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Null Hypothesis Significance Testing : Its

Evolution, Current Use, Misuse, and
Misconceptions

Mao-neng Fred Li

Department of Education,
National Chai-y1 University

Abstract

This paper discusses some uses, misuses, and misconceptions of null
hypothesis significance testing (NHST) in current social science research. First, the
historical development of the Fisher test of significance and the Neyman-Pearson
hypothesis testing are briefly described. Second, several critical issues related to
NHST are discussed (e.g., a and p-values ~ point and range estimation). Third,
several frequently asked questions about NHST are answered: Why should « be
declared before data are collected? Why not use " * | to indicate a significant result?
Are effect size analysis and statistical significance testing equally important? What
is a sufficient sample size? Fourth, several misinterpretations of NHST are also
discussed (e.g., a vs. p-value ~ p-value vs. statistical power, Type-I vs. Type-II error
rates). Finally, to avoid misuse of NHST and ensure more practical or clinical
significance, a two-step procedure (p-value analysis and effect size analysis) is
proposed for evaluating a hypothesis and quality control.

Keywords: Null hypothesis ~ significance testing ~ effect size analysis ~ power ~sample
size



BAEBREFLL R RS L pkayPET B aE

[0

=2
N g

o}

i & B3K A ¥ 124 B (null hypothesis significance testing > 12 T f§ i NHST)
AR AP FOPe o ARpE - SR PR RPAITFH L AL L8 e
Frooph F 2o L R/MEE KL Fri b ik 2 (Gliner, Leech, & Morgan, 2002) -
&pii » NHST i ﬁmﬁ%y:pwii¢«%am~ )% B eaié * pE
=0 2k i@ (effectsize F 52 5 487 2 &) LWL PERFET &
FPEEL ~gEEPEFT PR ZiPH* M B TR FKE S AT P A
y{%%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%a%ﬁ*?‘¥—ﬁﬂ%§“”:ﬁﬂ%§&€@°

W AP Eaorf &5 )M AR 0 i ¥ F & ¥ Neyman-Pearson 3¢
TH*p<.05 ) PR F A KA FEY ?’f WG e B BREN AT o
B9 > NHSTews 23 £ VRS R ek e > v {+fﬁ'Flsherhk’Neyman Pearson
BRI MBS 2Z B A 0 11940~1960# * F” v Emd Hov st 2B
£ > iz‘ﬁ—‘-‘}ﬁ'rf o R o R R M 4 TR DM | A% 4¢\1940-& & F’“iz\,—- 'IR
1A b HINHSTe#5  (Kline, 2004 5 Thompson, 2001) » < ¢ & 313 7 402
};;#L "JNHSTWT/‘? B E A plm LA T JENHSToh e s L4 5
%’g? e BReNgE LB o L g’&(’“: > F P ENHST & Fyp 3 1+ ™ 207
8 0T ALK £ X (null hypothesw) 2 hr ¥ M4+ % (significance testing )
b2 PR R4 o LB IFIINHSTEARY #1472 chip M ARE#F L > AL

;1}?*/37‘7\@

FONHSTZ 4 2 {2 w8 8 S 5% 5

A3k NHST e ¢ f i » 0% 7 3% g (8338 % (7 Pearson ¥ Fisher e
F4 % € o Pearson § & £ ix 4 4 213t Biometrika H# T A S o d 3 hd L
Mgz £ Her é/fﬂpim? ¥ —’!Pgér_ rA] R RN ”fr&; # #A Fisher m?frﬁli”"'
bt HRE AR ko 4 FhitF 7 Fisher % % f22 i o Fisher &
Pearson ﬂ‘\ian{%‘«*? Galton B F# Fi 471 7> wFa A F L EH4p
% > if ¢ Fisher >t 1919 & J£% %A Pearson + & 4 1 ¥ » §5 7| Rothamsted f %
PRI W] TR ¢ H ot Toesplgg® | 1 (Fehd o i fFehi®a e
T BT k2 2 I ﬁﬁﬁﬁOﬁi f%ﬁ%?%(ﬁit’mm;
Salsburg, 2001 ) o Fisher triz B2 # E NS R #icr {723 2 2 P 7 B L k2 50 -
*S,E*ﬁ BLEFALNF F 27T 0 F XA EEFR Y R .;155«?? RALE R

+ o I %1 Neyman-Pearson 0K % % (hypothesis testmg, LHde® 7ﬁa—~ =3
* uﬁ_;‘f ) 27 Fisher 3\ g ¥ |+ 4 5% (s1gn1ﬁcance testing, & iz* 4 ﬁp-\ LpiEE)
ETERSG S Z2Hm ) :i“"” PE 25 L8 I“*m(Dems 2001 Gigerenzer, 2004 )

™ T L ¥ Fisher % #F #73#& :': _mﬁ i E e A T P e T

( Gigerenzer, 2004 )

— R HRNTEE G LR (NS 0) mAEBERKH B2 P ELH: K
KT BEK



e EK AR F L e RAEH R RlRAET] B NE

~ .05 2 &njﬁg%“,kigufﬁ‘aﬁ;i Bk o BAcE FIEFORE > TRASY
B3k 5 0 p<05-~p<Ol & p<00l FF2 77 % (REFBTFEp EcHL)
f )
‘7?IIIFT BB\ Ao
3—ﬂﬂpp¥;£ziﬂ_ﬁ%my,*w\; :ﬁﬁi@t%ﬁ:y;@_* ,_y:rm)?ﬁ‘
’*ﬁ{Nwmm%mm§MﬂwﬂFﬁ’wiﬁmawﬁﬁiwﬁHmﬁ
’F;\r}: U%ﬁ%"%%ﬁglj e T
- sFEAR b2 BaE B Hye - T E AR AAM S 0GR E B
CRBFRETH O PR TERE A, 2 B AL BT p e iy
Bh 3 BREFRDAVeNo2 R s B2 MR W p L4 pm031)
FRHO05FFHISNAEEFLRE S TG E AR BERZFEPNES DR
%Eo
CBAC G T R AR UpE s A i A E o

It

“;1%\* A

Iy

W

d Pz o Fisher 3 i A3 FHamap B2V IES S EpGz 2 AR E
B pERIFEFTHRER ﬂ&&ﬁiﬁmﬁﬂmmﬁli% =< (Sterne,
2002)> @ * pfﬁﬁ”;gﬁF"?"’t’@’«Liw BLiA- % 0 o Fisher 4 3% r“#& Hoe 2 %
AR T a0 P RRL ML piEa A TIESR N ER DD ET 4%3’»‘“*?‘{»% R
—%Z/,,\;%;ﬁi Wk e H=t o AV B2 £ B % Neyman-Pearson &
FPtm (HAN-P ) g sk B & FIaeT o (03 7B 0200 e
- ~ BRI H & H e
\wiﬁﬁfﬁfﬂ*wﬁiﬁﬁﬁmo
CBERBARITELL a~ fEEAL ] o
‘%“ifiafﬁ% P RFRETIRAE S RAIESREERE -

