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Multiple testing of several items or tests:
A Monte Carlo simulation study
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This paper aims to highlight the problem of multiple significance testing with
several dependent variables (i.e., items or tests). In many research papers,
researchers report the results of multiple significance testing without realizing they
are committing Type I error, in which it can be erroneously concluded that there is a
statistically significant difference, when in fact there is no statistical difference. In
order to address this problem, a series of Monte Carlo simulation studies were
carried out. Five artificial sets of dependent variables for two groups of subjects
were generated in the simulation. Three types of data sets which varied in their
degrees of intercorrelations (r = .00, » = .50, r = .95, respectively) were then
compared. The results indicate that multiple significance testing, with several
dependent variables, inflate Type I error, and thus caution should be exercised to
control the experimentwise error rate. Implications for the strategies for controlling

Type I error rate are then discussed.
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ANHDHEHELTLED 15 1 MORY ] OENREHSR>TLEI ML T
BV, ZOX)BREIIIFHFT —F A OAMER ETELT MR HATWND
Bz 0E, BEH, 2004 72 L), ZD7=0, @io@& BT D L EH LRI
FEML T HEMUIIHE SN TND Z EBZ, %, —%AYICIE L < B S
n1m5%®i9&ﬁ$%rbtmf%éo_®%Ti — JClE S WO AT 24T
STHET, EOTN—TOMAEDLEITHEHMICHEEREN R LN D NEFTHR
HleZ, IN—TALINV—TB, JV—TA LI Nr—7C, J/L—7BE¢&
JN—7CO 3 HOKE (ZELK) 2{7ToT0nHI LEZRLTWND,

F1 OIS HMENTW DS HOITROSZEILE (3 BOKRE) DOHF

TN—7F A Ir—7B ra—7C? F p
) o 65.34 58.83 50.82
V=T 47T Ak 10.24 .000
(17.63) (12.01) (12.82)

Note "n =20Mean D) A A\ A N

LorL, WSO OEMHEH (b LIEFMIRE) 7 A D X 9 ik
DR E %, BEO I NV—THTHIET D LI RGAETYH, REAZMKY KT Z
LIZE-TE | OB ZINTHEENSRILEVWIFERTIHEVHOLNLTY

RN, AR SLTED L 9 e R AR T BRI, ARAKEOREZETIC
WEINTWAHIRIHREINS, FD X ofotiiﬂml% BT (2008a) 23477 L C
WA XD, FERENY Y —FTLVOBEREICE 1| FOMRY O AR 5

SNBR6G, MBMERONEETE RN kzw;é #2 2 BNEDX DM
ThHY, V=T 7T ANTHWIHE 1 BiTW, VA=V T7FT A K, AE
—FX T TARNTH, ENENTHEONZ 1 BT 2T T0nbH720, & 3 |
DREZF LY TN (ERBINF) TIToTWNWDL I LIZhD, BRAZ, Z0
B TIEDEHT (ANOVA) O IR LI > TWHN, otkE BT ¢ #
E, YRERE) THRBEICZDr —22YTIEES,

ZOEIE, MEEZFR LTI L TME LBV IRT Z L2k - T,
1 OB OMEZE LTLEIZEE, RMREOZEEROME] LD (&
N2, 1998), AR TIIFFICER 2 OFIDO L D7, WEREBDWL S0d 555104
CHREDLEMEORELZTY LT 5,



72 WREBNPEEHHILGEICEZ2MEOLZELEOME 3 BORE) Ofl
In—=7  Tra—7  Ti—7

A? B? c? d P
‘ \ 65.34 58.83 50.82
V—F 4 ST AR 10.24 .000
(17.63) (12.01) (12.82)
VA= T AR 59.13 (9.76)  57.21(7.61) 53.77(7.46)  4.39 017 <i]
\ 64.33 57.17 53.61
AE—F% L TF R b 4.53 013 <ﬁ
(14.54) (13.61) (19.81)

Note. *n = 40; Mean (SD); &FlXME DR % 77,

12 HEHPORELREICBITS 2 BEORY

WL OO RES (BERROEBERT A M) 2B 2RED L EMEOME
IR 72010, FMEHRE & ZICHBET 2 2 FEHORR Y IOV THEfE L
TEPRTNEZR G720, £F, REX FHFMNICEERERDD ] L) &
ZRTTIZOIIATH 720, XL OIT TNV &V ) IRiEfEL (null hypothesis)
ARET D, £LT, HEIE LT, REMEDN p<.05 G%UT) Tholoity
(Z1%, 100 [AHFC 5 BILL FOBRWHERTERL Z 52 L 2RTOT, [ZERRN
EWVWH T LR EEZXLND, TDOEY, REL TRV IR B2 A L
(ZEid %) L) XISEE (alternative hypothesis) ZE:AR L, [HEEHAIICHEE
BRENDDL) LVWOIHEAETT, 20, AEMRELEEIND p HIXHEREELR
LTWDHDT, W p @D 05 ZBXI-EAICIE, 2R 0 E W 2 REUT 3
LDHERERDEL DT, HEHIICAEEREN S D LTV R0 &9
%, 2

