DETGE the result means

the amount of heads for sample
e B into A to get the comparative ratios; i.e.,

ividual groypsSe{ 10 datum are compared to the larger population of
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