P EHEARDE -
N 3&“175\/1? AR HoiﬁﬂmHl (= &)

|

m

<y e

sl

Fisher ¥t &8 ¥ 22 7 2_ 1 g2 iv;% » X 7| = & ;2 8 7% Neyman-Pearson
mggF ;, v 8 PR G N-P 2 00 0% Bend® 24 4 B0 o B AR S B Hy
AT FEE M2 T B2 ERT B NRREBHPER LT
At i’iﬂi Ho ¥ 4% 4r 12 $3 > iz &_Fisher & ¥ 144 5% ¥ Neyman-Pearson 3K 4
Eﬁﬁx : ;’i’fLrL_- e P ) H1 8 Hg o

PER T ARy iy ﬂ it & % a~ fiENdE F T g7 (cost-benefit trade-off)
AR '*’ %ﬂﬁ R 3L 5 P #E2. > » PF o Neyman £ Pearson e ¥ ¥ Jjg % — #7345
WA DA E  NEFEEMTRFAL cFa NPl B2 AR 2a~f
1%1%@%*&“’&wﬁﬁ%?*ﬁ%’iﬁ oN-Pj2i72F & HF*
1 ¥ 5 g b (Gigerenzer, 2004) o 4038 p (& % >1.049 &2 p & % 3,051
PP Tl P05 B E R RS AR D A Bt 105 2 B E K
i§°§3f’*\55~pmi§l ’J"é'v}’:"ﬁfxx Jm/i‘ﬁ\°ﬁ?’£§ ’Ff“lif’ﬂb%‘/jf

¢ 0 BHAe- BAGHTERRG L £ ¥ 4% Steiger (2004)

2 % B & 53X 4 %2 (arange hypothesis i2 » 32 18 42); & % 5 p E7
<ol BARHE B F R ESAR 0 A € A4 b it 2 F4f o Fisher J\m&;'—g]%
FTHETIFEPPRE > pREFE YR AR BRI T EINEFETIES
B BIK GBS A ) > Fpt Hoard) anBg F -k (level of significance > o)



BABREFREYROFE S RIEEGL RlHAET 5L NE

I E3p E A Neyman ~ Pearson eha p R E5 v % » 37 it LERP S a
ﬁp@ﬂ%miﬂo

d % Neyman-Pearson £ Fisher $3% %3+ 4 S chp 2 & & - X 5 p o H
AGEE kB P FF 30 REDRLFH 2 'f“lm’ﬁ pe W%F*”’ "%
%4%ﬁ*urwaJ¢ﬁmﬁL§ FEE B (Gill, 2007) > 2 5 m & B

BMEFELY% (NHST) » @V e £ EMEF B HL2RF 0o io- BEEH
;\ fi # + Neyman -~ Pearson ¥? Fisher %ui* < E# i % ;& £, > Hubbard ¥ Bayarri
(2003) ~ Gigerenzer (2004) & * ™R i iz d - BB & A RILH YL > 1 %Y
P B2 A BEREFLY %

R A R B B T uﬁ; AT E S > FAH oz i

oLk ?;J: #p A48 352 *t »Neyman-Pearson # & F pF#% 1) Hy 2 Hy> & Fisher
A5k A FFinf’ﬁ‘f’E*’“ﬁHo’ FHf H Fla@gzBRy -+ 5
qFiEor ;‘ P& e 2 B3R A F & /2 (Denis, 2001 ) o &4 > 33 3 ¥ & e
THW (T HEERRERE ) L“ﬁé%;ﬁa&’ﬁ_’l 1400 £ » 2. 5 A L F 6§ R e B
GRS BB R S BREEERE el o i 2
o eng 2 0 SRAD %%ﬁﬂkw§ oo ¥ d & TZIP o F) > Denis (2001) #%

ATl g £ S st IF REpLE Y (FE) o2 BXR (conceptual alternative )
SThEL o BIREFTY jL F' 7 ’tffj'ﬁfﬁj Fe %\»ﬁi I E TR 2GR o2 d ko gt
b en¥f 2 BRR o %k B Neyman-Pearson ih 2 » 5 & BRKARIES o $ 2 BaX
$$ﬁ?‘*’ wﬁmfﬁﬁgm%£ﬁﬁxﬁmb’waKNPgmﬁ
Bho PRA P O BRK AR B2 B A 2 R FIRGR > Bl R FIBGRT L F
AEB > FIP G R ﬁ B ? VR G- ke blde o 3 T B Y L
’%%*pﬁ’%ﬁﬂﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬂ%Wﬂﬁ%ﬁ,'&’Iﬁuﬁﬁm%@
FARF FRHEHZEBER ITHRBEERSIZ o B RIPFRERE LR AR
& T % pEL LIS TR L R @ ?L'%-ff? ATER o

d pbpRz. o B PR BRGS0 T AR A PEA L s B - TS
= ?‘gpm + iR ?’ﬂg%‘»‘gaﬁl’ %ﬁ’lﬁ“&fﬁéﬁi@‘i E‘EEE,; » 7R )
FLEANELANH BN RS ARBERZE 0 TRRLT REWIES
BEBRORTF] > ARZESREEXZE AL AN B2 BRUAIF
KE G- L% UF- »Wwﬁ%§¥ S A N B R R IR
FEOREZEF VO ERPEEBER > N FHFEF RL L LR OPEE BER
* AN S ?5H4°Ww’% e g Rk LE @ TR L

i 24
LA R LT T LR S L R B R



B BB F LY R RALE R RHATEI] S ME

Convm)
ﬁgm@_}éﬂﬁiﬁ
. - T - f;—“

W- 2 %47 iR

% ~ NHST ¥ %427 he & k38

g 4 N-P % 5 £ NHST [ ehi i > 2T 2 3%t Be 3 4% N-P ek Bk o fe i
A% Fisher ¢13 36  NHST ¥ s tif % 2 4 & pid} @ $2 B2 AR BR 2
HERR] S B DA FE D BB B SN N § o A im
PHERA G B AE BRI REFT LA BRR TR AP %S 1 B
HEE A AL 2 RG] T AR B R - b RP B 1R
;ﬁiiiﬁﬁﬂﬂ§§”°