CITHEELRTIERLRODIE, p<.05 TAERENDD EHKLTYH,
ZOHIENFAY THOHMERN p WERULETHDEVNHIZ L ThD, Iz, p
=.05 TholzE LThH, HEMOMEDOHEZITo7= & X212, 20 B 1 [\
WA ND FTREMEN D 2 & ZBOTWDDONHEAHIAEEREDE 2 )T
bbb, ZOXHIREENDS, o TRINDAREAEL IEEITITAEEENR2NO
WCHBZENRDD] CHBTLTCLESSE 1 DAY (Type I error) ZILTHESR%A
RLTHY, MMam=E] LIS, LT, ZORKONZ—2T, TR
FEEEVRHDDICHEENZO ] CHEILTLEDON, & 2 FDOFRY (Type
Ierror) ZALF R (B) THDH, # 1O 2R (o) 1T, FEIAIRIE
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DOEFE LT, a=.05 BRI AL, 2O 203 /R (B) 1%, p=.20
FEODONLEE LN ERREIN TV TS (Cohen, 1988), °

MREICBITD2IND 2 DORVITMAT, MES (power) | (F7-I3mH
71) b RKOIRBEEIC R D, ME L 1X, THEZEZE o 5771 (B, 2004, p. 48),
HHNT TREFICEWTERDD X, U T NVICBWTHERBENE O
LR (FEJAJR, 2002, p. 143) TH D, o744 Xa K& THUTHRE I
BE DN, WL, RENDPRTEDEEICE, FENREN R TY, Kt
BEREZRETOWEELRDH DL, REIT 1-B TERIN, p=.20 OHLAH,
1—0.2 T 08 (272D, MENN 08 L\ Z b, EBICAEENRHD LEIC
1£,80% DERTENEMHTEDZ EEEKRL WA, £7-, Cohen (1992) I,
[0.80 LL FORE N OLGEITIX, 5 2 FOFRY 203 /JREMEN & < 725 1 (p. 156)
ELTWS, £33 1%, ZThoolERZzEEDTELDOTHD,

3 HEMIAEEERTEICBITS 2 BEOBEYLHRIE S

FEN TN & Hr FEZNH D & HIW

Cl R 0 2 B R () M A 75 & ZEH)
ARMIZER 72N ELWHET (1—a) B1IHEDOEY ()
RYFERD D F2MEDOEY (B) ELWVHE (1—B) [BEN]

Note. /NEF3F « ZERF (2005, p. 60) &5, —H#bekZs,

BEEF T 7S LT 1 BIEZIAT S 2 & ARTRIC, o & 0.05 IR
ELTVWLHOT, AkOE 1| OX ) ICff 2 d 2 L &2 T, £2 0
Lo e ohoitEE ERROEERLT A M) Bb2HAICh, RELER
DKL TWDEEITIE, a=.05 T2 br— AL TWaET o, § 1 FHoEY
LT AREMENE < R>TLES, n BOREDOKEVIELIZE > TH 1 Mo
DZLLTHLHHER (o) 1%, BEERANIZIRONXTRD 5 ZENARETH D (&
37, 1998; (L - A28 - KFFF, 2008),

1 — (1—a)

Bz X, MEE 3 BV LZSEEIZIE, a=.05 THDHETHE 0.143[=1 —
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(1— 0.05)] IAR2DT, 8§ 1 FOMY LTV AHRIE 143% ThoLE
oD (FF - 7TN - Hi#,2002), 2F D, a=.05 OFEKEZZE L THIM &
THIETH, ZOMEBEIZTCLEN, AEAKELZ L hr— /L TEX TN E N
IFER LD, EROHERXNS, MEOHY LA 5138, 20
ERITELS 2D EIEFHLNTHY, & (1998) THIZHET LN TS X H I,
BRI A W25 30T 100 HE 28 U TRIE MY IR L S =561,
1 RO AT ATREMEN 99.4% ICH o T LEI D, IFEAEEZ D
HEIZBWT#EST (LELE) AETHLEVOIFERIZR-TLE D,

