Second Order Probability
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Updating Results Using Bavarian Cereal Yields 1950-2006
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Updating Results Using Baden-Wuerttemberg Cereal Yields 1950-2006

09

0.8 |

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0
1950

1970 1980
Year

T
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.
Hypothesis no.

O©CONOUITAWNE

1990 2000 2010



Second Order Probability

Second Order Probability

Updating Results Using Hesse Cereal Yields 1950-2006
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Updating Results Using Lower Saxony Cereal Yields 1950-2006
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Second Order Probability

Second Order Probability

Updating Results Using North Rhine-Westphalian Cereal Yields 1950-2006
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Second Order Probability

Updating Results Using Saarland Cereal Yields 1950-2006
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