- ERYERBERZK TR
Linacre (2010) 3% 5 i & BGK iE 45 T AR P 0f ff B BEA T bldo o 2ip
B Foplioe B (dimensionality) A 47PF » F AP E & {50 G 4 angdp RES
RIBFH S o P AP T OS BRR TR S e R L AR
% B 24 TF“%’-Q g 25 @ 4}, 4 rf‘!;ﬁ:}fi; j\iE'“? /?'J:%E?#"rﬁﬁ r“"’}ifﬁ v FOR-E R
R TAE § O w P 5 B o S BRI skeh e X
FRBLZ AL E 7RG RESFL 2 B8 RO H B ] BR O HH,
B HZ 827 T AE- RS
(- ) BREHFEDFL A (bl4r: 72 51Q Br2 2 ) 23 H2 BEx -
P ERLR TG LhAAN LR B BRI WO RS
B B
(=) #-u 4 end SE(HEE EB)R 5 AR BR (bldr: F B R 40§ 57
s 80%11 b A REE ) o &
(2) i Bt T ie s v B - BR O * | SER L5 B
BB (blhet @5 F G R22]) o ] a b 6T L L DPERPR -



B BB E S SR~ RUMBFL RlRATET B NE

e
\v

’

fﬂ T 5
&
N\

2
“Ev

Iy

2 R R R A
p-value)* st 2% e (7 8 ¥ -k % (observed significance level ) e
L B3R Ho 7 AR ARG ehd 1 A ¥ -k 2 (the smallest value of « for which
er eJected) p BT MEANGE TR EIIEG L EBREF 7B
T4 apf—mﬁ“—@ "E’F”'*‘?ii“r?}i CazE) N ‘fi‘lfﬁéf—m%ﬁ—a"l\—?a
Fg & % %aﬁ ME- ez 2o ang‘{ﬁﬂ’i"ﬁﬁ‘;‘;m
mfﬁgﬁfﬂ p @& (thecriticalpvalue) ; m p EF_: BFm & BEX L L
@ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬂ$“ﬂi&7&ﬁ ﬁ¥&g$”***&iﬁ
(ta11probab1l1ty) s iE sk (P(X2D|H,)) #/ pF > k4
AR E ‘“Lﬂ'mﬁﬁxa e (F75a 0 1998) o p et
5@1\»\53 Pl ER Y EHD T 4o ME - 2 iz 1,.56Ep B
CIH> e B R
S(2>FH AT R) LB E
(=) iﬁ‘iH DU g = B BB
=(Z<HHIFE) 25
<;>¢Hpu¢%%&v%%’

|

©
for

\x

=
on

oca

luﬁ

v*?"?

T & owe ?f;r; iﬂrc‘

1, Ty

% "
«J“i’ :\m L :mah}

2
l

Do PR BT
W

—~ = B |k i BN o
“FEEE B - &

=

=(Z>FSHNFE) 2 WF (< TR E) 25 o
B BT E 100%05 s & FFH T E SR 2L S o MER LT

GEELRE TEg S TR RS R T SRS X

WE o

BiEa8 56 &l fd

ey
Ho: w =g %
Hl: m» =80 H

R 3

p iz 4

3

=

b

-~

]

1y

VR Ab o FHEZBERLCRERSR (H:u>60) FFo 2 p Es
2> A E 25 4k ifE'JEfE'J%%(HII/!<60) pfﬁi‘ Z<
TEATE W s den RS (Hiuz60) o p%i*‘rz<é SR
AR 2P+ T I>D R E | 2 F o blde BRAREL R
RS hT R 6041 RENACEIBFR AERY L
FIE 4 g Ry T od s 64@’6711%%?&5 24 o itiFz BPT BR{S o
S RPN S Sl Lbféii 133‘ <% 0.1587 » 7“?"’%’3@351 B4 madiRs B
mli’!@:rawé\iﬁﬁ P ETIE A4 EE R AenT s 64 A K
3 016 H kit (observedZscore) 2y L

ETIS

ETTN



e EK AR F L e RAEH R RlRAET] B NE

_ 64-60
T 24

V36

p &=p(z>1.0)=.1587

=1.0

pERFE- BEEHF p(X >64[H,:u=60)=.16 oﬁ*?‘i,p;‘g&ﬂzg
BT BEH i u=60 5 B s o ﬁdxlfﬂ&x>64mﬁw 5 u 9

d 2 By Ao p BT E R R BERSE %}k;'%,~q_\$ Ho % 2 P »
gﬁi%ﬁ%iﬁi@d%ﬁ°$pﬁﬁ+%’ﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁ”m&ﬂﬁi
BoAvh & BX L AR A STV RF L BROT L FPT L BIES TR

B o

= p BEE B a it Bk N

d >+ Neyman-Pearson ¥ Fisher $f3t 303t 4 ez ghit £ - H 5 p 5 30
NHST l__P{T}? 3 ms’ BT R A s *)5 Jk"/}!ﬂ" ;}71:9* N-P g2/ & /% : % %A i
B gl *mp £ FE5 5 - FLkE 5 ﬁbﬁﬂ”“i‘ﬁla‘** Fisher sr1p 82 -
LHRApEFLF T A REE:

(=) — ¥ ™ 2 SPSS/SAS ¥u3- friliso ¢ 1 $53F 2 p-value » A7 § ¥ ¥ 14995
AEFHFATEEGREBER > AL AREEL o

FEOKEE AT YRS R 2R
ZIEE IR RN i ;ﬁz;&; PEXT L%
U e
5 e MH = gy = =y R

<—>ﬁ%pm’pmﬁﬂu&ﬁgm
Yebop BB pthe ¢ gt 2 0
SRR LIrEY Bz PR VTS

B o P Aol

LA FEp B4R
(1) (p=0.01<a=0.05) -
(2) (F(3,76)=4.27,p =0.008,a = 0.05) >
(3) (F=427,df =3/36,p=0.008, =0.05)
bo i B ik % (F =4.27,df =3/36,p/2=0.008,0 =0.05)° A7 § ¥ Jis * p& >

BoH - e ugp sV °/ngb F,{zr',ﬁ;\ét‘,,_ xSk B E 2 5 P;l];}i 2 N3
¢ oo

24k p EIF 4 E
(1) (p<0.05) >
(2) (F(3,76)=4.27,p<0.05) >
(3) (F=4.27,df =3/36,p<0.05) -
b H e 2t (F=427,df =3/36,p/2<0.05) - 4 K s * pF > B H -
Y AR A P E ognw_%z.;,rﬁécﬁ__,;% B T 2 g o~} }IJ;JL- P2 N3P oo

