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G GiiHHEWTE R SR SO R B S AE AT, AR T BT R b iR & gt Ok
—— TR (Null hypothesis significance test, NHST) 1P| ¥ DL Ak 1 4 3520 W 52 8 17
B o AT SR A DU R 7 (Bayes factor) fEA—MERM (80 #hFRAIGHHTT
o DU TR 752 DU 307 455 v b FH SR AT R LU B RIARR 10 B 1) B 207 9%, L AT DU 32 A onf
TR B Ho B % R Hy (SR FERE . L5 NHST M W ROL3s: [R5 1€ Ho A1 Hy 3]
PLHHSRSCHE How A “TZEE” Huii[a) T O6 How AT LA F20E 3 538 FE A8 40 DL R AN SZ 4R -1 17
SO . AT, DU R Re O AR M B @ U Ge T A JASP SE3,  AKSCRA DTSy £ kg
BEAT 7RV o DU 307 R (A5 FH o o BE 2 0T 90 R il B 2 A 3 3, (B P I/ B O B
Gy AT A B DU LR U o BT FE I IE 5 A T

PNt DU PR 7, DUk, SR 22k, R Beie 36, JASP



H 20 ALK, SEih-HEWT R 7T ok 28Rk Bk 3 22 7 FH (Salsburg, 2001), F}4f
FCLE V1 IE B P 0 OR MR B T G HEWT R IE R N . B AT, R O IZ G HE T ik
FEEB KL (Null hypothesis significance testing, NHST) (Wasserstein & Lazar, 2016). 4R,
55 NHST 7E &AM |32 3 A £ R B 7038 6F NHST & p (B 1R A# A E H 1 (Gigerenzer,
2004; Greenland et al., 2016; Ziliak & McCloskey, 2008; FI{EME4E, 2016; J% KAk, 2017), [T
ke E R B, p B R SCREANS B ICEE 2 R 45 (W, Bem, 2011), 3]
# T KT NHST £ 5 iE & T RHAF R 48 Miller, 2011). FERXNEFZ T, ARG MR
FH DL R 7 #8548 NHST(Wagenmakers, Wetzels, Borsboom, & van der Maas, 2011; £, Dienes,
Z., Bk, 2017)0

TR 7 (Bayes factor) #& U741t (Bayesian statistics) H1 FH SR HEAT 178 b 550 AR
WA I JE . TR IS, AR 2 il E5d o 228 1 5 4 B (B 8 SCRe 1A 5 FBE 2 1) 179
e, RN — TR EEVEIR Y, DU R RR A8 A0 SR B R &AM SRR R
PR stk W] R B & T RHE e (R A 5% o H E T DU 0T BRI v SR R SE AR A A,
FEEA SR P IR IRAR ) 2 B

K, BEE RS E A KRS T, DU g ik 2E TR S SRS 1 BRI g
i, W(Zhu, Chen, Hu, & Zhang, 2017). DUrtirgeit i) T HRE KR, W WinBUGs (Lunn,
Spiegelhalter, Thomas, & Best, 2009). JAGS (Plummer, 2003). Stan (Carpenter et al., 2017)A
python i& & 1 T H AL PyMC3 (http://docs.pymc.io/index.html) %5, X E6%4EF0 T B AL ) H B,
R HE DL BT 05 S AE & NIF 98 Ak o ()48 FH (Depaoli & van de Schoot, 2017; van de Schoot, Winter,
Ryan, Zondervan-Zwijnenburg, & Depaoli, 2017). 7EX86T Hrf, tHHBL T T iH5 - A

FH T H, W RES A BayesFactor (http:/bayesfactorpcl.r-forge.r-project.org/). fELrFR2E K



SRR, B E A DI E IR SN DU 8t 11 /1) 77 72:(Dienes, 2008, 2011, 2014; Hoijtink,
2011; Klugkist, Laudy, & Hoijtink, 2005; Kruschke, 2014; Masson, 2011; Morey & Rouder, 2011;
Mulder et al., 2009; Rouder, Morey, Speckman, & Province, 2012; Rouder, Speckman, Sun, Morey, &
Iverson, 2009; Vanpaemel, 2010; Wagenmakers, Lodewyckx, Kuriyal, & Grasman, 2010). {E.0FE%~
(Open Science Collaboration, 2015; SAf& 545, 2016). #1484 1 5T (Chen, Lu, & Yan, 2018; Zuo
& Xing, 2014)5E4UR Bl “EEBHL” WERZ T, HHSHENSH ARG Ema. H
X T AR AR RIS I FE R, A R O1E F BHAR T AL 5 24T DU A i
AR A . DV RaiX —BahG, WHRENDTA T SRk gt SPSS HA AL Fim

114t 11 1. 2 JASP (https://jasp-stats.org/, JASP team 2017) (JASP Team, 2017; Marsman &

Wagenmakers, 2016a; Wagenmakers, Love, et al., 2017; Wagenmakers, Marsman, et al., 2017), f#ijfk,
AL S iofi o 8

AR B AE RO B RAR S EE R AT 503 A 48 DU IR 7 B A o 1 S A SO AR T
TR R, R AR TAE G BRI b p (B RA: FELUBSIREA AT B, AR T
wfar {5 A JASP THE DU R 1, DA R AT s Al o FLgh 2R . ZEURERA B, hie 1 DU A
FIIR AN E AL
1 D3 B i R

AR et PSR V1L 1 R % v ol e ) A E PR S e 52N I o P R P = I wh B S i

DU Gt R 2

1.1 Uit fifr

D22k (Bayesian statistics) 5413 %)k (Frequentist statistics) J& 4t it 2+ FE I

MR, HAZ OB 2 RAE TN THEZE (probability) FHCRIIE SUE B AR X T


https://jasp-stats.org/

AR EAIRIN 5, MRl R B A PR (frequency) HITIUNME. 524k, DlHt
Wred R, R X PR S MGETEE, A 0 2] 1 o MR TkEEE, £2
KRR EAERMEEREN . BT AR FE SR ERE T REAR, Kk, -
FIRMME AR BAT EMME . H I HreREOBR A RERE R AMIELEEK T, AR

SRBOFEH CRIMEE, AT LR 2R A, Ik pe—3.

