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E between subjects is possible, unless it is assumed that the interaction term
is 0. With nearly all sets of data this assumption is not warranted, because
the performance of subjects under different pairs of treatments is corre-
lated. Ordinarily in most experiments of this type individual differences
between subjects are of limited interest anyway, because with most vari-
ables that are the object of study the investigator expects a priori substan-
tial differences between subjects.
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g Table 19.1 shows hypothetical data for a one-factor experiment with re-
peated measurements. Rows are individuals, and columns are treatments.
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