P Mg R AT 4
i d 3t Fisher chitis 3550 L ¥ - 3B ¥ - A FEY R

FELCEATHA o % 2 WAl A DB S I R m R B S
At %4 (power) 7 A H 2 BR B ARG B R BRI S (£



BB BB F T RATE  RAE L RlRSAET] B MR

g“g] - RN BT ) T BALE Y LR P R Mok R % T u‘—’ RS
"~

2o R AR A BR L ERF R i""ﬁ%"‘#%-f}"/i" R s S (f)
Mokt sk 4 W E_E H 2 RK ﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂ’iﬂgéﬁﬁ# Ei.ﬁf—&:mﬁﬁ
(1-B)° £ ¥ 34 SPSS & SAS » H ¥zt g4 it Bl §F v stz
Pty A F A At kY 2 AR KI——*’D'FHM: Al

) st > L

T Mk A X WP IRE }1 Tk P NIEA P R EGEEE K ) o Fp o "L‘F
4 "ﬂrﬁgpéﬁ'ﬂ’w@ii WHNERIOE 3 é‘ﬂiﬁ%”f‘ﬁ;’%pﬁ'ﬂ

- BETE A L aE RN ST R T g 7 ﬁxﬁmﬁhni/zz:
Wl frofrdliE 2 0 F G ol folE ek “””’,B‘fh’ By A Ol o
o T ,é-%i’ﬁ?.ﬁﬂ?%g'*?’l”ii— FFehS 2 G R A ] ] 3 f!”* (ES
MR EGPIE L E > REFMIFH 2T %S - U g RTEE L s
B R AR 3 A LI T e ~r&v%$w’i
P eie B 3-8 Sk o

2= 025

i

BB

= |

l
-1.04 O Z
W= peiztdsk4 vty H:u=50,H,:u=65

i(,ﬂ iﬂg‘—rz feT 2 kit g4 > U H u= 50’0‘——5;1)71]"',5'%
E»,_%zﬁ k2 g ER T el B (dea/2=.025pF 5 k2 ek
I_E';;—; 196)  HF Y 196 “t¥ B2 it B B = ¥ 2 4o~ B
59.8(1.96*5+50) - H= o By 2833 H s =065 > 07_5 v Tl oA E f—'-;i:
59.8 Bt 65 tz A $((59.8-65)/5=-1.04)o d st z ATV F I H FHrz=074
oz 4% 5 3508 0 @ J° % - AEAI4E 2 1 5 BiE % 30.1492(=.5-3508) « F]ut >
HsztF g4 4 1 1-.1492=8508 o pL3d st 4 v T N RE D50

"=

+.3508=.8508 -



BB BB F T RATE  RAE L RlRSAET] B MR

I ~BmEBRYHRE R & BR Y %

Steiger (2004) % % 2L & 3K (point null hypothesis) 2 it sl o
WA R R & B Y %2 (loose/range null hypothesis) { Eéji‘éf o F Wi
B ¥ K3t ehfp A2 (reject-support hypothesis testing) > § £ 477 ¥ 1 5% E 4

% r'v'ﬂ”accept -support”¥ % = ;* (Steiger, 2004) > = ﬁk’ﬂ 7 "ﬁ M FET T H
j\ #Fpoe f’fi,ﬂmHl’f*ﬁﬂﬂﬁj‘J*ﬁ” Ho 22 +282%F » kx4Fp
N ,—»_,_L’I‘JHO Ib.%zmﬁ—u.y%;—g NBCF R4 Bt b F] L 4 st
FEERP I RO F EF A R%RS BEF E LT R (a test of
bioequivalence) > @ 2L F,%L@’ﬁ i8> ﬂt“ﬁﬂ”“—*ﬁi@#%i{ Hy 22 o d pt
Bz o % - SAE R - AR E S I SRR 0 B AREY
H B RS BE R B R o bl BACE T & eSS iR Rk
%ﬂ\?#ﬁ}’? FREITA PRI Z LRI 2T ”Pﬁia/»’ﬁ FEFrAEL
& A R trivial difference) > Fp o ﬁé,ﬁ‘v“ﬂ', ek AL o HIDH Vb
EEXRIH B3y -, <43 (B FRBHEI 2 BHEF > 2 2477 ﬂ%ﬁ’ LB
) A Bsemans VAT e s R

leﬂl_/u2>3
5% oM <=3 Hyipy =y, >3 .
Ho e 23 Hytw—p, <3

FLHEEA Bm R BRRIERE 0 LT EA R HL R (y )
AERFLRE CATFIECHEFFex. Mo=05 56> (,ul—,uz)irl.96*(0'/\/ﬁ)]
%igﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ’?ﬂlﬁ%@ﬁﬁ&@ibﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁ%@;
E R I L T i ﬁ:ﬁ\:w;‘; Fenid B E 4 B e‘%ﬁfg’; B oot E ST LT
ZRGLHREFEFECERFLET L4012 (Kﬂah?]‘l ) o %R ER
C\‘é‘?ﬁg‘&%i/p)\gﬁmlﬁiﬁ\gFﬂ—VP\B? F'Pz\'rﬁfé,);\"‘ﬂ' A B AERFLE -
é%@%iﬁ%@*if‘:iﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ97 hpE s R Tﬁfé)?“w/éﬁ" LR
RMEFLAR -3 FERRRAEEACTEFE N AL PE > LT3 fAR

=2

2.3 B H pEXY

WL R AG TH FERLEFAT AL SAARZ G W g 22
BB B E T AR LA R R S e -

| — BRAZER

| T
| T I —y mEzs
—“EBcl— -3 +3

| R

| IL T —S mEzs

-3 +3 LepmEcl

R MHEC]

| | N
-3 \» +3 J
EHCI

e 785 i”;l A L ip&F’& e



BEBREFEYROFE RMEGFL PIRAFET] B AR

ANt e 4 A Q%ZESJS_‘?]—%
34 %4 (Power) Eip it ARiE % i & R S > @ PR 5%

gia & & 5

(=) B¥ L?’*}ﬁ@i;{%;@@O

(Z)fEh2 ] fAgras ks 43 -

(z) 2R g %ﬂf‘ﬁ—k k4 ,4@."