IE TR IR MR A (R AT A RIS R, B R AIR ISR, 8% 7 B
MR R A EE. Flan, 76 NHST HEZEZ N, p (HME SURIRE Ho NEMEN T, HIY
A5 R N e AT A R SN m 4 R R . Hem) il p (ERIAMEEE: B Ho NE, 0
FRH e M F B AT, JCER M E B YRS, X L SIS g 2 R LU o I 2 45 R
BB LY A g A A A A . BRI, p(ERE U & — AN E AR AR L
K B A . BT A4 B X A C B B AR AR BE , RN p R EIR
R 06 T 3 28 TR VN B4 1R AL 2 (Greenland, et al., 2016). X fh%f NHST HiRfE, MBI =iA

DU geit Rz, RIRR A 24 1 (R A0E TH SR AR A I B B R A

SRR G, Uit i KPR A2 — 1T B5E T AR R T4k
KIS (credibility) (Kruschke, 2014). TiiE it AN Brsk i3 5cds, AATTAT P 5t AN [A)
ATREPEAIAH R FE B . X A L 5 05 ANATTHE B AR TS R LSRR AL M IRATA W 3k A5

SCRFRA WL RSN, AT 2 A 1%

SR DU S G5 F X B 1 B 5 DR SR AN A, (B LR R 3 A T BRI ™ 4k FEABE < 14
FEACTEIN s g2 R0 5 SRk R o DUHSr e v b B O DU A U (Bayes rule), o2 4R
3 5 B FRUANEE B 0 45 3R SR I S ok AR LR SRR SR N, BENLF AT A SBENLFIT B [
I 2 IR A «

p(ANnB) = p(A|B) x p (B) = p(B|A) x p(A) ~1
5



AT HOREMR A, WA S B R KAERME, XS0 A5 BRBRRGHE
(p(ANB)) A, £ B RAERIZFMT A KERME (p(AB)) 5 B KAERKIME (pB)) K
R, WEETTE A KERMZMAET B KARME (pBA) 5 A KEMME (p(A) K. H
H, p(AIB)FI p(B|A)YI N2 % (conditional probability), & XA

X1 BEATAR e, R B 2R 2 5

p(A|B) = p(anB) _ p(B|A) xp(4) At 2

p (B) p (B)

A2 RO Ut g B A e HARER R R S, W R AT B KBRS A KA
FMEE (p(AB)), ALUEIEEH A5 BE K AEMEERE (p(ANB)) BRELBKRAEMMRE (p(B)),
WS T A RAEMFMT B RAEKEZR, 5 A KEMBRIFRMR, HERUBRENME. A
2 WA SRR R, ITAEAF SN R] (¥ 2 AR O 7T R

FEUUH G REZE 2 T, AR 2 FTRAEAE R — KB SR BoE A F ZARYE — Kk
SLIGWCE B AR (data) KA IR AN ISR N T Redk . BLO 5B 78 b i 21

B Ho A, MW LKA 2 500 F

p(data|Hy) xp(Ho)
p (data)

p(Ho|data) 7~ 50 s 588 2 G B Ho IEFRIER, B Z22#F% (posterior); p (Ho)#

p(Holdata) = AR 3

TN EEHTE 2 BT BRI Ho IERRIES, BD E42M-% (prior); 1 p(data| Ho)l & 7 A5 %
HoZ &, HIAATEAE IR, B4 1# (marginal likelihood). HHULTFPAE H, 78 DL
gk d, — BRI (S5 1 BT RRAE T8 B IRATSE B EASARA ( TAE

MR A 3, FRATAT DUAE FH A ST R R R AT R FER BRI, K
AT DIARSE UL EHfE R s o i IR Ho) A #ik (BRI Hy BIRIE AT
B B A I 3 AR 4), BRITATER KGR,

_ p(data|Hy) xp(Hy) I~
p(H|data) = dacD N4




1332 Ho M Hy )R Sa M a, alRexs i b AT b, RIASK s:

p(Hy |data) _ p(data|Hy) _ p(H,) N
p(Ho ldata) — p(data|Hpy) ~ p(Ho) /N

b, DU A0

BF10=:§§£§3H§§ ~ 6

FEAR 61, BFo PRI LARRIZ Hi, 0EERHIE Ho, Bk, BF o BMAEERIE Hi 55 Ho
X EER DU R 7, TR BFon WARSR 2 Ho 5 HoX ELi DUM-7 7o 9, BFio = 19 &R 1
&, TERBHRE H N IS AT S0 1 T Re R R R Ho 260 T B i Bl (1
AIREVER 19 fife MOXANE L AX T UG, DU 7R AR T 224 A e S 30 26 5
G B R AR R AR A

I antt, DU 55 NHST [\ 7 A FE S A . NHST i B El % “ o J AT 2 /i
AR ER U1, PN 22 ), I AL A P A X B o AR i A = ) A
(p(more extreme > observed data | Ho)) A2 K” Win @ 1 DUl B ml & 2“7
Hi 5090 58 AT BEAEMEAN EEAR BRI ” f . AR B G h, DUHH IR PR — 4% NHST
ARERS (WK D, T /NIRRT AU .

R 1 vt e DU 3 5 4% 48 NHST HEWT (1 EL iR

AR BEAa 50 F 1 ] 7t DT gL B
1. IR 2% 5& Ho A1 Hy (1 SCRHIESE v x 10, 11
2. WTLLFHRSCRE Ho v x 12,13
3. AN HLAG R T RO6 Ho \ x 14, 15, 16
4. W LABEAS Hod R AR M f TR A ) 5 2 v x 17,18
5. ARIG TR HN A BCE AL ABRE TR v x 19, 20




vE: 10 = Jeffreys (1935); 11 = Jeffreys (1961); 12 = Rouder, et al. (2009); 13 = Wagenmakers (2007); 14 =
Edwards (1965); 15 = Berger and Delampady (1987); 16 = Sellke, Bayarri, and Berger (2001); 17 = Edwards,

Lindman, and Savage (1963); 18 = Rouder (2014); 19 = Berger and Berry (1988); 20 = Lindley (1993).

