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P R B = R 5

WERE " BAES X OB ORIIEY UMW AL

(L. ERFE B AT AR 2R A S50 % (b E R 22 B0 B ST BT ), J6 5T 1001015 2.7 [FE B2 e
K2f D22 2R dEED 100049 5 3.4 VT ¥ K240 B 5 I B 242 0 98 B8, 418 3210045 4.7 11K
SEDHIZA R TN 5100065 5. EVRERE 2 B0 BE2EBE , I 2004385 6.5 5T VI K 2 O B 2

B , 7 &L 210024 )

il =

VRN A S L R A RS S R T A i N c A=A

8 JRARIR B F AR IS AP A R MG IESE, Bk, EER TR H &
2 3F p>0.05 0 SLBEAT = 38 | B Z A5 IR MU p>0.05 T HF T RARK ., HSF
K, EMARTE D et A AR T e 0Lt BT B TR A AR R TORE R S, XFENE
TX =Ar k0 RIS A EH 5, e m = P R E TR B, X
Z AP IRAE RO 6 T iR LS B oS B BT S A FIRAT R P S AT AR Y

Yo7t A BT e B 5 R R
XEiR Txkm piA
FE 452K S . B849

F g

1 3]

T

SR AR B 25 PE R 35 (Null hypothesis
significance test, NHST, #0550 b
E A I B R IR B AR ) SR H
Hi s 5 o iz G HEWT I s o 76 NHST
FEZRTR , WF5E & 1 W 7E € )R (null
hypothesis, Hy) i B[ ATHE T, iR 8% p (H 2
B/INTFIEEE I a4l a=0.05 ) R 2
5 48 7R % ( Wasserstein & Lazar,2016) .
LT TR TS A p B/ TG

et A

ety B F

BERE Y o, WA A 2 Sl ise Sl B, 7R —IK
A v o R Y R (R T B i 435 R ) 1 AT
REPEARR /N, B Ao wlA P i fE 4%
JEABRBE . T NHST A9BSR e 8 2 IR
RN X E R E .p R T a ISR
(HNgeitm X EAR R EREER) IIEAGEIE R
= 155 R AR 1A B EPE ( Greenland et al.,2016;
Wasserstein & Lazar,2016) . [KlIt, 240/ 58 %
P 230 (nil effect, “BUN 1 &7 5l # %
REAAEAE” ) AVE N IR e G 1 T ik X
PR Z AR L L nil hypothesis) B}, JG il o
NHST F1 p {EAR VAL RN
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SRRBFGET . DRICH 260 AP AN
2w (Linde , Tendeiro, Selker, Wagenmakers,
& Ravenzwaaij, 2020 ). 40, i} 5% 35 #RIESE
HA T A nAE M, BVRKIE S8 24 i B
REETEINRTT J5 S A% T 1 MG YT 7 %A
FEAZE . XN, TE—SE S50 2H / 455 2H DT Ad
AR, WFSE w5 B0 Jo OGS B
ATVEED Can : PO ZH Bt i PR ) AR IS, B Ay
il Ge RS 2] P ZH Bk A TR —
SRS S . A, VT 22 BES 25 TI AE B
S AL FEEOWAAFAE, I IESSIZ R
T O T AYFERON AT Ay X S PR PR A SR

TR WSO, WFSEE R B
TR 21 ) BHE R REFE A A B Y IR 1
(BPRZANEY p>0.05 L5, s e e A TR
FYETE CRA BRI ) Bk 31
p>0.05 PYLE R, ML (5T 5 22 ik — 20 X 43
EUEPEA R (null of evidence, BJH T-48 1
BTV A5 HA Jit R R BEAR I 2 AS b A7 A
AR ) I A2 R A AFTE” (evidence of
null, RPEAE Hcdis & 26898 AR /N E
PR T RS ) | [R5 25 BRVPA SR
E RN B9 UE ¥E 58 B (Harms & Lakens,
2018),

NHST TGk PEAl 2 2800 14 Jmy BR S BH:
oW R S PR F I R, T RE S A RO
Al Z2 28N B BT IT AR O B E 5 vh AT B
AP N Gl A8 B, J7 28, T s Jap , IR R, 2
FETK, Hy5i 84, 2021) o XL E AR
XF p>0.05 0945 S AR U AN 25 45
RPATR B, M Jois A B SE
TITEHAT G HEWT . Aczel 55 A (2018) 1)
WF5E K PAE [ PR 44 0o B2 B P B A3k
137 it AN RS R s, AU
10.2% 11 3C & F| ] D1 2 50 A X0 A W 35 4
RBEAT T G HERT ;s 10 B A5 (2021) 7 A
T 2017 A1 2018 4% A v [ L BEEE AL
WP BB 500 FESCERE, B 180