(2) skt | > LBEGA BT 48 ¢

() RlB1L L2 0 2k Gk fenT% 43 -
TABMEF RSN TR T L Sk G ,E:riv,%lz L v P A

S5 °.LE'.LH’ AN SAEIPE : I N J BBk B AL o L_Ol“’t’ﬁfi‘»—\/} R

R T

S - | 4%’WW“l*m%V”Udﬁ F 3R

Xifhz_ % + &% IE'JF% j\ B e A % lﬁ—#f}ﬁLL'f fiﬂiﬁ?-\ QHEEE
@?m“wﬁwA%wN 104 4 7] 100p% ) » 534 5% g4momu,pm
F U FAFENHSTE I3 ¥ K B pr > F LA PR & 4 ) & EAJE 2% TR
Bde Bk A < TR o TR Fi;m%%ﬁ@ WiET S o I NHSTR*

P
b A R R o E - AT F T MR E S TR O B ﬁ&&*%ﬂ’
"'T‘?'P;b-‘i—?;‘ﬁ:}% PR iﬁxf'&i{-‘% B M B Mok BT A Hy o Bk
WA AR B A B A FETRESTERY ~~“F“’J\-§ V- fEidz lE

?”ﬁ%mﬂf%%’*F*iﬁwMgﬁﬁiﬁ%w'mguﬁﬁﬁLMLmﬂ&
Motk Eeniit A s 4 o FTRAFEI R kB st e TiEF
'H—Jﬁ/%mw? J°

L=
0w _|
o
w _|
?‘.ﬁ [ ]
1
B S
3
o
o
o |
{=]
| T | | [
-1.0 -05 00 05 10

EABE - 5
Bl AL ) s d st a9k F2 B % (B p Carstensen, 2002)

SNk kB2 T

E O UL RE R E %ﬁ' T HE Avimd SPSS 2 #F A ¢ EEBLF
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A, = LB Bo | m-w
O

HEH | Wy — Wy | oEEEED
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S {EEI{RE 1. 1|r
~ EMERE - 2. o¥

55 2L =

- A
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ARUE 3 R ER R RN RS %’@—%%i%T’Uﬂﬁﬁ
2B
55 — (k - 1IMS
w3 e~ K~ 1M w mmewe mesectia)
55 T + LIS gFh)
55 _
4 = % (1 = BEi5 FEESE |, HAE EHE )
T
My ? = 22 et . (partiall M, SpomiRiE
r S5 o 4 55 o i -
VIS — M5
e = effect W ( BEEEE T
55
T ——
S5 T

2R T ok @R R T M G Pt E 25

AR

i (2002) ke o T4 A fEACE A ) e B L sk Eend iKF F T

BEAFELBEAFTTHTA AR > F X5 o) o R T o

% #4248 > Cohen (1988,1992) # 41T 7| en/esk iz B » I—P;L‘—*Ffv A &

L

v

1. 4 2c% @ LB >80 4B %> .50 » »c% & 1 R?>.26 » n’>.14 > £> .40

2. P2k i LB E>50 4B A#c>30 > 2k ® I R*>.13 > n?>.06 0 £>.25

3. okt ZRE>20 49k %#>.10 0 2% & 1 R*>.02 > n°>.01 5 £>.10
BEUA 18422 F# Fdormf]* SPSS3HH p @« sk e st

TS AR 2 R

21 HERPHE L

i SR phiE

o TR TEE 1 &
RomE 783 269 5
Y 6.5 242 9
il 729 256 ”

12



B BB E S SR~ RUMBFL RlRATET B NE

12 RREAFHER A
Moncent. £ HEERTHTE

LB HEE  THESN FHE  EEM EeTH @ el
FrEs 1 7.042 1076 a1l 047 1,076 168
Intercept 1 1276042 195064 000 299 195 064 1.000
A& 1 7.042 1076 a1l 047 1.076 168
s 22 6.542

el 24

TR R T 23

a @ alpha= 0552 VSIS AR

Ry 22 FAL - jFasak @~ P4 %4 - EpiE 23 E 2 E%
sk 'ﬁg%ﬁﬁ‘—l u%p&."%@—irﬁg % o 22 ¥n’ ~ NCP ~ power#? pig 2. 2 3% i% 7]

1. NCP=SSA/MSE=7.042/6.542=1.076=F*df,=1.076*1=1.076 -
Sseffect F * dfb 1.076

2. = = - 047 » 32 1) % SPSS AP £ &
NSs, 4SS, Fsdf, +df, 1076+ 22 =51 f

3+ 5 Power£2pia o
3. power=1-NCDF.F(q,df1,df2,NCP)=1-NCDF.F(4.3015,1,22,1.076)=.1682> 3% # q
SRR E
4. p=1-CDF.F(NCP,1,22)=311 -

F 5 tE 5% AANOVAZ ] » - Bt B2 pit ~ »ck B AL %4 » 7
1% ANOVAFRF £ $17 - 9 23 1?'7'} | * SPSS#@) 4% 5% | General linear model |
2_ M'Univariate | & " Multivariate | © “L § ¥ » 8% [ Options | (4B = #77 ) >

A UARLE ¢ EhiE T Estimates of effect size | 2 T Observed power | » 7 18 F|n?
Bt a4 g% TMeans | T e g ¢ o 2hiE [Options | » £ DI edh
% 7 8LiE T Anovatableandeta ;| (4c@-= ¥ ) o TE # E‘an °

Univariaie: Oplions

Estunated Maggpnal Means
Factoris) arsd Factor Inberac o Diasplay kenns for
VERALL)

-

[ I
Diisplaz
l Dregrnptive siatishcs |
fer Erstimestes of effect sime [i&
(o DEmn-td poviini] I Besidual phot

tr oshmatns I Leeck of fit
I Contrast cosiifoment meatns I Denernl estomsbles funebon
Signifcance beyel [o5 Confidence intervaly are 958
Cariunns I Cancel | Help |

B+ GLME %57 syt dmicd B2 % 2
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Stetistios: Cell Statistics:

MMedian ~ Mean
I:l':n:lu Ed Mﬂdlﬂ.'ﬂ. Hum'hzr Ef l:ﬂn:

2ed. Ern:-r af Kurtos
Elewsness

2td. Exror of Slkewine
He.'nnnnic Mue.n ot

NN 1:7{7]\—",]&%%1
Frikirzf R aemy i - BERRE > U A DHE A AL

» Wz i‘?“”%%” ERFMONIE > BT R RIpiE 2 5% T 1Y
FoA 2 iR o B Y Jﬁ*“ﬁﬂ"”if A0 WRIEE Lﬁﬁlﬁ** oo TR T 2R A
PR NE] o FARBIPF A Y -"z#’,p A B Cohen (1988)
é‘\'—" V:gi;w ’/7577‘1’)"":‘7%4 ?]z\ ’-w»ra F‘.B?%J ° Pﬁ*/i‘ﬁl‘rﬂ? > B o P *