£ Jeffreys (1961)13EME |, Wagenmakers, et al. (2017)%F U134 (87 K /N AR 2R R 2 X
HATIE ERRIsy (AR 2. HERXANRIGIUR KIS, NREHNR, 713 F Z R
HARIRIIT 5 R Bt DL 37 R 1

R 2. DU IR 7 R SR b

DI A5, BF 10 fif R
> 100 A PR UE 388 S RF H
30-100 JEH R IE S S H
10-30 LR AR SCHF H)
3-10 H S FE RTIE SR SR H)
1-3 B HIESE SCHE Hy
1 B IR
13-1 B8 HUEE SCHF Ho
1/10-1/3 SR FE FRIEAE SCHRF Ho
1/30 - 1/10 B UEE SCHF Ho
1/100 — 1/30 JEH SR A UEYE SCHF Ho

< 1/100 M i IR 4 S FF Ho




1.2 R PBRINER

AT DU B - e e R B BRI, AT e R A AR 1 S g o A AR AR T
HEE, Hh— MO G B RMaE R, AR I R i e BT 74 2R Can oo o i 45 B RN 50D
KA TE & BRI e B0 A o (HIXFMEEE R 2O R IFA L. HRRiEaAR, %
R RE AN EEEM, BT EMAARSEA —ERERE, AL
FAERTES . DRt SEhnHE RS R H — AN ERE 1. frdEb .

i, 16U e RS, fEFRTPE 54 (Cauchy distribution) 1 8 4B B 656 7T B
F& I & PRI % R (Jeffreys, 1961; Ly, Verhagen, & Wagenmakers, 2016a, 2016b; Rouder, et al.,
2009). SFRHEIES D ATAHEL, FTPG AR AE O B MEAR s FEAR X B/ — 2k, DRIE I LEAm v A I
BARVFEZHRBE (B 1D; 5585040 BN S 7E Fr A 8 L1004 58 A F)D - AH
b, H P24 B i BB — e (Jeffreys, 1961; Rouder, et al., 2009). I, XF T & BRI
B3 A, ATLAIT N FROR:

8 ~ Cauchy(x, =0,y =1)



Normal =— Cauchy

0.41
0.3
) .
Z 02
0.11

00——“”’/// | \\f\ﬁﬁ‘—_f

-6 3 0 3 5

1 A 08 73 A 5 1EAS 70 A R EE
Jeffreys (1961552 H 7E DLt PR -~ e {8 FE AR 176 23 A1 A Ay S 36 R LU P R AR (19 1) 8o e
VTR U (Rt — IR UER Y, G 4341 W] AR g S 36 B T U h 500 B SE AP 5 o F 1 DL 27 B
T, ¢ K56 (Rouder, et al., 2009). ANOVA(Rouder, et al., 2012)F14H5% 73 #(Ly, Marsman,
& Wagenmakers, 2017; Ly, et al., 2016b)55 . IXSEIGIEM: I TAE, DU 778 O B 2% KA o

S RHIF AL ST R T R

2 DU T R B
AR AR, RGOS, DI T ER TN A MR E B4, 6 BAT % NHST

PR RIS . XA AT UGG N AT (R D UFRAIZ AT R

2.1 [FE & Hofl H:

DUt R B T SR 25 08 Ho A1 Hy,  JFAR I 2 #S I B Xt Ho A1 Hi NI e da it it
TR, fEbIEAZ b, HUBE M ETEGE T B AR (Ho A1 Hy) A, XAEEKS

10



NHST ANFl: £ NHSTHEZRZZ N, F 5 p (BANH EAEOE Ho N E, TMxd Hi AMIUERMERS, ik
p fHY5 H JoK. NHST M2, R Ho NEBZMAT, W2 a1 80 BB AE
WHEHE Ho, #:52 Hio XFMESLT, NHST ZE 7 —Faetk: aiddn ~, B vEIlES
Ho NE KIREZAH 24 534 5 /)N (Wagenmakers, Verhagen, et al., 2017). 1, 7E Bem (2011) 7,

Ho F2 MR S REAS 52 21 2 H BRI B, H o2 AR SR HH LA 78 2 R i 380 ol 3k 224 i SO

Eipiaete «“ i ” MR LA, BRI NHST B2 Bem (2011)152] 1 p<0.05 4%
B, B HoNER, SE14E8E ISR (p(dataH0)) 1RAK, HIL/EERBIEL4 Ho 5% H,,
AR RE 8 TR A SR R IR, AR, BRTCE OGO, AR T, A4S
BB (0 HD NERIMER (p(Hh|data)) s TiAEZAR B Ho A B 13 31 24 5 208k 1O
% (p(data] Ho)). £ Bem (2011)XMFH, SISl R AT Hy A8 5 A LR n] RedE
%, EAFTEERHERT, H O NEIIATREVE p(H)|data) b 7T BEHL Ho NELIAT BEYE p(Holdata) EAK

(Rouder & Morey, 2011; Wagenmakers, et al., 2011), {H NHST #1584 24 T X — s,

2.2 W PLHSRZ 3 Ho

[FIRE,  E T DU DR AT Ak 4 i 5 o Ho R HL 5 B R Sc R, 0nT LU RS2 RE Ho
(Dienes, 2014). H/Z&, TEAEGH NHST LT, RS IAAE Ho N E RGN #E4T, AU
N T REMKSE (Han 0.05 87 0.005) Toil Ho S N ESRAEIES . toan, AURIE R Bk
WSS IR p=0.2 AR HEWT 7 iF 752 914 A 5007 (evidence of absence) (BRAEGSFEAR . X
RS20 Power i L 254 FIBD o

SEPREIBEFE Y, BEREXS Ho #R AL E AL BOUESE B AT W B 2 5 X (Gallistel, 2009; Rouder, et
al., 2009), ‘B A AEMHLAEBT 0 X 00 th Al 45 2 9778 B A0 (evidence of absence) /&4

LF 2 W] 3%/ (absence of evidence) XM Hil(Dienes, 2014). FARNUE, DU 17 R[]

