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Abstract: In recent years, the Bayesian Data Analysis method has increasingly received attention from psy-
chological researchers. This method allows them to directly and objectively estimate the probability of a re-
search hypothesis by deriving a posterior probability from the prior distribution and their own research data,
or to use the Bayesian factor to directly compare which of two hypotheses can better explain their data. In
this literature review paper, we summarized several major strengths of this inference method and its deficien-
cies. We used examples to illustrate how it can be used in psychological research and summarized some
software and textbooks that psychological researchers can use to learn the Bayesian data analysis method.
This article aims to introduce a supplementary method into psychological research.
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O TR U G AR B O AR R S0 12T IR IR AR IR AR R SR A SR IS B S
GRS NI, SWTAE AT DLE M, VAR IO R s, s D DU S0 AL BT AT
FR B RE S AR RS IO RS . AT TR AT VE AR A S5 F, 2450 B S e £ O B2 AF 5 o 82
s I TR DE A AN E R, DL X 2w O BEAE I T e D R T

REEA: DI EE A DU s Rt R EER
M- e IR PR AN R R S it T ik

Fe TR 56 (Null Hypothesis Significance Test)
L EESIHAR AT RO UL —RWAT Ry 7k, A REELEERIO T U4 % T SR

][/

AR S L R A TG T . (IR, B, BERE WA T S N A AF
GHHHERAT AL THERR: HRFIRE UHRAR  EREEEE, F H #3058, M0 E SRR B
(W7, 1999), UL T IELMRAINIES I B, AREE R IT SR AT G
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DU ST HEVR G T2 O B2 58 (0 2 H

TR, AR AL R TO R . WA AR AR 4 1R
T, WARIEA SR %: WA 4R TR
W, WA ReE LR PR . K AR A 0 VA O B
ZFONMER, Cumming %5(2007)%) 1998 4£3] 2006
4 HOBEEF 10 AR EHTRI G TR
HREATRIN, RO A S0 1A FH 2K T 96%. 1H
&, ARG T 5 R BE RIS 2 5| R
Z W BE (PRI, EA5 58 1T 25 AR , 20085 HAH#ESE,
2005).

DU Gt D3N, AEREAT STt HEWT )

B 78 BRSO RE AR E < o, 20 FE Al R
BIEEE MR A . Wt it, BFARE TR
THI B B 3R S T SO0 RIS I, FEAR PR 3
FEFTA3 1) SR i0 25 B IE e I MR T A5 B 5 St , M
1M EL AT IR TR B . DU i J7 V202 s LA DL
Wik M Femt B R . MR4E Fienberg(2006) 1) 5145, Il
72 0 2 5% [ 40 DLt 7 (Thomas Bayes, 1702~
1763)FEMF 78— 53 AT B S50 vl /i A I, FHEAEAD 2
H: 5 H A 6 A A% 38 40 (Richard  Price) 58 P Bl S 3 &
Fo FRAANN, P (Pierre-Simon Laplace)
76 DU et AR R ST s A5 T 5 DA [
MEERIEE Y . & g7+ \ 20t &
IEXHE ESFESES, H2 RO E Ik se 5
YT B T E R s, L E R 20
30 FARBEE Guit 2= 50 “WiME =R ” (inverse probability)
ASEI0 A R I ek g, DR DU ik e an

F oA RIS, DU e A S 2B 2 I E AL

F| 20 tH40 80 FFAX, VUMM it FFUGfE SR vt it
Bk EZER A, HAERT . RCF EWH.
R IV ARFER AR RN . 7RO
B2 S0 o N DL e v O vk e 2 /b E] DLIE
F] 1963 4F Edwards, Lindman Al Savage () T./F. #Eid
ZHTER, TG 2 07 R R e AR R LR
Mz E PR A M e EZE L ENEZE T
IO 22 BLUH % 56 (Dixon, 2003; Lee, 2008; Myung

Foster & Browne, 2000; Rouder, Speckman, Sun, Morey,

& Iverson, 2009; fii%ik, A SEANTSRIR, 2008).
T4k, Kass Fl Raftery(1995) M4 H 1K DL i Kl 1-iX
Folr L AR T 2R S AR S 006 50003 T 592 560 2850 1 S R i
() — PR bR tE 7

KA T UM B G ik 7 ik 18 e S B AT
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R, RS E RARKIBT TS, B IS Tk
FE O BREARIT U A (1 S DAL & e vy BA3RE S p A R 6
THFAAERIA L . ®Ja, ASOENH T N gt
R K I RS e 5 e Fp o0 B B 9T 7 VR AR SR IR IR
TR o