CHRARYI T s (5 0 2002)- %.ﬂ 42 i G*POWER 3.0 #it
%8 (Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2008 ) ~ 3%$x %87 &3 ivx 5 ¥ £ 4L 3 4%
BEE o @*mphilzgog P T %4 - ’fu?‘L‘;’ E o~ HRIAER 2
Bt g Mok B2 s 0 3‘#&»%’ L‘_h?] ~ 2T & ¢ [ [nput Parameters | ¢
JARE R OE O~ AP BE Sl 0 Bde %'PJ % & ~ a~ power ~ ¥ NI/N2 2_t g o
B &7 TCalculate ; 412 4 = /| ¥ ¢ &+ T & eh T Output Parameters |
dU AT P AR e f%’*iﬂ"ﬁﬁzii'%"ﬁ]gﬂ W & BRX S EEH2BERL LD
PHRAF TR FRATER B ¥ - AR (o) it ) 8% D A
3% (B) &+ - G'POWER 3.0 e7F FAR L
http://www.psycho.uni-duesseldorf.de/aap/projects/gpower °
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[ifs. G*Power 2.0_10

Fil= Edit Wiew Tests Calculator Help
Central and noncentral distributions | Protocol of power analyses
critical t =2.00856
—_—
-~ ~
< h
’ hY
0.3 s “
A hY
s A
4 , "
0.z v \
4 by
£ ~
4 .
0.1 il o ~
- 2 ™
- = = —
o T T T — T T T
-3 -2 —1l o 1 2 3 4 5
Test farmily Statistical test
ttests e Means: Difference between two independent means (wo groups) -
Twpe of power analysis
A priori: Compute required sample size - given o, power, and effect size -
Input Parameters Dutput Paratneters
Tail{sy | Two - Moncentrality pararmeter & 2.884441
Effect size d 0.8 Critical t 2.005559
o err prob 0.05 Dt 50
Power (1-[F err prob} 0.8 Sample size group 1 25
Allocation ratio K2 M1 1 Sample size group 2 26
Total sample size 5z
Actual power 0.807487
[ X=% plot for arange of values ] [ Calculate ]

B~ GPower 3.0 i * "F%’ U

Bl ~ % GPower 3.0 & * —‘F‘f i » H K4 TX-Y plot for a range of
values ;> 1 * LL:J%&J:F’“%}‘"‘"U%?E' Power & 22 4% & % -] e ficd & 0 1152
Y ﬂ}"‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂ-ﬁ'i‘i}‘ij%” A Z 2 A AH e Vb A peniidt 2 R ir g
ZHRAAETIR S B AR- ALY FERRREY ISR ST JIB
WAL FT R A A SRR ARD] A R P TSR v LR
Flz v o Y H T R PR AT AR A A S AR
Bl bl L E T BREYR - (2006) AR E (2004)3“15;74_%? °

-

2 ~ NHST ¥ 2%:84 7 ¥ Lok

FpAz ko NHST 4 iifz? S L enif LaFwf =
- ~aZpEaE R

¥ mm’f—ﬁ’*b&”?—”mﬁ%’i&’ *E{r‘n?"ﬁx”#ﬂa L A
(—)P FOFHTHLSHFERLE P A al HE R

Fla A wfFf 4w b2 oz BgF LE r]“%“?ixil% YRR
Ble R gEE > MIRA P - ASFR T AV AR P AR
o Blde 0 *p<.05 > *H<.0]  FFEp<00] DT A - BRIAIEE LY
#* T Troving a | 3R % (Hubbard & Armstrong, 2005, 2006 ) > a# & % % % %_

f%f“m:fv“#ﬁ A 4R W F o l«LLfﬁiﬁ‘p FNRE A A p 8B e %
-lzr";i\ a2 Fae p<0l ¢ > .01 FX T2 g F T2 HF LR o ot d 4o
P=0.01<a=0.05 > F#F FFfmit2 BF o

|- F_k‘:m

s &
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BB FR Y ROFE S RME L RRAFEI] 5 AR

(=) #RpEA.05L2.10 2 FFpF>c* B3 5% mE 305 3% k8o
#_roving e ¥ — B % o

(Z)PpEFHERIRABRZ L LB

556?'%“:‘]",&_ i%ﬁ%‘bf“}ﬂf n”puﬁ\)ﬂi#'ﬁ\ﬁz xR =
DX D[ H,) 2 i 282 B b Bk 5 52 8% p(H,) & ¥ Lk soe
(z) BRMPFRPAIEF LS (Fgh52F8) > LAY 5284

¥ spower A FTEIE BERRE L E A E R

(1) ##piEehx | iTEMY i 15*‘@‘-@ ]"*msfﬂﬁl

4 F LA F <05 A1 5 A7 7 ok EIIHF (significant) » **p<.01
Pl imy a5 23R ESF (highly significant ) » ***p<.001 7 f#f# 5 = 3
s % if Pl H&AE ¥ (extremely significant ) o i&f8 11 *¥5L2. 5 B2 p B 2 7~ 8
WR R p B % > @ LvE T sk B+ o] o McLean (2001) £ Gliner et al.
(2002) 454 T* 2 A Y Fgfavi- PR BAeP g F " 0 A kAo
AT s picF & S i g_%iiﬁlj Pt PR E LR S A A LR BNV &
A R F R TP AR ‘»F‘éﬁ'—ﬁfki?li 2 R EME BT
et b (fFRR ) LG EFR (Ghneret al, 2002)° 2 T WAL ¥ @
ECA RN Eﬂw—kﬁxﬁv“{ixahﬁj&%ijgi’k»ﬁliiﬁ 2, ng_i rcdk @ oo 1R
Py hﬁ*@%o

ATt S pmEd é‘iﬁﬁpﬁﬂi Frirp@ronig g o ke ¥k
B RRpapd oy p AT > B LY & R o Y F WY
A AT RS AEFRARY] CEEFLEXR AT SR AR
PFaEL o ~pE > GHE®EF NSk EL ] o A3 '%"ﬁﬁﬂilfu"%ﬁ‘-%‘f“}j%ﬂ"?P
2 ¥ Ko F Jf“§dz (4 Steiger, 2004 ) Flam EHiuE* TR Mok BEx & TR
¥f &F’a"'lép = 1?111&?-?]%‘"’5%? v 2l A B2 TELE B BK ) BR Y % o

\H |
73

-

\
ol
oo

- ‘p Ei-"’—- F’i-ﬁ;‘J—,ﬂV%J,‘%;.{:'&
—?]E,’ QJ_LL‘ ,L;V'l;g,:} I‘Aiilﬁ {%IE’E“: IFLEIJIV 5 m_l_—\J_;g::l

For I FRB R Y%A (post hoc power) T £

( Carstensen, 2002 ) - 11 ¥ — %%"Jf\f‘ 15 % b R iﬁ}%@,@.