11



SERA =FOIRES: (D 3288 TSRy B WESR (RDAUEEZR A0 (2) SCFF Ho MRS
CBI B R TG s B (3D UEHEXS P& ANSCRE (A AL TR il 72 ] 7 3 it A
TERCRD . Biln, YU T BFor = 15 R B 2K 4E HIUE Ho M EIE DL R KR RETERAE
Hi RO RTREVER 15 15, R FHTH B BN ZFREZMHIERE Hoo H3E, Bl
BFo1 = 1.5, Wt BI S 240 HIUE Ho NG DL N KR RETERAE Hy MBI BLN 1Al REdE
(K1 1.5 £, WIERA RSt T MR I SCIRFRE A 2, REEBHTIUER /- Ho 55 H
(LA 2 % DU D7 KN SO
ERERRR, NERSR Hi, RSCH Ho, VUM 75 AU AR Y, VAR
TRAMEBE S 7 — M, BRI REAFAAE SR = MR Ho LU Hy AT Ho 350 S0 FUSEAR L
HAEESNERSESE. AEERNE, SO AMREIE NHST AERZ N REH T2 2R
BTk SRR (Equivalence Test). IXAPEIEIT ¥ E £ 4> Ho KRR AN ERL TS 0
BAEES, MWL E S Ho(Lakens, 2017). (HEEFMRIATAMER T p A, TiEiEHt

XTUESE 1 B 42200 & (Schervish, 1996).

23R “FEE” AT RN Ho

DL 7 R R B 23 Sl e T M BT Am X Ho A Hy SR SRS, 54540 NHST AHEL, Xt
Ho A Hy IR SZHF AN, AT HAE 26 Ho BT AR X BT AR A 58 2

FEAEGE NHST iz &, REW A Re I 2 2 R, SREBSE p <0.05 iR
% Ho, SZAHIMIAE, DU e 72 B Ao Mg migdmeé TRae (W3 3.2 /MR T
DU R R S i 48 Do X T FIFE RS p (EARADLT EE DUHST IR 558 Ho F) S R P B 3 o
fln, HHFE N TR E LGRS T R NS R S IR 2 SRR, R R R A AT &

FMRE 2 J5 KB r=0.39, p=0.007 (Stulp, Buunk, Verhulst, & Pollet, 2013). 154 F Ul

12



K708, £33 BFo = 6.33(Wagenmakers, Marsman, et al., 2017). BESRBFh 5K E
EE T RIFE S (HMELE Ho 5 SRR RIER SCR HD, (HEM p E BFE, IT-RHIEL
Ho FJUESEAR 5%, 11 DU B8] 549 2 SCRE 2 A TR B . Wetzels et al. (2011)EEH T 855 /> «
RIGIIEE R, RILESRRH A NN p [ DU R FESS 0 By 1 — 5, (R DUk
PRI 7 AR SR 1 BE I E: p {EAE 0.01 5 0.05 Z RS E 558, ORIy DLt 81 R &
WA AR 99 B0 . XL 48 p (I DU Brf# 1, 7 W.(Johnson, 2013; Marsman & Wagenmakers,

2016b).

2.4 ] DA MR 3 TEYE SR AR AL

THE DU IR i, R AR Bt SR o6 Ho A HL SCHRERORREE, DRk, B B8O i
B, AT DA AN [ 0 S R R FE AT B 76 DU IRHE SR 2, DU IR (5 45 A
AT BB e AAAE TR B S0, T A o AL SR 2 DU o DL 34 R - A7 ST, M
5 6 HH IR AN 2 52 0 DL 38y XL 5 9 i@ 132 (Roudeer, 2014).

TGk HESE 2 T, AR EARUE BHURE SR, % T R I 3 A 2% 52 B4
I 452 1 U B (K 52 0 (Rouder, 2014), SEBR b, An L 784 AT 168 0% R FH 7 51 DL I8 7 it
FESLI0 FF AR AT P2 A0 B B DU R 7 1 & LB GEHZ 10, RPECERATIES ), T RBHS7E S50
A RR A8 S T 0T 5 A6 e 3R AT TE T, T DATESE 24 PR BB £ L USCBE B (Schlaifer & Raiffa,
1961; Schonbrodt, Wagenmakers, Zehetleitner, & Perugini, 2017). X Ff AN 52 34 {5 b0 00 520 (1) J&

W, X seBRmt FU R EE RS, AT T A A B ROt R S .

2.5 AR uEERIBIR

SRR THRIFE I U8 R Bl 2 A R B, AEWT FT T 4R 2 DN FE A 1k 458 DL R B s A

BEAT TR DLORUE SR 25 & Gt B o BN, O3 2 S oo o R FH 0 BE LA A DA S B L 23T

13



ffiid:. BT NHST MMEAEE T — 2B MR, TR OUH 21T, power
analysis) X -Tfifis p {8 F 45 2 & Y (Halsey, Curran-Everett, Vowler, & Drummond, 2015).

BT DU S R 5~ B, JUIAS 32 Bt ke v R i sg ey, Ji BRTAE T DL S0 ] 7 1) o B A
SR S U (Berger & Wolpert, 1988), HAT R 1) 73 M A TSR B ¥ . Hebiliid, BRAEHTT
FOMEAR SR FEANE 2, SRR TSR A DU BT R o X ANRE RN T A0 B AR S
EINGHOEE/TE S At

PR DA L3 1) 26 Lk e ade 26 vh ek N5 & ik 2 [ 50 R OB F 0, WIS 8 KI0 r =
0.39, p=0.007 (Stulp, et al., 2013). 7E NHST HEZLZ T, 2N p EHAT & BERIAEEE, FRATL A0
e SEBR 1R B Gi 25 2 BT LA THRILF AT 46 k28, FF HAESE 46 IR % 515 1RSSR £ 8
TR EUF AR R A RANH R X B SRR, p = 0.007 ARE I = SR MEMFEE -
HARB B2, XL AR

FAE, XA PR 515 I U (stopping rule, B4 2514 R 1LURER SR ) HHSH)
o). FE RS ATE Y, RER S SEAS R ks, HAR Ak gRIg N, e o A AR X g
BEWE ? A SRR I — AN BRI T NHST 4007, 4512 2 Hm LB ), (#7545
HERESE DTN

5 NHST AR, DU B 5 B 0% Bl A 5 4500 A b 0T AN T S 53, AT BB 68 23 BT 52
B3 AN SR, AR B AT A R U IR BER R, DL S R S
W A2 I 0 PR A0 34 5 AN S2 R T RIS 0 PR A0 34 R AR EL ORI X T AN 34 380 2 TR g DL 34 R
AT T SRR = . R, IEWERAE S T E AR B, EAR B KOs 55T i
i DL 307 PR~ AN 2 5 0 B0 FR s, (X Tl 208 AR BH 1 R i I AN e e e AR BH PR T, AT

PP ok, 2 B HBGR ARSI, IR E R AR B — B R .