AR E R K T AL, (B —is
H T BR NHST Z AR 71 % AN 35 45 R ik
AT LR AHEWT o X —E R EERH, IR
=l PN IT SR 3 38 /0 T i B A SR AR 1 7
15 (CEIRAE,2021) o 111 Z AN A 35 45 1 1
P — 20 A Bl R M A S BT AT AU AN B 3 A
RAIREA RFRME, DI F
DL CEAALMS , FAE, b gk sl & AR A, s,
2 gl P ,2016; Forstmeier, Wagenmakers , &
Parker,2017 ),

XPPAG B I et i = T A id
(5] 2 S B 58 5 B DR b AR B2 W B A R
VFZWF 5T R B0 BRAE Ll 2 A B0 2 43
BB FEE NG p AEARAE R U A
AR BRHLES NHST HhAN B 35 85 0420 - 32
FEERN” BIUEYE ( Amrhein, Greenland , &
McShane, 2019; Gigerenzer, 2004, 2018;
Greenland et al.,2016;X. Lyu,Xu,Zhao,
Zuo, & Hu, 2020; Z. Lyu, Peng, & Hu,
2018) o B4R . F /N RS A A e BAT R
B (54% ) AR G Ll CRL G O BRAE ) 4k
BHIE ST B “p>0.05" Sl IR M N “UESE T
SR (X Lyu, et al.,2020); FE4E M A .
FHLHERN O LEROIER S, BERE
58 “p>0.05" B 45 A g SLHF 2500
AORERE , R AR R Sy IR 25 S B RO
(Aczel et al.,2018; FIHE,2021),

RF AN I35 A5 R A R R A 5 T B2 LA
FECGETHHEWT I BN 22 o AN e E ST 2E
A7 T — UREA A 2R K P 39 R3] S 56, K
UE—FRT 72 i T FUSOCR BB LU R A& )7
L BRI R TR TR 6 bR EIRTT R
SRR TR] Y ISR A o 0 PO A2 2, % PR A
PEAT IS REAS ¢ 4G 56, (BAEGTTH A AN
.25 (A p>0.05 ) B8 9 2H PRI AR 1 22 53 A &L
/NN Cohen’ s d<0.30) , I AN HEFS 2 P
Ik To2E S (BAF M ) S5 . I an sk
1 BT ML 25 LD P AR T Tk — A e SR B A
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W, T HE B T BN 9T 4508 I R I
W o A D PR 5 E B Al e R S EE h
A EH L R AR 45 R AR 4 KRN
B E AR TCE O UESE T R R I — S5 i
R LA 3R IE PR (Aczel et al.,2018; T B 45,
2021),

SR AN NHST JC i PEAl 25 200 11 JR)
FR . 5 B B 2 0F 588 DA S 28 45 2R v 3R M
A RUE B AL G I TR A 47 % 1Y
=R TR RS N G OT e ——RF
M Kz % (Equivalence test) (Meyners,2012;
Rogers , Howard , & Vessey, 1993 ) | DI - 34l
it (Bayesian estimation ) ( Kruschke, 2011
McElreath, 2020 ) F1 DI 397 [X] ¥~ ( Bayes fac—
tor) (Aczel et al.,2018; HHAZEMS, FLFEwI,
Wagenmakers, Ly, Hl,2018),

2 FMQLE | U ET G 1HF0 DU Hr
EFry R

PEAG 400 00 i LA PP, —Fh
SR g R BE — R/, JLF R R
WOV R 22 X TR, TPl ZE 2500 (Meyn—
ers,2012;Rogers et al.,1993), iX— X [A] B}
R Ee/ N GER I RLN H DXCTE] T TR SR
JINBESBR X7 (smallest effect size of interest,
SESOD) . HFRZN & AE SESOI NI, BF 5
B LA = LT 2, ] AR AS
ito SRIIXFhEBEIEAT SETHEWT 00 T A
PIAR, SRR Ge T HHESE T 09 45 M A 5
AU HAE SR 09 DL Al . 50—
AR a0 DU 37 PR, 3 ek ) PR A 1R
00 AR Ry B 52800 B AN S ) A P
R R B, S HTEE B B A T B, RIRR
FE SEI o3 AT R AN RIS Y 3 G SR PR
LU, DT T 224 i & o S A IR R 5
21 FHhis