2. DIMATHER ST 10

RO R P R g 2SR KRR L
AT R AR RAR R, — S OES R OEERD T
KRR IR T AME IR T R R R
MR TR, HITEHR A pE MR -, TESuh 45 R
IBEEXIE, FrifEiR. R0 E K (Cohen, 1994).
XRS5, Cumming%E(2007) % 0 B
SR 10F S ZHATIEEAT T HFE, BT RS
Gt T IEAE OB S R A 5 A R . A AT X
10FH I35 19984E . 2003%20044F, 20054F %2006
43X = AN R BEH R ) A0 SCRRIEAT /b, &5
SRR IAE % 3A B 1w R TG AR A 36 P £ P 22 433
97.8%. 97.7%7%196.9%, {H X} T B X [ AT
N A3.7%. 9.2%M110.6%. XLEHHERY, R E
FRDB B L P EA) ZISEE . 5 R, N
Sl DGt .

2.1. NHAPER G ERIZE

fE e BRI 15 DU 4 v B 10 X 50
R RN AR, HTH AR
EEERIEEE X RN, AR, T
H LB SH 0 MONE . 58 AR5
NG AR B R R, T A AR R B 2
HEATRIART R, BBIOSH 0 RAHEN,
AR

78 VUM e AR 2R W S B 4 A
D(6) KM AR F B 2 2 B A O
. 7E TR 4 A S 15 B Bl AR oL S
(IR B BOb 3 T BEA T A5 135 L) 9 % 4531 LR
B D (x/0) « LB D0 E T A, e 5
SE R T T A 75 0 R I T 9 A1 )
T Z WARRE TS, 4 N YL, e
B ALl 4% B 0 p(x/0) B o 92 36 18 B M B A %,
Xo = o FONEB R OB BB e, )
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DU ST HEVR G T2 O B2 58 (0 2 H

Y05 (1-6) 7 = 070" . R IR T Bk 06
W, RS NAZAR IR A AT () il e DL
MR SR T 7, A S LS A5 B RO UESE 4 RE
FHTHEWT, T AR 78 5256 J5 A Usc 20 S4B 1
KR BR BRI 1 1 1E /23X — £ (Glover & Dixon,
2004) . 5 DUt 27 2 S B 00 R 1 O %
EANZHWERAES, BEARSHENER DA
p(6/X) . JE 35 p(6/X) SRR EL p(x/0) Fideke
5345 p(0) FIFRFEIELL . 5504040 B o 30 At
PRI SE R, DARESR AR & (1) 0 U6, J 55 AT
N
p(x/0)p(0) _ p(x/0)p(9)

p(x)  [d,p(x/0)p(0)

(Carlin & Louis, 2008; James & Press, 1989; Kruschke,
2010).

S FSEB A p(0) I 52 BN AE 2 R Bk
M4, Stern(2005)$2 i, —MCA = LSRR
oA RIS A AR IR B e A s BEAL
HE A H O AR AREE K 51 LUCh
T A B S5 DR S 56 20 A A i 56 AT AE T
b B LS bR B S B A R B R HE A . T
WKW TS, OEERT T I Se 50 20 A 7R AR
HRAIRAEN . ATERE RN R R e, adFT
PEE, JF HA 72 85 (Kruschke, 2010). 3 4hE DL
Hrge e, AR SRR BOAS: 56 75 12 S th AT AR
VEAE SR TT 46 AT LI R ) 2 K0 46 7T e BUCAS R
1B, BRSGER 1A N TCAE B3 50 93 A1 B — b DU 7 4
THIRFRIE 30 A RAE R4 TRt 7 5 e f5 B 5
AT A, WA TR ST S R g g
Thhe AR

2.2. NMEHEL ST HISEER

T2 TU SR GE T, TS AW 51 407 L
AR R 3 A0 p(0/x) fth . TR 43 B4 16 5 n =
AT R, AR CRE AR
AN, WAL AT LRI R S S p(0/X) AT
SHHHRIK AT, W 0 19 EE N, AT
e (AL MO (R B IR 0 M Bk, W 0
T A OB R A . 7E DU E 1 A4
7T DR SR A SR SR 1 1 0 (y) i 0, il

p(6/x)=
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e GE T IR HER RE R R IR E,, (0-6(y)) Bt
N, FETZAAEE, Louis F1 Carlin(2008) 753 H 7F A
B POAEACESES = Aot E Y, RIS AR
BN AU THE . BFFCE A DU Gt kA7 (X [H)
flivh, 5 o Bascts S B scks 56 77 v v i B X [A] 26
BLe DUmHr e v FH o i /5 56 %% 52 (Highest posterior
density) >k % 7 e % 78 7t 46 K 22 £ 56 23 A7 DX X
&), 40 95% X 8], XFh[X[E] C AIKIEN:

C={0e0®:p(d/x)=k(a)}

H k(a) 22 P(Cly)21-a A% 01 & K H
(Brooks, 2003, Kruschke, 2010).