14



RN T EES P E A REM (B EEEIE ML R BB .

S, DU IR AL 8 2 i B a8 b A S B X Ho A H R S SRR
JE o R SN b M AR 5 S AR AL, UL PR LR T T AT DA SR s A RIS
SRR . UR TS DU D 7 (4 IR IR CLE & BF 1o KT 10 B0 BF 1o /b1 1/10 B
f bR B D, WU REME AR SR L W6 78 2 i BB M E . bAh, Bk = Bl s iRl
ISYIA 0TI NP TS R L 2= R -V s R T 7 S - S (S (5

35 JASP H& N H-Er R F
W DU T B R O B, R AR Bk A WE A R R B O L e 2

(Edwards, et al., 1963). {H ULM-37 PR (1) 71 5578 52 A7 100 e 25 25040 28 2R R0 70 i R AN [+ i A
HEME S FHRAXATLLZ, Morey & Rouder, 2011; Rouder, et al., 2012; Rouder, Morey,
Verhagen, Swagman, & Wagenmakers, 2017; Rouder, et al., 2009). 1F /& HFiX /M E K, DU
TALHE AR — B2 EMR R RS ik, AAEMAH R ESFENRMAE, TR T

AIAAL 141 T H JASP (https:/jasp-stats.org/), ZEARH S SPSS AU B S, 1k Uit

R T T A A I, AN 4 TASP B S AR

3.1 JASP A fRifr

JASP J&—/Me sk, PG EE, HATH R EF TR AT HE A, HEAEHA
20 R JASP KM H b ik fra A feigimid % 2 M ge it B d AT s it et soR, e
Hoo2 DU A7

JASP FEAELHABEFCI Im W] R a5 PP AR, HOPRBEST: 38—, S

W, RONIFIRR iZ 2R AR AT TR 8=, SRk, BEEM Ui, tah

RN EERSHKH T Wagenmakers, E.-J., Love, J., Marsman, M., Jamil, T., Ly, A., Verhagen, J., et al. (2017).
Bayesian Inference for Psychology. Part II: Example Applications with JASP. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review.
15
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NHST 734773k, i B NHST 237k, 8900 xh 208 & f H 8 45 X JA]) (¥4 H (Cumming,
2014); 5=, fiEtE, B JASP MUSEA M A FE & A 08, M s BB gt 77k X
A DLE I S AT AN R BB, AR EDE S, A0, eSS BE A kAR
NI SR B8, Rk fii ] APA B [FIEE, JASP A At s B BRI 5 SR b 2
TV, 58 2 B4 R v LA A S B QAT E . RSk, R AR>S 5 il AR,
JASP KA N 0 5 th 45 AR A7 T I8 — NS 80N jasp ISCIE 2, AN BT 45 SR 5 5 4
S PR 3 AT A B O A G I . X 8 SR 5 B A 5 1) SO T DL S R IR P & Open science

framework (OSF, https://osf.io/)HE 4, MM 2G5 45 R AT

3.2 M-SR T o7 JASP HSEIL X H 85 R gk

HAT, JASP ARl DLSEEL 2 Al Sab sl v i) DU IRl 3208, BB BRREAS ¢ ARG . JROZFEAR ¢
frs . RONFEAR ¢ R, JrZEa M. EEMERITZDH . ANCOVA MR, X F46—
T, BIse gt 7R IR A IEM DU 877 7% . TASP 1) DU R0 A PR B SE 56

A, EWA DB, 2T RASTE Wagenmakers et al. (2015, https:/osf.io/uszvx/)*} Topolinski

A1 Sparenberg (2012) /) 5 & S50 B 4m BT A, Ui BH A0 5 Y JASP AT MO AE AR r RS
oAt Y DUt R 237, AT RAiE— 222 % Wagenmakers %5 A(2017).

7t Topolinski M Sparenberg (2012)H) 5 —ANSEia, — gt LU &1 77 [ 3k 30— N6t s
FHB R, 10 53— I U £ 05 3k 3. BEJE, #IRIES — ANV S5 S R R . A AT
KA R, AT AT % B L 00 e 3 1) 4 X 4R 25 B i £ 0 28 380 1) FF T8O (Topolinski. &
Sparenberg, 2012) ( {H /& W, Francis, 2013) . Wagenmakers % A(2015)% F 4% A0 7% Mt
(preregistration) 177 s ZHF FEHEAT AT, 76 S FF 46 0T 0 2 45 (L SCSR Bl mo bt 2452
FER— BB DU 7 R 1A 2 10 B RIS I EUCEEEUE, B8 B4 A 3] 50 MEARSEIF IR
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BRSO o LA, T IS SR S0 ¢ A5 P BRIN G, By =1 (ORI PG 23 A o T B0 1 ¢ A58
(556 2 R TE RN AT v 23 A, BP &R Ho : Cauchy (0, 1)

AHFE A, BRIASEL /4 Cauchy (0, DR AL, BUAERA A, KRR &
S ELBIR K CRTF 1IN R S T 50%Lh EDs MR, 73— AR XA A
SR B A M, ST 0 RIS R LE KK, RN 0 2 aeifE. — 1k
30 4 ) O PR T RN P 3 AR B B8 o £F BayesFactor T A, ERICR A

y= %\/_ ~ 0.707

JASP 5t F BN ¢ K56 FIRER X ANER o r B/INERSE Hy A0 Ho AR, AtATTS 004k
Y BT AR, SEMEAS B SCRF Ho BYSRAEY -

5 F JASP AT LA I HH A0 AT DU BT AR AS K056 158 A JASP T -5 (File >

Examples = “Kitchen Rolls”, B34 M https:/osf.io/9r423/ F#J5, #iifi File = Open), ZRJETE