ZOXIREENG, £ 1 OFIOX D RSBOIITRICEELKREZITO5E
\ZI1%, 7 2—%— (Tukey) DFHE, ¥ = 7= (Scheffe) OHL, A7 =xnm
— = (Bonferroni) ® 5%, # %> ~ (Dunnet) ®J5i%E GEL <%, 7kH - & H, 1997
REESR) OLIRTIEEHCDIOR—RNTH Y, FmIZBWTHEINT
WAHRERICHEN S 255813070, Lo, £ 2 0LH1Z, W ONDONERE
BENHY, —EITREEIT-> AL, SPSS (2009 4 4 7 XV PASW (24
MET) 21X U LT 58EH Y 7 bTlE, ZOMBEIZOWTHR S TW AW
RPHD SN2, FRENE 1 FORRD ITK OV THDRWIGENRZ N,

AT (2004) THIEMINTWA L IIL, ZOX I RIRIIE, 2 Ea—X
=Y 7 MU =T ORBIZLY, L0 EEIZhRo (MR S FEEZBEMC
K[ROMPTIHEHLTND Z &L, TR, JEATAFZEDRE > 72 TIE Ol %
DIRLTWALZDICRZ > TWHEEZXLND, ZD X 5 o FIEOBRHIZS
W, AH (2005) 1 ERO LS IR TW S,

TATHRFE T Z AR TR > TN D AN b EN LR UM k42 5
WO DHERFL LTRRTT, fmXBEEINTHEOTITIE, B LRohz
ToTWDEDL7EL SAHDHNLTYT, BITHEOERE LT, B L7y
WrEIT> CTOWDMIERFAEEINTND E NI DL, LW ETTRBHEIC
I TWNDHZETT, ZOHYIELEWT-/2\\EZOEKOFMITREL E
HAL, BREERIELEEA, (p.6)

ZDEIREZFTNDL L, SMEBHEFENFM L L TE SIS LTV -
DI, ATHIZE CTRIE > TV D ATREMEDN B D 00T « FER DR FIEIZ DN T,
DI D DM EE TN ZENNE LWHEEZFZATH ZERKYITH D,
DRI, KR TIENW ONOERKEAESLT A b (EEROUEBEEE) »dd
BEll, MEEZHRVIETZLIZLSoTHE 1| OB ZRTHENEL LD LWV
S LBEMORMBEICEEZMT 7010, I alb— g UIFEA2{T-o CRIBEA %
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R LT <,

1.3 RO EB

AL TIE, AIEIETTHA LI L 57, W ONDORBEEN S 5551
REZMBYIET ZEIZE->TH 1 OB ZL L TV DHHEENED L D IZELL
THMEVWSIZ L, BT ANE I alb—2a TR TFEICLY B
AT 5, £LTC, ZOMEND, F 1 MORY 2L THE (o) a2 br—L
THITIEEITHRENE NI TFTIEICONTERZMxHZ L E2HE L
7o

2. ik

F— MRS R Z VY, (EBAK (52 MREBMOER) B5ob5
GEIZ t MELAHRVIETZLICLVE 1 MO 2L THEL, T T L
nevIalb—varEio TR L, £Ev7 e - Ialb—a b,
ML AEH WY R alb—ra rZMELITIZLICLD, BXTWAHMEDIIT
IR A 152 FHE 71 (HE, 2005, p.80) DZ & TH D, °

ANEFEZE ¥ TlE Meara (2005) IZROND L O I ab—va VIF5E%E
17952 L3 end, LEEREOMIEsEFCTI<HLORTEY GEH,
1999 72 L), 2L —var&ITH 2 LT, BEOH TV TIEHHI L ToMr
LI WA Z BB ICHFECE 281CBWCHHATH S (Excel ZFIALEY R 2
L—3 3 0% #F,2007 (IZRELWVY), AV I 2 b—va VERICEHA LT —
Z1%, SHR (2005), [LHH - A2 - AFE (2008)° 72 XA EI, UFOFIETHRAE
SH7TELDOTHD (RERe R =<2 RiE Appendix A 25 H),

(1) t REDRHESME 2T L 512, EHSMH L TWAREMN S O MEE
ZHHZITV, SBOE LW 2 BE (P 50, EEEFE 10) OF—X %
5 OOWBERDFHEIE D, 2 BEOYT T A XL G*Power 3 (Faul,
Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2007) %\, MWfl#E, HREOHRE (d
=50)7, a=.05 (BEDR L7 x a0 —=DHE [.055] 1LV o =.01 I
HIE) TH - =HAI2IE, MEFI2S Cohen (1988) (2 & » THELE S LT
% 0.80 LLE (0.82) &72%, &HE 100 44 & L7,