SEM RS N NHST Pk, H 2
PR T RIS OIVA o)t 4 N X 1 i 4 )
2 B R YR T B /N RN B A 56 (Minimal—ef—
fects test ) ( Murphy, Myors, & Wolach,2014 o
G FE R ZEEONAE Sy S AR T CRIV, TR
BN A ROV B AR B I ), NHST 24
OV B 5 AR, I TEAR & RO S
(Ho) B B0 T HH B 25 AT K5Cds 8 38 5 A0 i 44
P AOREAR AT A8/, DT HEWT S R R 45
JFARBE (L 1TA) o WERBTFEEFE Ho BE N
— AN IX A, HGAN[-0.1,0.17, FE40 J5 {35 ) 22
SRBEETREARIG BN RN 2 AR Ge T
X EREFERT 0.1, EATEGIH R ER
Z/NT —-0.1(E 1B) , 5 ZEHEA T U B A
By o XFMBOE BIR B/ NV A B

S5 R 0 DU T G0 /)N 0 A 6 1)
Ho 5 H, BT XS A R0 DX TR XS I L Hy 78 X
W Z W, 1 He 7F X [ Z 5 (Lakens,
McLatchie, Isager, Scheel, & Dienes, 2018;
Lakens, Scheel , & Isager,2018 ). WA SESOI
SA[=0.1,0.1], 55 A0 46 56 1% SR 1 S 2000 &
BLART 0.1, H2/hT -0.1 BIXE (K
1C), B AR A 2 SR80 s HoAg PRk
SRV, B FE[-0.1,0.1]=2 8], RPZE N & K/
10 7T LIACA “ANFEAEAA B SOV " o IR
AR T R, AT DA A2 A R
MR, BV AN 2 S ROV

S ARG I v Y AR B AN A PRI ER T
S5&58 NHST IR A5 #E R AT A
[F) A2 SCZ 8k, HO T IR 1 B 2K
. AHXT T NHST A AR AR E O
R TR R v, 5T 3 T AR W]
BE RIS L, B 25 £ 1B B2 (SESOT) Z Ah i IX
B 454 EAUFFEMLPRT O, SESOT 1%
FE A E I 0 CTF WLk 58 44 K} osf.
io/6mzr9 ) , H A4 A HRA I A
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A B C
X 5 2 K 30 AR Bt % iR
Hi1 Ho H1 > H1 i Hi > Ho ; H1 i Ho
—t— >  — —_—
0 AL AU AL AU
RN YA
D E F
g s -5<0<5 ik 2 W AR E S Hiff; -5<0<5
w0
FoS
4% g
T o
il g
e = i JROPE\ i i /ROPE\ | ROPE |
x S 1/ g5%HDI \J } / 95%HDI § i i/ oswhHoi
3
0 5 0 5 10 0 -5 o 5 10 0 -5 0 5 10
hEH SRS SMESR

B 1 FMaiEs i fdhita/FEEREE
(ALGE R B3 A 5 (B dne/ NS B AG 3 s (COAFMTAG SR . A L FoR i/ NESSGIRIX (SESOD I TR, A U 7R SESOIL
B _EBR s Ho: JEUB I, H - A PR BE . DL A TR by, 4545 dne i 455 B2 IX (8] (HDD AL BRAE A X (ROPE ) IFAS 3400z 1 0 F AT
fERRRE . TTANA =R AT BEIYZE L, 73 R4 52 Z500E (D) MELUSED B 40 e (B D FIHE 28 22500 (F )

SRR R, SRS BN 5%
PR 5 SESOT B9 R ER AL A1 L FR AU 53
TIHEAT BN ) S A S, R PR R LA A
5 (Two one—side tests, TOST ), — IR BN A
5 19I5 Al 5 S 2 BT B 1Y RN & T
SESOI B9 T BR AL 5 55 — IR SIS 56 1) Il
B2 25 Fi O B9850 BT SESOT 1Y L
R AU, B e 856 P BNAG 50 i e T4 2R
PEATSF MR S0 i HE T . 24 H A S TOST
HIPAS p /N T a KFRE, HKHE NHST
HEZR Y a4 s iRk, 7T LA 32 A 4511
B CNAFTEA LR ) o W58
ALV HAATEGE T S as 2R, Rtk
RN JRAE /S, TEIX —WF SRR TP & ] DL 2
W& . fH I TOST A —4 p [HRK T «
IR, G AR 2 JsUR B (A TEAT 3 SRS
BONE” ), BIGETHEE RN BE SR S M i 4518
(Lakens,Scheel , & Isager,2018 o