T-tests [T %% “Bayesian Independent Samples T-test”o ¥ o A&l 1 o &) Al B &
fE . FATE 4L F“mean NEO”1E Jy K 42 & (dependent variable), “Rotation”fF Ay 43 41 4% &
(grouping variable). I 2 HREIF7R, ¥ Cauchy Jo36 1 78 & 15 B N JASP FIERAE y=0.707,
[F] /2 1% 7 ““Prior and posterior” & HF-1E Wi [#]“Additional info” X PHANIETL, 1S 24 & 2 45 )
IR (25 B e 5 U ERE 4 A B, 30 R e 0 560 1 F PR R B — 2, XN EE R T
Topolinski 1 Sparenberg (2012)FT M IEMFAHKR . B 2 A B0, SEgoN G551,
MR I A FTAE B, KA IS I A2 UqE, P /2-0.13, 95%I AT {5 [X [
M-0.5 3] 0.23. BFor = 3.71, FRUDERNRBAGAE Ho k2 THIFTReMERAE Hi R N AT RE

PR 3.71 6% (FRAITiE3E T BFo1, [N BFo1=3.71 A4 254 1 BF10=0.27 S i B 1)
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. d
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lssing 25 ==+ Prior
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3 | 108333 3 8 T. counter 20 10 0o 10 20
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[ 13

2 {8 JASP BEAT DU TR ST REAS ¢ K TGS A BV E5E . P ZE MR HE s rh IR B 2 Ak 0 A oA 45
.
WS IXANYIE s, BATATEL T g B0 T3k 4T DU BT e AR A 3. 3R
AN AR BB VR IL A) i, IR BEAT DU S SRS A A TR RSt
o R WU B AL 1 TS AR 2, FATREAE Hypothesis™ B T AL 2Ji% “ group 1> group

27, I 3 HiE R .
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\ mean_NEO & | & | & | & Rotati 2
& o6 Neo Dependent Variables =]
o o ek B 9.0 a0 [— Bayesian T-Test
2 | 116667 8 1 T. dod & Neo Yy
& O NeO
3 | 0666667 5 5 T. counter |z & qu0.Neo Bayesian Independent Samples T-Test
4 |osmn 6 2 T. dock : ::i'::g = BFo. error %
il e P g P & o .check mean_NEO 7.740 ~3223e-4
1 & gl check Note. All tests, hypothesis is group clock greater
6 | 0666667 5 7 T. counte & Includ L than group counter
A
1|03 S 2 T. counte : —
8 |02 7 2 |T. counter & Student S Srepro Wive
& MsjorOccupation | [[5] [ & rotation mean_NEO
9 | 0833333 7 4 T dock ————— — - -
10 | 075 8 2 |T. dock Hypothesis Additional Statistics datalH+
1 | 083333 8 12 [T |dock Group one ¢ Group two Descrptives BF.9=0.129 median = 0.085
1 © Group one > Group two BFg.=7.740 95% CI: 0.004, 0.332]
12 | 075 7 3 T |dock e datal0
{ Group one < Group two i s i 100
13 | osisee? 7 6 T. counter Bayes Factor o o — bosterior
14 0333333 5 5 T dock e Doyes Fichor robistnue thack 80 -« Prior
BFa
15 | 0833333 3 7 T. counter Shpn I
{ Log(BFw) Ryt 2 60
16 | 066667 6 4 T. counter 2
i Missing Values 8 40
17 | 025 6 4 T lock Cauchy prior wadth  0.70:
! © Exdude cases analysis by analyss
18 | -0166667 7 1 T. counter Birkda caoss lotwise 20
19 | 0916667 s |6 [Tujoouwnwe (] g | e\
0.0/ i ] NS sy
2 | 183333 8 |5 |T. dock r Y v 1
20 -10 0.0 10 20
21 | 166667 S 7 |T. counter Effect size 5
2 | 066667 8 1 T. counter
23 | 1083 3 8 T. counter
2 | /0916667 6 6 |T. counter

3 {§i il JASP %} Wagenmakers 25 \ (2015) (Wagenmakers, et al., 2015) %545 32E47 U137 LA ST REAS ¢ K236 7R 2
B FEOREOE, IR AR, AL R o 4 LSO P A

SRR g R AN B 3 AL R . SR8 an RSB 1 RN 2 SR RAH R
U 3 o FEY P00 A 6 4 S 30 i TR B B R AT 2 T RO , BEINSCRE Ho AR XHIESE (400
Matzke %5 A\(2015)), EI DU 7 BFo; A 3.71 #8403 7 7.74, EWREWE B WEARALE Ho T
FIRTREEAE Ho T REPER) 7.74 75

ERERERRE, £ FIRER DA RETE O HARKA fUE (WK 3HMD, 5 HAK
Y BRI — BRI o X — A G T S BN B AE X RV AN ), A G0 7 vk (1 o 2 A X )
H[-.23 +oo) 8o BVARAEGUIIAR 3= SUI X IZEH % o R AT U (R, B T AR A b
R a = 0.05 R IGAELED, (R IR 513 23 K ILIX A X 8] UG PR B

{& 2./ (Morey, Hoekstra, Rouder, Lee, & Wagenmakers, 2016).

