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&lt;p&gt;Previous chapters:&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;The roulette bias winning method of Garc&#237;a Pelayo&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;Betting system for&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; biased wheels&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;As we can observe, if we have a &#127823;  thousand spins taken from a 

truly random&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; table, without bias, we would hardly find the most spun number having 

something &#127823;  beyond&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; 15 positives. Likewise, we have a soft limit for the best two numbers,

 the two which&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; have been spun &#127823;  the most, of +26. If we continue searching f

or different groups of best&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; numbers, we can center in the sum &#127823;  of the best nine, which h

ave a soft limit of +67. Why&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; the soft limit only? Because the hard limit &#127823;  is too erratic 

and luck might make a number&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; to fire-up without actually having any bias. It is more trustworthy &#

127823;  to work with the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; soft limit, which occurs 95% of the time, making decisions based on it

. These tables&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; are &#127823;  more reliable the larger the numerical group is. Applic

ation to a single number&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; being more doubtful than the sum of &#127823;  the best six, where it 

is harder for luck to&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; interfere in a decisive manner. I make the study only &#127823;  up to

 the best nine, because if&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; there are ten or more best numbers outside the limit, it tells the &#1

27823;  table is entirely&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; good, and this is already studied on the first part.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;How do these tables complement the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; previous analysis? &#127823;  It might be the case that a roulette as 

a whole doesnâ��t goes beyond&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; the soft limit, as we studied &#127823;  at the beginning, but the bes

t four numbers do go beyond.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; They can be bet without much risk, awaiting to &#127823;  collect more

 data which defines with a&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; higher accuracy the quality of the current roulette table. When a roul

ette is &#127823;  truly&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; good, we will likewise reinforce on its quality by proving it does go 

outside of the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; limits set on &#127823;  these tables.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;Always using simulation tests on the computer, this is, in&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; a experimental non-theoretical way, I studied other secondary limits &

#127823;  which assist to&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; complete the analysis of any statistics taken from a roulette. For ins

tance, â��how many&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; consecutive numbers, as &#127823;  they are ordered on the wheel, can 

be throwing positives?â��, or&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; â��How many positives can two consecutive numbers have as &#127823;  a m

aximum?â��. I do not show&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; these tables because they are not essential and only confirm BIAS whic

h should have&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; &#127823;  been detected by the tables previously shown. Any way, we w

ill see some practical&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; examples below.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;So far the system was &#127823;  based on evidence that -although simul

ated- was&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; being empirical; these were made with the help of the computer in orde

r &#127823;  to verify the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; behavior of a random roulette.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;I found the limits up to where luck alone could take it,&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; then &#127823;  I was able to effectuate a comparison with real-life s

tatistics from machines&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; which were clearly showing result outside the limits &#127823;  of pur

e chance, this is, they&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; pointed to trends that would remain throughout its life if their mater

ials would not&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; &#127823;  suffer alterations. These physical abnormalities could be d

ue to pockets of unequal&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; size, however small this inequality, lateral curvatures leaving &#1278

23;  sunken areas with the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; counterweight of other raised areas. Or even a different screwing of t

he walls from the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; pockets &#127823;  collecting the ball so that a harder wall means mor

e bounce. With the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; consequent loss of results that are increased &#127823;  in the neighb

oring pockets which collect&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; these bounced balls with a higher frequency than normal.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;On theoretical grounds I&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; studied areas &#127823;  of mathematics unknown to me, in the probabil

ity branch, and worked a lot&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; with the concept of variance and standard &#127823;  deviations. They 

helped me, but I could not&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; apply them correctly given the complexity of roulette, that is more li

ke &#127823;  a coin with 18&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; sides and 19 crosses bearing different combinatorial situations, which

 invalidate the&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; study with binomials and similar.&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;The &#127823;  major theoretical discovery was forwarded to me&lt;/p&gt

;
&lt;p&gt; by a nephew, who was finishing his career in physics. He referred me &

#127823;  some problems on&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; the randomness of a six-sided die. To do this they were using a tool c

alled the &#171; &#127823;  chi&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; square &#187;, whose formula unraveled -with varying degrees of accura

cy- the perfection or&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; defects from each drawn series. How &#127823;  come nobody had applied

 that to roulette?&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt;I handled&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; myself with absolute certainty in the study of the machines, to which 

&#127823;  the fleet had&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; already pulled out great performance up to that date, thanks to our ex

perimental&lt;/p&gt;
&lt;p&gt; analysis, but theoretical confirmation &#127823;  of these analyzes wo

uld give me a comforting&lt;/p&gt;