EARTEER S, SEOA Lt n] DL i
T ZEAG T ITESE I . ARG THHESE

T, WFFEE AT LA R8O, 19 (8 A H B A X
(8] EERAE,2019) , 4R Je AR PR 00 1 B A5 X
(6] 5 SESOI = & 1 kb 1] i3 47 4 Wr (Tryon,
2001) . fjan, [uF58EH o KR 0.05
Bk, AT LA 24 Bir s B9 RO B R T S5
AR (1-200) % (B 90% ) B4 EAF X
8] CFH T 75 272 21 TR o ZKFR 0.05 1
PAAMRS G, DAL IH A5E ARG 56 T X AN )
90% 19 B A5 X 8], M AE 95% 1, Il Linde et
al.,2020) . #5 HA N 3 90% ) B 15 X 8] 5
TEAE ) SESOL AT A (RP &5 X ] 11y
ERERIASE H SESOT (19 FBRR ), 3 45
[7] T TOST Hr i P> p (EI/NT 0.05, &
WRE ST SNSRI 25
RN FE 90% 1 EAR X 8] 51 & 19 SESOL H
MTES (APHEEXEA RS
FRAEH T SESOI B9 LT FR) , X s vk 5 24
A4S AR L e A e g i b S5 R4
2,

2.2 Nrt Akt ey R 2
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DU A2 DL SE T HHE 2R T i 2
AT 7774 (Kruschke & Liddell,2018),
741t (bayesian statistics) 53R ST
(frequentist statistics ) [ 5 & X 51| 26 T X% HE
3R (probability ) (R . FRGETHH LR
2 78 E TCEOR ) FE 52 Fl AR v X T A R
(frequency ) B HHEE |, B AT T o 3R B0 A9 45
o MRS TP AR R R T A

MG B, KA Y AT R 0 AT A R R
( credibility ) (Kruschke, 2014 ; McElreath,

2018). HARFIHEMGEIH b, RGN
BMAEZHON e, 0D gE A R
PR S 8002 X WA 304 T Y BEALIUE , JIF
LML A AT LB E5CH 0 2R IO AS by 5
B o DU 3 G i # AZ 2 DL By 3% )
(Bayes rules ), QARFRAT R T Ak THHE— 2K
AR I ZE(O) TR T — EFEA B %L
Pa7 (data) , FE7T DUH-Hrk ) mf DAAS 2R i
AW
P(0)P(datalf)
- P(data) (0
Horpr, P(6) KR TERASBHE /I X T2
BOWCAE w0 AF &, B e 5 S A (prior
distribution ) ; P(0ldata) 3% 7~ 3R 15 24 71 L P
J5 R e B o3 AT BEAT SR S BTS2 45 & Bk
HAE R S A o, RIS 38 43 A (posterior
distribution ) , il H 2 M F A A TAE TR S
R A AT E R RfE R, b2
P(datal®)F1 P(data) o P(datal@)FER 2451
{E 2 OB, Hy B2 Ji & iy ml fe e, BRARLAR
4 (likelihood ) , 47 3C 7 ¥ H PR g Ha A2
B BUAE 1 000 72 53 Pk (predictive adequacy )
(van Doorn et al.,2021);P(data) T 7~ Z %%
BT AT Rl BEHUE Y AR A8 AU 5 21 Y
NGATARBCE NG RERE, IR0 BRAE N

P(Oldata)

IH—Ak A F (normalizing factor) . faj 1M & =2 ,
DUt et n] DABE RS £ i 32 AU Wi B
JE B, T AR X 2 RO [) HUE ) ol A5 R
(Kruschke & Liddell,2018),