effect) 5 OpF »z8apiEz 3-8 o5V 5

ie 39 4B Hoerid
i H e ekl
% (true treatment

E‘.ﬂ

e

\E¥

Tﬂ _=
)‘\ ~=h >_L

s H g 2T dpE=2x(1-CDF(2])), @z~ %*IDF(1-p/2)> &

pediziE S R A pEe- f- Sdice IRHA AP TR 23700 (Biva=.05%
2l
v

S#0pF) > ¥ d TR
P{|z|>1.96}
= 1-P{-1.96< X _0<1.96}
o
Jn
= 1—P{—1.96—i< X _5<1.96—i}
(o2 (o)

Jno4n Jn
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BE BRAEFU L RAFE  REEE L Rl ET R MR

— 1+CDF(-1.96- - )~ CDF(1.96- -2
o o
W W
#0 C g ENCP (A sl Re) R LRS-
Jn Jn
PRBLz oplE~zBEEE S %S T L 'vﬁ:tfﬁgﬁ‘-’iféfw; ,354;4
( L__SPSSCJ i % observed power) 7 & £ piEchfi ¥ Sofcd
FoR Sl Fisiitd k4 Brpiiz 7 M l“?_ B4 L’Eiﬁ
< F—LE'J,@’J o

—

—

08

Observed power
0.4

0.2

0.0

Arifar s RSP TR 2 d plEse AT AT p iRy
?*rm— H-MG AEZHEF REap B g ImKa
ALY P A ETEAP LR T p EnF AL
m g A - ﬁ‘ﬁ”ﬁ;ﬁ-ﬁ* o Gldr o g op EAER FLE
Sed A R FAT Y R4 A R o B4 G 1A
N ﬁk@ (ot b 2 R E RS A P ALY % *“I"usJ”—’:f]e_rd\
| Sezt b 2 BEE ORI Tt s 4 Mtk | (Lenth, 2001 ). 2 F >
% ’L‘*"ﬁﬁ"rﬁ‘ié‘i" Rt R EoRE ﬂa&i?‘*"ﬁﬁ" i
Pl P2 E kR (F R 02002)° £t R EFF AT TR O
TE S T {iljé % & e o Carstensen (2002) 322 st ¥ 24 2 E 40— B A
KFE L RIEGRE BRI F - Fp > - FEBFAIREFRE, YR
A1 (B Ho 4B 8 it ) ?'r’ko (BAr Hy A 4B 38 ) o d ph Lz
,i—‘!u.,g;g%a} gq’q/,,\ﬂ]:fri _\quv'\g;ﬂ;z;{u. Pb_E)‘,_Qr,éj\ f,,jg__'-w —%—\J-;V%E,; /w\%,%
2NN P =B = R EE S STl RS KR R B B A
TR mimg 4w e <'J‘m‘;m’—iﬁ'i;$£ﬂ
T RS o Blde o 4o g E {42 4 sk @d ] s BTtk ABEL o x
Yo E SR R4 () .3%:;:5: Ao BT RRAE] 0 PREAT SREA

F
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e EK AR F L e RAEH R RlRAET] B NE

ERFRER DT LG T B Eis~ PEE_SPSS flA2:Y GLM ¢ 4% -5 {5 5L
PSR RTF] o

=B S F UM LR

FERerEeag i flfig e “—?ﬂ%ﬁé?:ﬁﬂﬁﬁ’—ﬂﬁﬁ
éfﬁ—?ﬂﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁ ‘J%@ﬁ”@%ﬁﬁ{iﬁﬂwix AL

%i;p F e 4 2 Fé%ﬁv%; o Yu (2006) 3 % ¥ M= 3 - iE A B2 R
O KFHERSF B R- AP EESF > 8 E BRI AR Ao
EV{FL
(=) BfABRILFRABPRAFRL - BrEF v EFRELn ARG * &
T o AT F A o % D ?‘;J’fhp%mfv%)jf{*\ﬂilg
Moo oa ERAFIG = o
(=) 2 BEXREAFROEPL ’ﬁ R o A BAcE R LA S NI
Bl v T ko 2E)E T - A 2“?37 3“] apﬁmfé%fi‘{
PR TR
(Z) d sz > Jo 5 = S48 30ents S BT o F]t > A2 A2 A R B
T LR
H i o B4R AR
(=) Bvm & FX 5 Ba APy * KL 2 v o ’;%fjﬁgjwkﬁ €7
’ﬁ'%“‘ o
(Z) BorH = B3R 5 B T &ip B\ﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁ DA N Rl A gl %ﬁ‘%
ol Hﬁip 'B‘-ﬂi—_’i:m-l A= R RS R o
(Z) d oz v o % - SgAl4Rate % v BB E o rﬂ‘“ » 34
2 FE L)
Lipsey (1990) R ke FAHFFA TP BE % M % - s34 Fi
EAR Al i - w:%b e ‘\‘qu— PRTEEF L EFRT BT R RR
BRSNS FE YELTERT B EGIEL o mifies A Ry FT
RRES SRS A D *‘Ei‘l ” PRE RE o A AR = iﬁi‘lﬁ%’éﬁoYu
(2006) 3lit Curtis enip A L i3 @ > ﬁ*u;.lﬁiaﬁ % - z‘e;"";']&%g*’— o w AR
FREBRES ARG o v'ﬁf’iWFDA?%J V2 RTE BT A RS
4$’ﬂHmﬁﬁFxa*%‘ﬂﬂéﬂ“iéiii% KA A e L]
Yra T Ty - Ap A4 e % - SFAl4 I chRi 4t = (Hubbard & Bayarri,
2003 ) > ﬁﬂ;‘gdﬁ BT R AT T 2 MR P (' A I AT T

A

AR R 2 SR o

R

|
o

LT &%y

Fresav gl fmp oz AL 3 53 f&A255 %M
o P2 Mg ALY R F oA 4 Wl A 47 (internal
replicability ) » 7= ¥ i * #b IR F s {7 4 LJ}E # 4 & +7 (external replicability ) »
gk v g fllira y “”3‘?']’* T B3 (resampling ) e &7/ 7 &%
SAE o BRI ek ﬂ\ Wl RS R T A bootstrap v jackknife
procedures 4v AR W F AL R AFT ARG B ERE B FEOR A o BAoE T K i
etk A ZE S PE O VO R A A BB Sk B A 122 R (cross-validation )
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e EK AR F L e RAEH R RlRAET] B NE