S HIDME A RE S H 1 ttest BRECKRAF 2] p (A RIIX[H][-.23 +o0).
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3
10 075 8 (2 |T. clock Hypothesis Additional Statistics T T T T T T .
0 025 05 075 1 125 15
1 | 8 [2 [T |dock et Cauchy prior width
© Group one > Growp two
12 o015 7 13 [T dock - S e
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13 | 0916667 7 6 T. count ter Bayes Factor Additional inf mean NEO
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® BF.
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0
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4 87 JASP HEAT DU DR T R0 Ra i b3 7

bR 7S DU 5 Ah, JASP JE R DABEATASA@ 73 # (Bayesian robustness check), MM
ARG 650 0 A 4 r 6 DU R g . il 4 B, %&h“Bayes factor robustness
check” i Il, XKAF RN K 4 M EHE . MZERT LA 2], 4 Cauchy SE50H) » Jy 0 I,
Ho5 HAHIE (BFo+ = 1), BFo B4 r BIMGINTINE I, 7E JASP KIERIME » = 0.707, DIH-HiA
+ BFo+ = 7.73; TXTT Jeffrey BRI =1, DIM-HiE+ BFor = 10.75. L, f£— R r )
JRBGAE T, ARTEE B T Ho (S5 S5 I HE S

AN, BT LAAE I 4 R IE RS i Sequential analysis” & H7 % T “Robustness check”,
AT 3 H . LRI 4 00 R B30 B o P41 45 4T s 12 DU R B 2 5 b
A EE R, Wi, BIFFTHR AT DA ST 20 US4 2 s R4 AR 3R kAT 4% A AT AL o
MEFATLAE S, SZbr | Wagenmakers 25 A (2015)F AR 3% FEM S ) y = 1 2636 K 5 BFo.3f
fE BFo+ > 10 B3 BF+o> 10 W 322005 LA 78 55 M2 )5, BB T BFo > 10,
BRI TIRIR S . fESEErh, BRR LRSS — ok DU R 7, A Bl T 1 il DL 3 R
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ARSI [A] 5 L T Ve (bR vt IR B e 2 15 15 L R

FE 553 B i) — M0 R B AT AL 1 DU 3 ] 5 R AN TR S B 26 A0 T B USCBIGE AR, B D $B7 EA]
TAE log R _E2RIFMEF4 % AZE (U1, Bahadur & Bickel, 2009; Gronau & Wagenmakers, 2017).
FERFTHE T, BRI S 35 I, AR B DU R 7T 4a IS EEE
A AE L7 R T 1 log 1 1 22 St A — L W0 ML Bt 2 )5 AN AR 1L, JATTRT DARR E i dls
y BAEPIN B> y1 A0 y2, ARAEFIEAR A, BFo: (y) = BFo: (y1) x BFo: (y2lyl). XAAKXEK
W, DU 7 IR R R X A R B R AT B B A e, Sebr B A A s AN ——
BFo(y2lyl) —— RBLHIRZ: R ORI EIE y1l #ATERE, ks y2 xf DUt
FLREHT (Jeffreys, 1961, p. 333). WX AT log #¥ )5, 52| log(BFo+ (y)) = log(BFo+
(y1)) +log(BFo- (y2lyl)). fRE#HE yl 63 7 2WHER, AN rnfi32l, @yl BH/EH
BERBAHR EE R (FERIBAMEBL T, XS SRR S D, miEid y1 5201
AT, RR T AR y2 KSR, BRI log(BFo(y2ly )55 . AEXMEALT,
log(BFo+(y2|y D) B RBUHAL RSB ER 70 A, MRIBEE . B, A—Fe8) r ik
# y1 PAERFR S5 A0, AHUEEE y1 RREIIKIE, 13 yl 1E5% 0 i REERL,  thin
y2 FROCRAERLEAT ST RN R AL, XA 7S log(BFow(y2ly D)EARRIM » FHEEL, 724
WS R

3.3 Wfarik G MH-HrE 4R

DU Ge vt H AT O RS2 SR FEANE W BRI 70 2% A5 ) G B AT B R N 2 IR SR
ENEBEGEE T B R T U kb Az, W ] DU A, R R A
R S5 BAbmBME RN 7 ARXAE 5. Bk, BT k& R 7R R 24, @&

T B H AR AT Lt (Krusche, 2014), 55— 3T DUM R T 85 JREAL, B ft4 e



AR s DU R I S 2 NHST. Qi , w7 AT BE DU R 343t 7 s £ &
MR, BB R SN NHST BRI SR CAndE B RIS B R ISR I8, Toik b
PRUSCER I BN LB B ) o 55 . ik DU R e RS LB i B AR 8 A . B, e i
FEANARHE 7 figp DU S0 817, 7 S R Do 307 DR 7 A T B A AR . B =L A DS ]
Tor A B S5 o A SR R Z SR IR K SR DR, 6 43 A7 L 1% 5 2 B b o B A A 4R — e
o BEUUL SRR DU TR T, K DU DR S 0 S B B B B A Rk

DU R AN etk 35, TR IR s B 1 SCRF R E . Bildn, 7E Wagenmakers 25
(2015)H1, X Jeffreys BRIASade B DL 30 EA - 45 SR AT 40 T i -

“JUH-HT KT8 BFor = 10.76, ULHITE (BCE A BN FAB T B3 24 B 208 10 v e e
FEIE (EUEFAERUNID BB R AT BEPER 10,76 1% . AR HE Jeffreys (1961)H H 14> Fehrifk,

XS H R R A 1B, BIZE MG B AN SL 00 I B B R 18 5T AAE LT T8ME (NEO)

1>

"o B ER. "
Bk, A DU R AT AT, BT DR R R PRI EIR, AR A AN e 81 23 A
Mgk, R DEFER, HHMPEERMEmEmE L.

4 RES5RE
UTEESR, BRI T ] 5 A 7 4% 52 9T (Baker, 2016; Begley & Ellis, 2012; Munafo et al.,

2017), {E.0¥E2%(Ebersole et al., 2016; Klein et al., 2014; Open Science Collaboration, 2015).
1% (Poldrack et al., 2017; Zuo & Xing, 2014)JGH: Atk 1% NHST fId FEARH 2 R R 22—
(Lindsay, 2015; #ALME4E, 2016). Bk, WF50E AT 8 DU R Ry — PR B 360 57, #e
B Y H O AR SO o6 NHST i RO IR . 498, Mgt sgh 7 A7 %, Bl
w, %R EBE T %% 0.005(Benjamin et al., 2017)E% 42 5% I A% 2 LL 558 f1) 8L SR 1 B

(likelihood ratio) (Etz, in press)1 /7% HAEMGERTIZ, OB AH 7T E 5 R 5 2
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ZRE, RS T AR L OB AR ] A Bl A TT TS BT 7T A AN 3%
(Chambers, Feredoes, Muthukumaraswamy, & Etchells, 2014; Lindsay, 2015; Nosek et al., 2015).
XHRZR T 5 B 7 i AN IX 3 (Kerr, 1998; Wagenmakers, Wetzels, Borsboom, van der Maas,
& Kievit, 2012)  LAR R N 0 B2 il fk 2 (Nosek, Spies, & Motyl, 2012)%5 45 ] G 2 i il 24
WA 78 AT S A SRR R IR o DR IR B R R, X M o W e A 5 M 45 SRR RIS
17 B2 SR R ARk J7 22 (1, (Poldrack & Gorgolewski, 2017; Zuo et al., 2014).