() 2 BEHIREHARELT GERRY) BERDT, MEEIT-o72E LTHIE
LATON TV AT THEEITZRV] W HEICLRDITTTHY
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RGN E LW, TAEZEITIH D) EWVIFERIZR S T2GE8I1TIEE 1
OBV ZIP L TWBZ LIl D, FZT, TNTNOEBERT ¢t ¥
EEITV, B8 a2 iIC, 1 OB 2L L W HEEEH
5,

(3) EFZ 2 2OFNEA 100 [H9], 1,000 [=], 10,000 [=], 100,000 [=], 1,000,000 [=]

LHRVIRL, 1 OB 2L L TV DHEIG (F) 2Rk D,

F7, BLEOT—X T, 72 M, b LIFHEEMZR EOEEMICHBENH 5
BAENZNEEZEZLNDT-8 (Field, 2005), (a) r=.00 (ZEFHEE), (b)r=.50 (F
FREDFE), ()r=95 (L THLWMWHE) @ 3 ¥ —rOHEER>T7T—4 %
WEIEDLZLICXVKRE L BAESETEBOFMBEEED 1 #liE Appendix
B &),

FadFvIal—valrERTRESELET XD 1 HITHD, I2L
— 3 T, BB LTV D RMER D ELE 2 > TEAEAICT — & Z2hiH
LTWAHOT, FElFE CEIC2 2 DT TIERVDR, 7 XTOT —F AR
¥) 50, fEUEFZE 10 [ZR->TWNDHZ Enbhbd,

F£4 VIial—ra yERTREIELT —X DM

r=.00 r=.50 r=.95

Group A? Group B* Group A? Group B* Group A? Group B*

Test 1 50.27 50.46 50.24 50.03 49.62 49.99
(9.68) (9.46) (10.19) (9.50) (10.22) (9.80)
Test 2 49.78 50.22 51.44 51.03 49.25 49.66
(9.89) (11.59) (10.16) (10.36) (10.15) (10.20)
Test 3 50.34 49.33 50.34 50.27 49.72 50.11
(10.31) (10.32) (9.95) (8.13) (10.01) 9.97)
50.76 52.66 50.13 49.86 49.51 49.68
Test 4
(10.30) (10.32) (9.60) (9.65) (10.37) (10.23)
Test 5 50.45 50.32 50.18 49.45 49.64 50.30
(9.64) (9.49) (10.19) (9.53) (10.46) (10.12)

Note. *n =100; Mean (SD); Test 1 ~5 1Zft/BE% %% LT 5, £HOEFEIFILIIC LT
FEAESETWDET —FR0T, ME, M=50,SD=10 [ZTVENELND XL LY E U
IR 6700,



3. R

BT AR VI alb—ra rORERER S ITRT, K1 IXFUERE
BRL7EbDOTHDH, ZNHOFRERNSDLND LI, v alb—va ol
D Z T T2 NSERE AN ZE LTV &, 10,000 [ EOMYIELIZARD &,
FEE-EOMEICR L TWD, £, & 1 FHOBEY ZIL L T LR (o) 1,
MBI E THMWABRER (- =95) RNHIEAITIHEL 20, MHBERA
W (r=.00) BAEIZITELSRDIENR VI 2L —varDERNSDMNoTZ, L
2L, (ERARINC & THRMWABRR (r=95) b o5EEThH, KL I
5 05 FBATWTHONIMETHDL Z ERDb05D,

FREOICIE, BB 1 BV 230 M=, Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, and
Tatham (2006, p. 400) THIHHENTWVWEH LBV, 5 SOEBEENHIIE, &
B OB EEFE (r=1.00) DHFATD 5 X—t 2 b, HAHE (r=.00)
DFED 23 NX—L L FOROEZNDEIZRD L ENTWD (HEHEEOLA I
%, ik 1 — 1—)" OXREF L), 2FV, 5 DOWEREKICK LT ¢t &
EEBVIRL TWEASEOY I 2 L—3 3 T, BERE L 2372 0V ENE S
NTWbZ ERbnd, LT, ZOfEIT (F10XH7) FA—T7HTO t &
EORVIELOBEIZHLEIL LD THY, T X5 RIGA LRI, BEOERE
BOMRETHLEZEMEOBE~OEENLETHDL 2 ERERINZ, LT,
< DIEBEKMOMBEREEBEICANZELTYH, AEAREL LTHREL T
H 5 N—E LD HERERMEIZ/RSTLED LD, 5 1 FHORRY 203 fE
Dy ha— VAT IMERNHDH T ENP LN T,