HFF 503 AT LA A DL [ - (Bayes Factor) b 4%
PR AN B 22 /A T B A R S R I R R RE T (Jef-
freys, 1961; Kass & Raftery, 1995). D13 K145 7E —
Pl B BB AR S8 K0 B 5 5 — BB A
B SIS A I B LU . DLO R AL 4
w5 B LR ) R TE AR B Ho RN BB A Ha Ay
ot POy e s 2

p ( D/H, )

[RIIE 4 S 4 (Jeffreys, 1961). w5 DU a1y 2,
ULIATERETY R Ha tH IR SE6 25 SR 1) mT REME R B Hy T
HIL R SEER A5 SR £ s DU AT DR oK, U SEEBRHIE
P s Sy SRR Ha(Goodman, 2005). 1 D1
T 347 D] 7 A AT 3 AT LA B G R AL A R A R ) i
R IR, AR ) B 52 B R 24—/ MBETY

2.3. NIHErHEL STt

SRR, DU H I
BB, B, SR )
FRHEE p(H, /X ) 4RI T SRHARRIZR X 10
W Ho MR, B RO T R
SCTTRENE, TR (A6 60 B R TR G
THIR Ho A, TR HCKSE B S0 955
SR

B, DUNE NS U o T DL OO 5 T
&352 U A TSR T
05 B I T S50 R LR AL, 11
LB T K5 R 8 T 55
S SRS R, TR
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DU ST HEVR G T2 O B2 58 (0 2 H

R BCIRYET ISR

=, DUHHRGETh o3t i e BB & AR s
B —ANReE, B Ho a2 Ha, @ = O I —N¢f, FITEA
Wik 73 T LASE I B e 0 A DL e 307 8 0 R B A Y A
ANTFIRAREAY, X AR AT DAL R TS B st 6
I RETC IR B s B e, AT PR T TR A 3
RIS B PR, B, ST SEAERE T 20 A
AL GAE Ja A B B AL 0 DR A% A7 A T RN 8 R I
RN R LLERERTE U E AT, i n] AK 5 A2 S A
PRI AR B AT A PE IR VA AN — RN ZR [, SR SR s 5
DU 307 TR] 5 EE K A /I R e i i B Jer 0 A e A -

. p(X/62) [1— R? J; ’

“p(x/8) \1-R:

Hot Ry Al Ry ARGR P Rl A [1] 0] V2 A5 B 15 3] 11 5k 22
(residual) (Glover #1 Dixon, 2004).

DU 0 HE 18 G0 v 75 S R AR b 5 50 4 b B (G A
DR SR 35 1 = W R A i U G A A A RN R
Pz BRI T Rk, ZEIVERIE
T3 AN SR L o A5 5 0 5 U S5 45 R AR 5L

B, NIAERT A € S AT Wi I A7 7 1) 3R 5 O
F 2 — R R AT F B HE 2 AF K (baseline rate)
AU (Kahneman A1 Tversky, 1982), 1 JLH-#r 4t it 7
RS0 o A R S o R A BT T S RO — R 2
Fk, DU e vt 2 b (10 285 552 BIMBL AR ek R S 56 4y
A, TACh R R O I BOEE #52 k B Sk DA M5
FIFIHAE . XA VUG o0 BT AN 2 52 21 25038 A
TR S0 5 1 AR v S 32 R R o 1 TE R
G 6 P 41 U ZEE AR i R 5 1) %) 5 A R 0 5% B (R A
el TF /5 s POTITY = o N L1 N N LU P s e R e
s, W=, ETH R oA R AT 2 ELE
¥ 5 3 43 FH A [R] PR AR IE 5 6 T e 75 B AS [R] i 45 1

kiR 32 BN O I M s A8 DU geitad A

H1 516 56 73 A AMLLAR bR 50 HRE 1R JA 36 0 A i . 1 AT 9K
BRI PTA 15 I, WU T DURYE 5 SR FE% 8
HT i AN TR A1 FEXS B S 2 A AT LU B # s B
MIRE 2 MASIGINALE | RERRI AT Rt Ja,
DU HER SE TR SER R AR AL B B BN SE %, £
ZHEZET, B APIA SRR, R RIS O
GBI HHE . 806 A B2, S b R W] A
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BEARAE — P R A5 21 1 2 BB AR ILAE LR e B0
B A ] ff F B 19 58 (data. augmentation) f 512 .
BTREEE, KXARIFNH, BIBREE TS
% Tanner F1 Wong(1987)2¢ T~ anfal 7 D1t Hr 4 v 7= A
{14 i 56 43 A A8 VR I I8 S