ISR o i A T =y VA N I i B U
PER RN Sy 25 i i) 2 BB B S R 5 ) 3 0
AT Z BN R 5 AT 1Y 22 S 30 AT G i
(Kirkwood & Westlake, 1981 ; Rouder,2014;
Westlake, 1976) . iX L5 5653405 F 09 B00E
RO FH B % 2 X 8] (highest density
interval , HDI)ZR 7N , TR SRy 5 B 1 Z 5L
{HL 0 Bl 2 0T 9% 28 T e I 1Y 555 B 45 A1 IXC
(region of practical equivalence, ROPE) (Kr—
uschke,2014,2018), ROPE Z& L F /i 3¢ A
SRS T SESOL, J&— MU s E 1
JLF- 0] L2 W 92800, X [8] o B € ROPE Ji
nl L% 58 2 J0)R % 4 A ) 95% HDI 5
ROPE fYH G AL TR o 2 95%HDI
SEAVELE ROPE Z NAT, ULHH AT Be Tk i =
BB PR FAEM T 0, BRItk A] ISz %
308 (B 1D) 5 24 95%HDI Al ROPE #543
G, BERE HAER T RETE & 1 S8R
HAEH T 0, BB JCy Al e I (5]
1E); 4 95%HDI 58274 7E ROPE Z AT,
Ul B A] BB v 1 S B TR ER AN S A T
0, KT PAFE 4 225500 (K 1F ) (Kruschke,
2011),

EARE BRI, DAl As B 2 ik
TEAE ATRAL G A0 A, R pT o
AT LA AN R 4 S g8 VRAS [R] AR 73X
At R, W RS S A OE A B
LA Sz MCMC FAERCSL (convergence ) , H
NEIRY e =4 Depaoli Fll van de Schoot(2017)
L & van de Schoot £ (2021).

2.3 Nt AT E T a9 R

O  (EAERIIE, SCR i B A P AL, JEHR S50 1w X 5 B 052 b R, XS0 BEAT S g0 3
K 56 (Prior predictive check ) AR 5 5 52 (14, A3 248k 19352 7] LA 2 % McElreath (2020) (1 Statistical Rethinking:A
Bayesian Course with Examples in R and STAN(2nd ed.)—- 55U,
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DU 307 D] 7 1) B A S i 3 e A A [
BTTE, AR H B 2 iR
A9 AT BEE RUAH RS LA . & 223 (a1 250 1 ) 7
& G s B AT BEAEMIR-IS AR AL S 5 A L
T Y TR BRI, DL By e
(AL RL ] 2 B NHST o g SRR 5 Rl 2R AR
WA T E o AL 50N Sk 21 S AR
B RO BN i 25 BB, AR
B 5 2 R R Mo (Bl point null model ,
6=0, % 5K 0 HICHSE 5340 ), &8
W M (00, %00 5 AR 0 H 77 2558 1t
LRI PN e 56 e CHAMEAR I3 A ) . #riT & Z,
(D T P(datal) Th 2250 055 5
RAEIEAPR AT S8 AT DI
RS R ), RIS A PR WV A AR
BIZH(0) B BB S3 A )2 Bk Ak . P(datal
O)1E BB 2 °F 53531 2 - P(datal6),
Mo)FN P(datal®, M) i DL 37 A7~ 5 02 DA
XA 1Y EE 2 19 (Keysers, Gazzola, &
Wagenmakers,2020; Wagenmakers et al.,
2018):

_ P(datal®,M,)
P(datal@,M,)

Horv, BF, N fAPR O 7ERT, 1 7E)5
RN BFy o Ho AHXT T H, 19 D1 Hr R
X2, BFy 52 R= (2) HysrF 4Bk
B, FIR H, AHXTF H, 19 01 o Hy K5
BFy=9 RoR M HTEE H BLAE Hy 8 H A1
DT AT REE & B BLAE Hy S GO
1 9 A% o ATARSE DLt Hr PR 19 R /N T 24
AR XF PR A AR 78U 118 57 I B 04 AH X 5
FEV, T D R PR AR v, 1T 555

BFy, (2)

Lee 1 Wagenmakers (2013) 3T Jeffreys
(1961) & HIERITIEHRA CIFLME S5,
2018). 4N, BFy 7E[3, 1012 [aJ B, AT LA
BE R AT A B AR T b A 5 BE Y Uk 4
(Moderate evidence ) > 2 ¢ JF B 5% (H,) o