F5 EFUTHLE e I alb— g OFER

1 B IABIEIE r=.00 r=.50 r=.95
100 [=] 220 .180 .080
1,000 [A] 239 .188 .100
10,000 [=] 219 179 .089
100,000 [=] 224 .184 .083
1,000,000 [=] 226 183 .084

Note. BiEiZ —t F&£TZH 1 (100%) &K,
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300 1
250 A r=.00
¥ 200 A
g —%— 5 o0
S
%; 150 - r=.50
=
= 100 1 k////Ah\\\L:f
® A— 4
050
.000 . ; . . .
100 [E] 1,000 [E 10,000 [E 100,000 [E] 1,000,000 [=]
)BT RPEI
M1, I alb—2a U fERE2RRLELD
4, B2

FUTHNE VI 2 b—a VOFRERNDS, WS ONOERHED ST A
b (EEOWEREE) [T L TRELZMRVIERT ZLICL-T, 1 MOARY %
W HERNPEmML 2D ENFEH SN, DRI, TITTIEHHE 1 HORY 2303
e (o) &= br—d 5 H5EL, RBERICONTOEREZMZ TV,

41 ZEESBSH (Multivariate Analysis of Variance: MANOVA)
AAFZETIY EF72FD X 5 ITHEREBD N DO0d 25E121E, ¢ RER

DS EFNENOREBERICOWVWTITY O TIERL, Z2EESBON

(MANOVA) Z1TIRETHDH LT HILLH D (ZERESBSHT OFEMICHS

WCIE, Field, 2005; /NEFE - 224, 2005; Tabachnick & Fidell, 2006; Weinfurt, 1995

mEEZR), ZEESBOITTIE, ERERMOMBEEZZEL, 2L LTH

BENDDDONDORELEAITS (NS - ZEHE, 2005), EBE T &I T
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(univariate ANOVA) %17 o 7e5E121%, (B A O BEBR OF @A Kb
TLE I 7=DOIT, ZHEENATO 2 OMBEBRAERE S LD HEITIE, ThEnT
DIEJEELTHWBOINT (ANOVA) Z4T 9 L0 b L LRSI (MANOVA) @
ZOoNSIbLWnEIN TS,

T, EEBNEINTEIToT2H L1, TNENTORBE T Loy
Pratro &) FIER T 1 MOk 20 TRz hre—L LTS &
EABNTWDTe), 1 BORY 2P HiEL LTBETEREBZ NS
T3 (Field, 2005; Hair et al., 2006; Weinfurt, 1995), L72>L, @il (2008a) T
LTI TS LD, ZOFIETIE, TNENTORRBER T & THBGT
BT L ST 1 HORY 2N THREZ 2 Po— L TETHRNEERD
N5 (GEAIY Bray & Maxwell, 1982; Field, 2005; Harris, 1975; Huberty & Morris,
1989; Weinfurt, 1995 z Z M), B AKM 7226 Tix, SPSS TZH AR5 B m T

(MANOVA) ZAT- 7o & EITHA ENDTERELD 7354 (ANOVA) Dl R
L, ENENOUREL ZfE > THI X I BT 2T o e RIT—ET D720,
Field (2005) % “The fact illustrates that MANOVA offers only hypothetical protection
of inflated Type I error rates: there is no real-life adjustment made to the values obtained”
(p. 602) Lk~ TW%, F£7-, Weinfurt (1995) &, ZEESEOWEE 1 o
MY DEREZ Y P — AT H5HMTHED 2 & DRIECHONT, ROLIITHLE
HTWD,

the MANOVA—multiple ANOVA technique does not protect the
experimentwise alpha when there is a significant multivariate effect present. If
protection against Type I error is the concern, there are more appropriate
techniques available, such as the various versions of the Bonferroni correction.
(p. 264)

LA RHOIHT (MANOVA) 1E, Rk X 5 I O M OFHRE % 5 &
WCANTHREEIT) ZENTE DL, TORTIIAEN/RTIETIEIH L2, AW
DE 1 FEORY OfEREa L ha— L T5Z2 LIZHLOThHILL, ERERT
EITAT O T (ANOVA) T, RICHWN TRy 7o —=0 kR E%
FIHFR&ETHAI,