3. MGt 75 %A LB F IS P R R

R T A s DU B g A s W R ER AR, AL
ZE P B AR 0451 B0 0T DL J0r 4t 1 D7 VR AE O
HEERE AR N, JCHR T DB geit ik s
JeAB BE A 56 77 925 AT e A [ P S B 5 SR A5 HH A [ 7
ke, Hrd—ANE Bem(2011) % T ARREEH LR
JERLREJIMIBESL, 3 — AN RAEF IEAE AT I 5T .
Bem(2011) i &1 HH 10 A>3 56 A kg oAb ek 56 1 42
IR, ANHHAE SRR Mesmise ), E555%
X R 8 77 3R IR €8 A7 I I R I R A P T 2
TS [l 8k o Ath () K8 IO Ho = ANELETUATRE
BRI Hy = AETURIRE 1. fEAMISREE 1 4, B
WIMES S igsE TR AmE A G2 AR L2
T iE B, S5 SR I AE B IR R IR 20N 53.1%,
t(99) = 2,51, p = 0.01, XEEMETHENAKT; HE
JUA SIS AR eI T BENE R, (HE,
Wagenmakers, Wetzels, Borsboom F1 Maas(2011) 45 H!,
Bem(2011)¥% H % 1& “Ho= MNELETRFIRES)” HISe5
MR . BE -, NIIAR M BRIGE Jy6k = A2 30 3HEHE ;
M, ANITFHFARETAIAR K, Wagenmakers 55 A L
Bem SZIG 15 21 145 B 53.1% 1 H I /EAE 37 —E 1
T RS, RIS R, BUE LT AT DAkt A
AN B . T RPAEE, p(Hy) i
SIS REZ ML=, Wagenmakers 25 9 x 10 2 Sk &R T
FNREIAPAE R . RIEIGHIE M 1) SR B0 25 5 100914t
WESE T SRIR S RAE Hy = fAETANRE IR TR A,
TUARLAR DLt iy ) o] DA H — N e it 23
_ p(D/H,) p(H,)
PO = 5D, p(H,)+ p(D/H.) (1)
0.95x107%
T 0.05(1-102) + 0.95x10 ?
=1.9x107"
T T W] 24 18 S0 2 L L N KA AE T
Re 1M R 5 & e e e ME 2, (BT IR 2R/ N EUE,
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DU ST HEVR G T2 O B2 58 (0 2 H

A BATVEE X P RE 71 JLF- ANl BEA7(E - Wagenmakers
S N (2012) A FH DUt 37 45256 75 92 EEOBT 73 Bem(2011)
MR LG R, b SCHR B SEae 1 A DU 37 R A
N 1.64; W SEALIE DU R i /N R T, At
10 DB R A 1A SR ZE 18, 3 AN SCRRH UK
ghit, HARR R e it 4510 B SR A% [ PR IE SR
(anecdotal evidence)(Jeffreys, 1961).

N SCR A B MR AE A ORI & EY
(A 4 A 7T AR — > 5256 (Shen #1T Wan, in prep-
aration) o K FI S 56 UE H5 UF B b 4 7 o v
A B B R 2B AE B N R AR A S AT
BREE, WHIEY, ERBENLIRMNT S EEL
RV TR MATER UL IS B BEMER, TEAE
% (5] ff 1 TH) AL D00 A% 326t A 145 2. (Aronoff, 2006) .
Larson, Aronoff il Stearns(2007)%% A [ 53 tiiE B 78
PR R PRV BT R A\ B AR A . S
TOL BRI, SR Ak 2Ot o B 4 gk AT B s
5, FIAAE GRS IRHESE T SR A t R s R IIAE
4 x 4 WFEIEHERAE AT 5N R VIR OV &2
RTEVERFMERA, 1(17)=2.11, p=0.03.