Y& Dy DL S e T HE W g —Fh 7 1%, I
W37 R T IR RR o St e . — MR s
SERTHTFEaE Sesr, LAl Hoc o #ris 2]
A RS i K HEXE I B 73 A A Sl e B o i Xk
TEAFKITTIT T S BIEDTSY , B W
A S T — PR by e g, Lt anTE
VU3 ¢ K 5evb, FHAT P 53 A5 4F S A PRI
5 B S5 5 (Rouder, Speckman , Sun , Morey , &
Iverson,2009),8 ~ Cauchy(x=0,y=1):H:H
X N ’fj E%;& (location parameter) , E X5
i NN S, 5 IESS A b ayIESE
Ly R EZSE (scale parameter) , & X 53
A AL E AR 509% 2 EUBUHE Y FEl 19— 58
B, SIESI AR HEZE AL Sy Tk
B 14 S50 T ARF B o0 BR2E BT 5T P AR50 43
A B SRGG , HH BT DL X 9
R fi BayesFactor ¥ 2K 1A 19 56 50 2 & N
Cauchy(0,0.707), BFLA 0 HU&E(H , )\ —0.707
#] 0.707 fLEF 53 AT 50% 02 400] GEHUE
(Tendeiro and Kiers 2019 ) . 7 £EAR AL A H
SR I O3 AT W e R X I KAL) BF
{EA B o LA ULt ¢ 4G 56 A 491] , HA
FPFAHRIR AT T, S EE R T N r 5
gy Cauchy S REZSE Y RS (53 kS
HIO) , D3 AL P8 3580 435 SR 500l 1) 2 A 28
(BFo ), PRI A% O T 75 258 &
Xof D347 B 5 A 4 SR A T AR A S B

O =, ASCEE BB A A BE 4 DL307 PR i 132 S X SRR sl A B A AR R SRR A o L DL R il

P(M,)

JZ W T PR A B %) Se 36 LA prior odds,
P(M,)

. P(Mjdata) _ P(M,)

) E|J5 56 FE AR (posterior odds,

P(d(lt(ﬂMo) _ P(M[))

P(Mldata)
)
P(M\data)

X BFoo PRI, DUH07 DAL B9 53— A 2 e S e 0030 ok

HYSEHT, W el AR

B X PP AR - =
P(M\data)  P(M,)

P(dataM,)  P(M,)

PR N EC A A S HT . I ke bk, thoa IR 9 A, FRATTN 126 533 PR IR B8 A0 5 56 EU A AS &, T AR AU
BT EAIL (S B . A 2RI T 2 Tendeiro & Kiers(2019)53 778 %] 782 T N4 -
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B 2 AN R Se g6 o0 A T D37 PR 1 1 4%
BRAT Ay T SR G HERT

3 ZEMNeLe . It Er T, Ut Er
FHIRL A FOEE 38

DL R J 7S an ey e 4 50 552 1) i b
W AR =y ik o e A8 B 4R
NHST HEZL T RSS2 RS « A%, H p fHR
IRFN R E K- o AR TS A 5 | DL
Aibi TR0 D137 PR 5308 1 — A5 B R A T E R
b, FEPPAR RN I RE T . ST F)
SESOV/ROPE & 15 5 AN B 2 15 AN ] #i
JEPEJ A T =Rk ST T R
Go it A4 4.0.2( R-Core—Team ,2019) ., H
W, SR A R (T A9 02 TOSTER T H A1
(Lakens,2017), DUAHAt 1R A BEST T
EL A (Kruschke & Meredith,2020), U1 - Hi
+ >k A BayesFactor T. H.fJ, (Morey &
Rouder,2018). ZZf1] 1 s iy J& B o
SRUESE SCRFZ ROV IGO0, T SE 2 JEéoR
18 2 500 A X 458 i b, S R SR A5 A 1 T o
TIATEE K BT AT R S A R A H AR
B osf.io/54qpv/s
3.1 4] 1:Kitchen Rolls

S 1 B9 ECHE Sk B JASP (jasp—stat.
org )43 BT B84 14 s 19 B0 5 “ Kitchen Rolls” .
Z B Y5 P H Wagenmakers 8 (2015) X
Topolinski FI Sparenberg(2012) 347 H &
WS IR ST RO EE A S, W ZH 95
SIS 7 ) (N,=30)  Fla Bk 7 1)
(N,=30)4k ST &40, SR 5 HLE — I & Ik
PR )G o 45 R L, AH Le T i Bk 2 g
i, N 4% 20 a0 Bl i T RS o0 B
.t (58)=2.21,p<0.031,d=0.58., Wagen—
makers 55 (2015)7E WEN Z )5 , R 1%
WFFERY LG — . WF5E A B 0 2 P 2H ik
TETF I E A BT b a9As 45, Hirp—2H 9%