42 RN 7 v —= (Bonferroni) D5k
Ry 7 xua—=0FiEE, AEAE (B TE a=.05 %, MEZHEDIK
LR TEID LW U TN LTS 20, A TRY EIFTnWas, R
10



BENNL OB LHAOE 1 BORRY OERE BT 570G 8h 72 HiET
&5 (Field, 2005; Weinfurt, 1995), &£x 5 & LTI, HIERFICBVTRED
OB LIZE>THELDE 1 FOHY 2503 R (experimentwise error rate) ® 73,
BET a=.05 ZHEAVEIIZaryhe—AT5HE0IbDTHD, FlZIT,
5 ODOWEREBN S HLGEIZIIMEEZ 5 BT Z LIZRDHDT, 0.05/5 =
001 % 0 =05 LRALHEDELTHI., *2OFEV, p EHBETNENOMBEKIC
BUDHBET 01 LLF (p<.01) ([Zholzt 2%, TAEENSHD ] LT
% (B&H, 2004),

ZOXIEARY 7 2 v —=DEFERMIC DN 0T, B 1 FMoOR
D OfEREZFET HICHNTH LM, REOH IR LEHN L 2iUX, AEZE
DHENE L 2 TED (RSFHTH D) 72w, 5 2 BORD  (EREICERN
D LX) LHET2ERETHD B) BNE<RoTLES, £oT, &
V7 zu—=0HEFREEIT I EIENDRNGERICES THD ESbA T
% (TR, 2007), AH « HH (1997) T, A7 xzo—=0KkEL Y bHRED
MEWWAR/L L (Holm) DOFERE BB IILTNDA, REDHD IRL1IELT
T DL AITIIRARN R MIIEIIT R B2, 2FY, [ SADHEBEZEATR
BRI T — 2 ZNEL7-OT, HAHOTXTTHRELTHADL ] L) LIHRE
2T, (BRORTS2ECTHEEZZ DL LTYH) REDOKED IELIE
BIRIZZ <> TLE D DOT, MEtHABEERELZFN T 2058 TIE, EBRGHmH
DOEMETHE 1 (BXOE 2 f) ORY 2T HeROFEICHT 5 MEE# %
FoTBL I EBRVETHDIILEAI,

43 ZhEE (effect size)

BRERETIE, FrT AV AX (BT, HDHOITHBRE 5 B REL72
MUERDIEE, BEHPICHE B THL VIR RITRO0FT NN RERBEDN DD,
D=, [FALEBRTHIMEEIT>T-EZA, 20 AN TIHEAE TIERL, 200 ADT —H
DL EIIIHEREIIRDEVHZEL 3 I2dH 1G5, 20D, p T T VAKX
IZBUR 2 DT, FEERR I EDRKE DD/ NS WD DN TONE R AR M5B 121X
HEVHERRIEETIIR, £, TAEELITMENIIEN DD LE>TNDHTE
T, EOBWRETITFHBH LI NETA, ) (M, 2004, p. 34) &V I FLHMND
Y, BEEDDSTZNLEVST, ZNUNRENSDWVDELRDINENIZEETITDIG
RNDTHD, TDIIRIHMNS, o T INHP AR Lo TEALTHIEDRWRIET
%% B & (effect size) DN, M LIZBNWTHRETHLEEDHNTND
(American Psychological Association, 2001),
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Zem AR (1990) (CkDE, AR EIE, NAERALIZ/E LBV E 2o T D,
ZDT, W EEHOIUX, BALD R DR A W IEO M T, F2ERSEMED
PO RKEZZE BT 22N TED (p. 118) EERINTWD, 2FY, AE
ZERRE AR L 72\ i RO fEIRE AI BRI 72 5720, BAIZZO RS H I THHD
720, 1 FEOFAVRE 2 FEORRVOMEZRET T, IR EICLHMEROIER iR
WL ATEETHD (Bl 21E, Koizumi & Katagiri, 2007), 7=, ZVREIX, Vo744
AR TE T HIOITHN I TEDHE 715341 (power analysis) THUM 2D (Field & Hole,
2003; FFH, 2006), W <ONEED BEHIZRFFERE RAH AL T, BIEELTORRE
FRETT D E I M F1ETHDHAZ 5787 (meta analysis) (IZHHWHILHT20 (B,
In’nami & Koizumi, 2009), i XIZEWTCIIMLTHRE T RETHD IR EIZOWNT
DFBAIL Cohen, 1988, 1992; Kline, 2004; /KA « 1N, 2008 72 & % &),

4.4 FHELIFERZOWVIR

NRBICLDEROMUCHELT2EZ FH L LT, MEZ o< HWTIT,
EEIE L EERAEDOWKE (72137 7 710) ITL > T, ROMREZITH LD
ARETH S (B, 2008 X° HiifH, 2008b 23D EWEITH %),

