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When a randomized comparative study is carried out, the experiment groups were
often constructed by randomization of nonrandom samples rather than random
sampling from a population in which case the use of classical tests like t or F
can be very inappropriate . Permutation tests were suggested by some researchers
because they are based on exchangeability only. But permutation tests have their
shortcomings and another choice might be to use nonparametric methods. But with
the weaker condition of exchangeability instead of the usual 1.1.d., lots of work
need to be done. For example,we will have to find the null distribution of some
nonparametric test statistics under the condition of exchangeable instead of 11d
random variables, and power can change under this new condition. This report
includes discussions of the power of Wilcoxon rank sum test, and the confidence
coefficient of confidence intervals formed by order statistics under certain

exchangeable conditions .
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