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Abgract :Choosng right datidica method is a key point to inprove qudity and credibility of scientific research.
However ,s0me methods used by biolog s are often unreaonable or even incorrect. For indance ,the normdity and
honogeneity of variance are often negected in the t-tes or Snge Factor Andyssd Variance. Two sample t tegs are
cften enployed to address the difference between muitiple levels in one factor. The Pearn’ sX 2 has been frequently
adopted in the contingency table ,but ingppropriate andyses and irferences are very connon. Fve exanples from the
wildife literatures are used to illudrate the above quedions.
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Tablel Nutritional components d Gymnocypris przewalskii in different river ( % Fresh)
76.51+1.35 18.87£0.71 3.37+0.79 1.42+0.11
78.74+0.56 17.88+0.54 2.26+0.35 1.47+0.10
78.80+0.87 18.32£0.38 1.59+0.01 1.44+0.06
79.66+0.31 17.26 £0.11 1.51+0.53 1.52+0.03
78.37+0.33 18.2240.27 1.85+0.07 1.61+0.13
80.00+1.10 17.55+0.54 1.30+0.17 1.42+0.09
155 3.28 B2 5.09
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Table2 The comparison o Bitterling' s egg found in the left and right gills (indoor experiments)

(%) (%) (%)
6 54.5 5 45.5 5 50
45.5 6 54.5 5 50
P (tted) 0.363 0.341 0.242

3 L3

Table 3 The comparison o Bitterling’ s egg found in the inner and outer gills (indoor experiments)

(%) (%) (%)
4 30.8 3 23.1 3 21. 4
4 30.8 4 30.8 5 35.7
5 38.5 6 46. 2 6 42.9
P 1 0. 898 0.164
(t-tes) 0.823 0.420 0. 475
0. 559 0. 608 0. 004
0 , “ 111 Eﬁ% ﬁﬁ
[6.9]
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Table 4 Census d Crow Pheasant in Guangdong Haifeng Avian Natural Reserve,China
3 R 13 2
0.50 0. 84" 5.33%5.50° 2.17+1.94% 0.33+0.82"
1.67 17.78 7.22 1.11
33.3 66.7 66.7 16.7
A B ,P=0.05 A B:Sgnificant dfferencea P=0.05 levd.
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167 , , (P>0.05)
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Table5 The comparison o gadric contents between different size of Rana limnocharis

(cm)

<3.5(27 ) 44 1 6 17 12 0 4 1 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0
36 4069 ) 112 7 9 19 4 1 8 9 o0 1 3 0 3 9 1 o0 1 o0 O
41 4537 ) e 7 7 5 12 3 1 5 1 O0 0 2 6 11 0 1 2 1 2
46 5024 ) 5 2 10 6 22 2 0 4 0O O O O 6 2 1 0 0 2 1
51 55(10 ) 18 3 4 3 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0O 0

YX?633 45 17.09 683 0 874212 0 O 0 547116 0 0 0O 0 0 0O
6
Table 6 The comparison o gadric contents between different sex o Rana limnocharis
2 2 34 4 9 72 13 0 0 1 3 9 14 1 1 2 0 1
8 14 16 2 4 17 8 2 1 0 0 8 9 2 0 0 3 3

yxz 0.46 059 002 O 003 7.69 0.26 4.06 203

0.49 147 1.5 041 1.57 049 0.9 6.17 323
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Table 7 The comparison o components between gagric

contents and food pdlets
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