ZHE G, SEFEAFT T CEICHDN LI FEENOH/ LN LD T — 21,
HERFEFT ORI Td 2 R & O B EE Rl 21T o 72 L IX R e e g
DOWZEANETHDTZD, FuoT — 4 0L RAEMOME ZHET 2BI21E, i@
EO—LITEEx 5 & Th D (FAUR, 2002), 7=, MAOHIEEZRET 57
DIZ, BT ERERICB T LT 222858 () - KA MTHFA ) b
2, DEE~oER) (F721X BRI R © regression to the mean) [ @A) 72 3
BTHDHTD, BolfmrBxLTLE D EEtEb &% (Campbell & Kenny,
1999),

ORI BEHNS G, R TIILTRIEZIT > TR LIS LT
LRNEWVI DT TERLS, MEDV SFILOT—FDFFOEWKEL Lonn LI50k
THEWIKRBNKYITHD, £72, ZTOFHEZIWDHLEITIL, FEHOITEH
T REMEZHERT D720, FEEFOERAY, Y TFEHEOFEAND IR ED
FIEHZEICANDLIRETHA I,

5. B VI
WL ONDOEBEFNCH L TREEZMBVIET &V D, RRED L EMEDRMEIC
DONTIE, ARSI TV LR TFEOMHERSH TV 2 i=oh, F 1 M
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DBV ZEPLTWNDZEERIPTICHEZE R L TV IR INELL A D
Nb, ZZ T, RFETIEZO L S RMEEZRET 2720, EEEK (7 AR
BRMOHEHE) 28 5 25258 t REZMVIRTZLICKVE 1 FORDY
EINTHeERE, BT a3 alb—g AN TE LT H0a e
L7, TORER, 8 1 HOBEY 2L L TV DR (o) 1%, EEEKMIZETY
SRVFHBIRARR (r=.95) BHHHAITIXEL 20, MR (r=.00) HEIC
Xm0, TRTOFBAICBNTHEKEL LTRELRE 5% ##2TL
FOLVI T ERHLNI o T, WXIT, EEOWUBEKORE TH L EMED
MBE~DEENMLETHDL LWV ZENHERENT-EE XD,

I 72 TS X DARZERE R O T & MR, FERHIENT Y 7 ORIz X b,
FIH SN ZHENSHBMAETHTHA D EBbhd, L, HITHZETH
WHNTWDHRST=FHEE, 7797 « Ry 7 AOIRRETHME LV E £M4 A9
DX REEPESIRY T, UTFOX S izt —RERDEA D,

WE 30 FEIEE D HADHEEHE LT, AARAADNFREECTE D L HICHES
DEIZADRNDIEFE S IEOHZ T NENENTH D & ORE- 7258k S
WTHED BN TE 2, D7, HEHEBRE OB OHEIRIEICET TS5 K
INTTpoT& T, ZLTC, D2 ~30 AOEEEMFICEMREM NS5 A
EEDEBRRELIT, TONROWNER-R A LI L CHEEN DT
2D & U D RERH A ZARIEFADEIT T2 K 5 ilhho 2D TH S, IS,
LR EEHINE & OBE 2 BIRIEMIICEZTIAATLE Y DIE, £Z &I
LIS OEDEM, (GTHE, 2008, p. 41)

TDEIBREBEZICL T, HERMZRE (FR) 758 L L COMNERBEEE T
HENGESND LI R ENRNE DD, £72, TSNS & L THI
WS L TV TEOIC Y, BERIZETE, £ LT, 200 ToEgEfbsnk
N— " BRGNS FIC DT BB BT TV T U ARV,

HEE

AaaBETHITH, HERRKFZO/NRRERA, BB S RFZOE #
S, KB RFORIHEMALEAEICKEERERCBEREZWEZEEE LA, 221
L CEHhANZ L9,
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10

DEAHTEAT O BRI, RRE R T DO OESBIEORIE 1%, MEDE
MT25EZANERDZOT, REOHKD KL &L 72 (&7, 1998),
EREEEHHBIREDORE NI NELNE VI Z LA T 2012, THEENZRD] (p
> .05 Th2) Zeammilll L TODIHIERm b D00, ARERTEDEZ T TR, TH
BEPROD=TELN TERWED, ZHIFIELWTETHLLEITF AR, WA,
43 HiTHHAL TR ER, FHEERMOMELZT L0 ZELY (£, 2008), L
ML, ZOXHRIELLZRWEDOH| 1L SEM (Structural Equation Modeling) ® »*
BREICHLROND X5, —fRMICHEDRTND Z EBE,