B anit, fEA—MANE T4 NHST 75k, DU 5~ Bh 0T 5E 5 A H 2 Fh ik 07
ERHRE — B FEHEAT S04, ANTIAS BUHERS () Gt 4T, 15 2Nl J i 45k, FHER K
&, KRHZIONERAT N, SRS 2R BRma R, maARkFEsA M T H O
W 7 BT 4l R PEAT A

4.1 MR T 2

DUt 307 B8] 2 D30y Ge v AR B RS 56 7 TR SE S 5 T DL 307 2 R 5 A3 22 YR o [ 4 4L
—HAFEMiller, 2011). SEPr b, BEEE TR Ui R AT RRAAAE VR 2 M, 7840 T ffix Ly
SGTHIRL AT, A SE NG R T ERATZERR 70 p & B A5 DU 758

X DL $07 R B S B R B R T R e MR I B, FTRE VOSBRI MR T
M AR T ASE 5 LR 5 IIE 35 2% (Wagenmakers, Marsman, et al., 2017). A7 &
A, BRIAISEE T NN ASF] . 6140, Bem, Utts A1 Johnson (2011) iAly, Wagenmakers %5
AQ011)%F Bem (2011)AHHEHEAT BT /0 HTS, SRH T ANE3@E 1 e B0 R A TR 19 31 5
Bem (2011)—S&5 R I JE A o IX P HEIE S5 1w DU R 7 (R, B AKE S 36 iR e Ak
N AT 1 S5 56 2 (Hoijtink, van Kooten, & Hulsker, 2016). 1) &, HEMF R EK H A

MBS R IRFFE W 5 AT, HAW e T LR A 2 SIS, IR 2 78 0 R R I
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Hx, WATRE NS, W 735G 5 R AL . £ NHST HEZRZ R, 5
AR IR — RS TR A A 9 O B AR T — Rt — IR I TE 5% LA
N, B EEAKCFRE Y 0.05. HIER R ERH — 4R, NHST HERR 2 FHE W2 EH
KRB — R REAE TR, B2 BB ER k. i B giih R8N
TN TR SR ) SR AT, ORISR A e CRD— 288550 I, Rk, Z4HF
FOHIET DI R AT SR G2 SR I, AT REIE R — 2 1% (Kruschke & Liddell,
2017a). 1E bR DU R =40 A b, BT DUOdE ik e 56k i ok 22 =1 LE AR Y 0] @l (Jefreys, 1938;
Scott & Berger, 2006, 2010). 1, FE#0 BAWE 5T FUA S FH P %245 £ K (Stephens & Balding,
2009).

EHE I ERY, ETETST AR E RS R, BT AR B A T 15
JEBER . B, Cumming (2014) W RN X HEFEIXRIIEA p E. (HEHEINSH
AT SR BRI AE R Hh 35 LA S 5503 FH 1 i) R, DR b DL 30 R T 72 B 5 3 T o 1Y
IR F SUFIRGUT AT LB RS, DU ge it b, 0 BT 1 (1 7775 (Kruschke & Liddell,
2017b).

B, DUMHR PTG 3G, AR PR R AT R, I AER B A g it
DRI, — RS (¥ 45 ST AR VR AR BR PR 1, T 9038 T DA 4k S e 0 sl b A7 J B2 5 56

(Ly, Etz, Marsman, & Wagenmakers, 2017).

4.2 DU B 7B B A BT

DU ST Rl AR gk DU e ik B seck 36 3%, 55 NHST MELRA —Leusy, HAiR
Wt 7t T A LA S0 J0He A2 15 SO e, AN 2 R R A e SR B E b v R S, A

1717 580 R M HEAT B 0 A o XD A AT BE A Bh O B SO A MU AE I SO AR T EAT SR, (R
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If, DU S0 DR 0 SR B A AT DGR R A 0 25 B IR O\ s 38 DLt 30y 7 ) 32k ) FH Y L DA i
4645 (Depaoli & van de Schoot, 2017).

JASP HIIT 2, Adi ] DU S0 B 7~ B o+ SR A e AR 45 BE N eI (58, AF 70 2 BV I A AR 9 1 4t A2
B, MRENS AT H JASP AT DU K720 A . X P Re A B T-HESH A F0 38 50z s s FH D
M. BbAh, JASP AH IETEREKRE, HINBERIREERT FIEEANY K, Bk
HIFRAERE A BT B B 2 v, AT Re S BRI 708 SR P e AT R 7T

ot UG R EAE SR A B0 B R KK R A AR A SRS WIS S (V3 B, S Ay B

A B A NS A SR B E B R

SR
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Abstract: Statistical inference plays a critical role in modern scientific research, however, the
dominant method for statistical inference in science, null hypothesis significance testing (NHST), is
often misunderstood and misused, which leads to unreproducible findings. To address this issue,
researchers propose to adopt the Bayes factor as an alternative to NHST. The Bayes factor is a
principled Bayesian tool for model selection and hypothesis testing, and can be interpreted as the
strength for both the null hypothesis Ho and the alternative hypothesis H; based on the current data.
Compared to NHST, the Bayes factor has the following advantages: it quantifies the evidence that the
data provide for both the Ho and the Hj, it is not “violently biased” against Ho, it allows one to monitor
the evidence as the data accumulate, and it does not depend on sampling plans. Importantly, the
recently developed open software JASP makes the calculation of Bayes factor accessible for most
researchers in psychology, as we demonstrated for the #-test. Given these advantages, adopting the

Bayes factor will improve psychological researchers’ statistical inferences. Nevertheless, to make the
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analysis more reproducible, researchers should keep their data analysis transparent and open.

Keywords: Bayes factor, Bayesian statistics, Frequentist, NHST, JASP
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