AR IR S (0] 45 A 1 e 5% s 1 484
(N,=48) , 1 7 — L W #£ 3315 [R) 45 §if 36 B 4
ik A5 (N,=54) o

i S H RS 56 A DL A i e G
FErp A2 3] SESOI 5% ROPE, [R5
T 2 i &8 SSEOL., A 4312 2% Simonsohn
(2015) 42 W EEZ 5T i 2 SESOI 1 5
BT, 5 SESOT S5 i s 8 ok R iF
KRBT Z T, 33%K 50 I nl #8021 14 2%
wEE, Bl SESOI 2K [-0.40,0.401 (335 i 72
DLAEZR R Notebook, osf- io/gnth/) o

NHST A A& 319 20 8% 307 TF et b i
1Ry EF R8st e (100)=- 0.75,

p=0.453,d=—0.149 ., U1 i Hp X =700 Sk Z2 35007

PRAE T SRS A IES , BF, € (3,10),
NI N 1 B 3 Cauchy (0,0.707) .
Cauchy(0,1) . Cauchy(0,1.5)——2 Tyl
47 B 7431 BF,=3.71.5.02.7.31 .54t
S g A DL Al A 2 SR AR — 2k, RP
TEFI W B S 75 S F RO - A8 DL Ak
311,95%HDI Fil ROPE #8343 F 45 5 7655
K g6 vh , TOST ZEMi) p (R T o AKF- (&
2A) . ZEE =FhOTEs, nACKHIZ B R o
S QIR 7o L S L SR /N (i N RN Y e 54
R I AEAE SRR s IR . X BRI
i 2 P — 20 A3 M S BT ] BB AR A9 1)
IS vl o Bl P 7 0 e o
32 924 2:Sociometric status and well—being
S 2 L K H Many Labs 2 Wi H
(osf.io/uazdm/) ) — 5T . Many Labs 2
36 A4~ [ G IX 3 i) A [R] S 6 =22 6 ) 56
B, S T 28 Mg Sy, SRR &
ik 15305(Klein et al.,2018) . SEH1 2 A9 %
Sk 8 A IS 12 4~ WF5E “ Sociomet—
ric status and well-being” . Z W57 T & JE A
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R AT A, XA 23 5C SR ML S5
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B o SR, X TFA BME Y HT A 7T DL SZ
FEZBN IAFAE o S48 1 PGSR, Ak
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HrAtiTt . DLk R 43 B 22 3R B8R O F
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Hr 4577 5 (Lakens, 2017 ), 3X 2 Wk 5 H ol 6
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dell,2018; Lakens,Scheel, & Isager,2018),
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i 3 AR 565 A 19 95%HDI 525 4%
Mk g SESOL &1 ROPE #£47 Lh45:
FNZ5S . WA, DU A A A A
K B AR AR, SR W i A9 HDT 55 % 08 CI7E
XFAER A AFAEA T B X5, L Hp
DU Hr G 3 A R G 1 22 1) X A RN [R] A
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2020).
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M fpe oy ib— S 2 R F IO R Bl H iR
FHIX S5 7k R, F 5 w00 B 4 S 3 i ) ot
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SESOI A4 . il K58 HARRON 5%
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ith 2020) . Y HTEE FIRON & X 8] — g B,
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PS5 ROV IS5 . I SESOI FY
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B e O et o dEA Tl B &R, W mT LA
Z A aI M a5 9 . ) U, Simonsohn
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Abstract

In psychological research,researchers may need to
provide evidence for the non—existence of effects (i.
e.,nil effect ). However, the most widely used statisti—
cal inference framework in psychology,the null hy-
pothesis significance test (NHST),cannot provide
evidence for nil effects. In other words, a non-signif—
icant p—value(e.g., p>0.05)cannot be interpreted as
evidence that supports the nil hypothesis. As a re—
sult,in practice,researchers either avoid interpreting

the non-—significant results,or mis—interpret the

non—significant results as evidence for the nil hy—
pothesis. Here we introduced three methods that can
evaluate nil effects,the equivalence test,Bayesian
estimation ,and Bayesian factor (BF),to Chinese re—
searchers. We illustrated how to apply these methods
to real psychological data using two open datasets.
This primer may help Chinese researchers to improve
their statistical inference for non—significant results.
Key words: nil effect, p value, equivalence

test, bayesian estimation, bayesian factor
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