D VIIHFEE Y H 4 ORFFE B BTG UC, MR IS E D D,

T —HRATEREE R &I, EHRNT & T 7R THIZENTEL T —Y TR THY,
The R Project for Statistical Computing (www.r-project.org) J0V¥ 7 m—RMNA[EE,
E T H/vr (Monte Carlo) 1%, HUHFEIZIH T 2 EF a AEOHE T OAHTTH
b, BLUTANGIITAT ) THELRY Y — MITHY, GLETT — X E2RAEX
BTN, P A a2 MELIRIRTFZ2ERIELZ 06, ETHLm -
VIialb—varEWOLAFIBROIT bR EFE PN TVND,

FED Y I = L—3 3 UWF%E72Y, Hummel and Sligo (1971) #iZ Lo &L LT, 2
720 PRI BATOR TV S A, AREIOBIRIZER OB AT 2 BEDE
HEORMEICERZ Y T TWDLRTRRD,

RE d ORSESOHRLIE, 20 GREND) 50 GHREF) 80 GHREKR)
L 72> T % (Cohen, 1988),

FIEEDEF & LT familywise errorrate 235 Y, 2115 DiEVE Weinfurt (1995)
M,

0.01+0.014+0.01+0.0140.01=0.05 &£ 72> TWVWAH DT, o 2 .05 ZHEZ TR,
ZITOERLE NV —L | &1, APA Publication Manual 728D, &7 ¥ CTE
DHN TN = MZEH > TR LR T HIEL T ENTND, BB,
(V= VEAEY L C, 20 HED ETHEEFBIEWOIONR, 7a7xyat Lot
DIETHY, FFELSNIL— D720, LI — A ZFHRNENI 2T, £D
MR B DAL TR WA E R T 5 (TN B, FA[E, 2008 22 H 3 H) 7=
HTHD,
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AppendixA ¥ I a2 b—Ta vV THEALE R Da<y Fjl

montecarlo <- function(n) { # BB OERS

count <- 0 # B EOICRET

for (iin 1:n) { # AL % n Bl D RS
group<-c(rep("A",100),rep("B",100)) HALBDIIL—T%41001E5
factor<-factor(group) # OERTAR S NV AE R

testA 1<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10) # OERASANOIERZAIN (testAl)
testA2<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10) # OERASANOIEARZAI (testA2)
testl<-c(testAl,testA2) ftestl LLTEELDD
result1<-t.test(test1~factor,var.equal=TRUE) #it REOHERZ result 1 IZFE L DD
testB1<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10) # LLF, results F TR UMEH

testB2<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

test2<-c(testB1,testB2)

result2<-t.test(test2~factor,var.equal=TRUE)

testC1<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

testC2<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

test3<-c(testCl,testC2)

result3<-t.test(test3~factor,var.equal=TRUE)

testD1<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

testD2<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

testd<-c(testD1,testD2)

result4<-t.test(test4~factor,var.equal=TRUE)

testE1<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

testE2<-rnorm(n=100,mean=50,sd=10)

test5<-c(testE1l,testE2)

result5<-t.test(test5~factor,var.equal=TRUE)

count <- count + ifelse(resultl$p.value<0.05 | result2$p.value<0.05 |

result3$p.value<0.05 | result4$p.value<0.05 | result5$p.value<0.05, 1, 0)
#OH 1 FORRY OHIE

¥

return (count/n) # RERAEHT)

¥

montecarlo(# ¥ & L 24T 5 [E1%%) # BISE R E LB T E T 5

Note. ZHMNABEEZF - 28560a~ 2 FiE, (LH - 2 - &H (2008, p. 326) &5
VERS LT b D% W=,
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Appendix B ¥ I 2l —Ya U TREIERE 5 DORBELME OHE
R¥# D Hi

(a) r=.00 (MEFHRH)

Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 Test 5
Test 1 —
Test 2 -.10 —
Test 3 .09 .02 —
Test 4 A1 .07 .03 —
Test 5 .08 -.06 -.04 .03 —

(b) r=.50 (PR DOFHB)

Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 Test 5
Test 1 —
Test 2 49 —
Test 3 .50 A48 —
Test 4 45 44 44 —
Test 5 .53 A48 52 Sl —

(c)r=.95 (& THimFHED)

Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 Test 5
Test 1 —
Test 2 .95 —
Test 3 95 .95 —
Test 4 .96 .96 .95 —
Test 5 .96 .95 .95 95 —

Note. FLEZ= > TREZMHZIT> TVWDHOT, BEHIVVERXSE L2 0FE U5
720,
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