UEFR A A E L R R e R —'Fk,’{zr'sb ERTEHR o ¥ B BEG AL
ﬁ&ﬁiéﬁiﬁﬁf’ﬁp”A%m4pF@ﬁﬂ’$ﬁ”wQLPEF@
W o P oA st A 45 3 4o SAS 2 Amos 395 #5 % 12 {7 bootstrap g ]
o 4o s SAS JE & A akAz s @ F P gl 4238 (multtest for multiple testing)
¥ 1134 {7 bootstrapping =77k & Bhei4g B iTx sk 20T 20 SAS A2

multtest bootstrap nsample=200 seed=12345 pvals;
class Group;
test Mean (I1-16) ;
run;

¢ Tnsample | M & AF B2z <] »Tseed | BR & Eadfdn@ 0 g2
PRio h S E g Bem (N2 o % A e ke (E € R B REA ] LA
Fpvals | i £ ﬁig?l A1 R 4 p 227 bootstrapped p & 0t F A 5 o

B~ Y Y g

ol }’n“"'%ﬁmw'g AR U ST AR LRI A e S ) e
17 o iEd M FM T HKiERY > FIFY ﬁfi TALP Eens 37 0 @ AR T TR
# >z % & (hypothesized effect size ) 22§ ’15' »z% & (observed effect size ) =713+
I«omumz%,aijﬂ Fins Mk ETRA BT b oihbc Mock B Mt B
AR FET S FEEEREAFLEFTRETETEF LR B o d 0 - B
THRDFEF AT PEFPEE > AR L LTa S AL ] ek E
,?J____,‘m. ~ AT R AT RS ?éﬁolﬂw,;ﬂ i_é:%; T EEF R AR
l_";—i @LIE H;L““:é;_% ’ ?-E] %’; %y{ F—.‘ammlﬁi ﬁ 3@79’9 NHST v}’ .E,E?Fy‘g.:-q" ) ‘:{
FAEET A LN EFAPEFRLRARE R 6o Mt LE g
#lo m g M Ly
N Fafp Ea R

Tk E (HAHE) 29 @k @ (HA OE) dut i o

23 RPHERY %S

a< p(Non Sig) a > p(Sig)

OE>HE #aZR* & TE 2%

OFE < HE Ho 2 3 AT B E

RY SERFEL & F Y %"&*ﬁprM—ww%§(mnﬁ,w
ﬁ%)“‘;éﬁ”%;ﬁ(ﬂ) g1 0] 2B MBS EEod 237 Fa<p
nOE<HEBé’: Ho % 2 e 313 % 7 g >p_g1 OE>HE & > H, % B e
FRAEE T T R AR 1 0 m R R fasp e
OESHEB‘;’&‘”‘iﬁ'Jw?‘LLm%ﬁ%]\}""—ﬁﬂ’“‘*%ﬁﬂBl@’*l% Big as<p
e OE>HE p¥ > e N » 3 [ 7 |81 L infy 2R 72 P8 F L B %07
R B o I E Ak B g _qq,, Mok et TLE A F A
%%ﬁzziﬁ;ﬁmz}; AR D PN F XS RV A
PFiZ -0t § 88 0 ¥ % 4 it Cohen (1988) shigskis B » ﬁé—j\g?mg\.ﬁig%ﬁ_écu
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l'»_l} O,m_'@ o ?Fﬁg—{‘ > 1# 4% NHST_@}?L&&‘@‘ p IE' g‘f’l;ﬁ’# '/@ﬁi'ﬁ_qiﬁ f‘,’,Q?J'J,
WA RPN R REE AL R ARG B

R : BEFFET 2T BAETaE BRI G R Mk BEF

rfij\ R i’ﬁ_,i'J o lHJr 2 r’?‘?‘fr}jj%mv’?? I R«ELLL ,Dﬁ'r7 ]‘ﬁo #—%@7 [

N [T IR T AN PRV P IR e SN

7'1: {zL_g: .

—- KR ¥ MY % (statistical significance )

= ~an%k E &) & F * 4 (practical significance )

= P B% T gl (replicability) o 3 A fE N R FEAF LA T2 R R
(McLean & Ernest, 1998 )

o 5]
T A} e
28 P

-‘s‘n\;\‘\

% ¥ &_ T Reject-Support ; &  Accept-Support | sh5i3t & F 2% % i T -

Neyman—Pearson ePf S B2 & Fisher chp @72 & NHST eri@ * 1+ 2 3 & >
= NHST & * F » i 3t qf penfp* HiEF >0 I mj L o

£y —“zfi(ﬂ;@p_ WI AP ENEFI O ENTEA L R T Y E (statistical
mgmﬁcance;ﬁpractlcal importance) @Akt &G E* B EDLRE 0 TG F i T
Bt el e R F I TR AT SR o R > A2 éa,l%ﬁ%—ﬂqﬁ
TR taAE Y TR ATRR L TR g o Tt o 5 {RT L
EJ'J ET&‘T Yt A B ik BEenigt o A A A Y Bk e &
£ o F] L > @;“\,bg;_% lﬁsa\%ﬁ%tﬂii{,‘ﬁﬁléblﬁ? z;\b'tr«}; 1;_3;2.%fﬁ , «}; A=

”&@ﬁ%ﬁ&@?ﬁj%‘*&ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%@%f;,F*
?a!.?":/w\iéif’mp /Lﬁ\}if‘gﬂlkﬁxl R R BT A RS
AT B TR LR AL B BEXK m—*’,‘ﬁé}
yél"ff‘rm'ﬁ”}@}}?ﬂ%ﬂ; f%rmpla‘lipfpg’ }@QFQL—E”TI&EG’J
B EMFEF if-me‘iﬁfﬁﬂj’,‘ﬁﬁ s L R REL S AR T T
SR R ERE YL §AY ﬂ#?@ﬁ'&&aﬂﬂgm
FMWW%WMJ% oAb E i v T RFARBER Y&, o e
e B EGK L % K @RE

il LHHHRT R FHEP L LA AE T e R k2
NHST avF % ~ 3L ~ 22 % @A 47~ 2 kA *LR, Jp%édx?;(—%j\:’ VR Ub =y
HrEgRA AP A RF T SRITN L B AL Y R A ARRE b
7 g e

e
k—

'

¥
Fﬁ;.ﬂ

~

340

LARAL A

ARE (2004) A EREFRFEFTAPEB > KF2L =0 Y Rase
&»F;ow*éa«§W%&sP“wmi*?°

25 (1998) S B F B S%hE 40 « KTFELFHR > 6°3>103-115-

F5a (2002)c £ AT AR AP R Bk AT c RIAKTH

20



BB BRAF AL ROFE C RIEEF L RIRAFET] B ANE

B4 -8-1-24-
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