G SR I S5 BB AT DU R R HESE R 1) t A
5, BAmh R EHEA R B Ho o= 0 F
BTN Hy: g — w, # 0 I SEIG W S FI%L
PR I LLAE, Ry DL 7 R
POt =t 20). gy -t s

P(X/ﬂl —H = 0)

B0 2% N SHCF S RN ) 0 — o, JE SR o TEHR
st SRAMSEIER A IZS el A
(Jeffreys-Zellner-Siow Prior), J&F JZS a3 43 4 (F15F
PERLJAE t RS o0 458 FH e i) D e DA S AR 35 R A 5

4075 772 WL (Rouder, Speckman, Sun, Morey, & Iverson,

2009) 1 TAE .

fdi Fil Morey Fl1 Rouder(2013)JF /& 1) U1 -7 K] -1k
43, (BayesFactor) 12 47 £ 56 43 M & B UL i 47 (R 1~ A
2.385, 14 Jeffreys(1961) %5 Hi RS J& P 5 DU 1A
THIXF A, 2.385 [ DLHH IR T4 A N A4 R A8
BERIRIAE A\ 5T RV IR NI B2 78V
5 N R A TRLEL [E 14 EHE (anecdotal evidence), 1M
3k 5 % iiF 4f% (substantial evidence) 5% % 58 A /1 ilF ¥
(strong evidence). F| Az AL AT ATHE P 2
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i%%ﬁ?%%ﬁi%ﬁm%d:ﬂgimﬁﬁﬁ
A R B R, Tl 1 R
4. NMMHERGH A ZEN SR RE

DU B8 T 0 2 TE R SR 1 00 B2 K R RT R
FRANTTAR B — AN EEE ., SRS, WSt
TEPUANTT TR 7R TGRS B R S AN R . 5 —,
R TR PG 56 5 1k R BEAIE D 30 466 K To RS D AN B
PR R BHRRAE 2 KR LRI E R, i L
W3 48 7 VR AE LU ACAS [RI B AY 1) BR il B e 45 H B Al
FTAbRE . 58—, RHEER ALK T AT B )
SEHG, AR R TR ) 3 T AP A B0 AN T 5 56 1)
A H M. Miller(2009) A A TE A2 2R ) L1 A 42
SEH AT B — 28 g THE a0~ 3 B bR dE 2 AR
Xof sz &5 L1 B 2 ME % (replication probability) #2 {1t E
WARIMEE, S EE MR S S A LT
ANETENA) o AR B TAE U ge it b, A 1S 200
S SRR A, AT DA SR S S AR B I S
BAAVEN T — N EE LR, FEAIXA%
58 53 AT AR = A HOR U . 38T P A X AR
FEAE T EUAE 5 SR SRR AR 2 s, W E AT LA
15256 5 5 A HESR (Kruschke, 2010). 5=, MBI
AT EG IR p AE LB X R TR R T WL 3 A L IR
MOREZE, I FLRE OB i 2 o0 T SR 50 80N A F
W, 0 DU TS T R DU R T A A R LA

0.03 0.04 0.05
1 1 1

p(d) density

0.01
1

0.00
1

Figure 1. Probability density function of effect size
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DU ST HEVR G T2 O B2 58 (0 2 H

L LL AN R AR, (0455 L R T B RN 4 I
W, B IR S R, B0, B
RIOA 7 2 BRI vt A5 IR SRIR RHEN . SEIg R
Hm R e DL R S 3 ik PR 2 LU R O 5
BRI, 1 DU X e R AU .
TR, BRSO EGE T R IO 56 i R
LI ok N o o v I X (RB S SV T E o
GUUHAR IO 7V, X P YRR O B AR 50 v 1) EE
AREEEN) . ELR R, iR E LB %
R0 578, 18 A28 DU 8e it 7 vk, IR R S PRt I,
FHTK . ESHEER E BREAREARIIEI T,
DLk $ 77 925 Ve R e AR A 1) 5 VR R B B AR b e
PEARAE IR, (HRTEIESEIEA T, iy
MBS WE, MR BATL 17T VETI R B R
R AT, XAV, P&
X B ORI 7 R [R] A R R DG AR 5 e 46 A DL M
Guit oy, MERAEESHE N, BURLEL.

U SRR OB AER A DU e, AR
) B B S VR . — 7T, DU i R
PB4, Ju L SEBmmi 7 =2 10 5 36 43 AR P RE R
O, XAEEX AT — R AR AT . H
ie, L HERGHH A R I & . BUGS T A AL
TE R A K By 7R BL K B 52 Ry R B 5%k (Markov chain
Monte Carlo(MCMC)) AW & & Lh s ot g ve 7
KM B RBEREE SRR P EE R R — RS 5
oA AT IR, AT SRAS A5 05 2 H0 DA 1 5
R APE 2SR, JFH e nl CLE g | FHHART)
RESER IR, REf8 ST SR RF R g 21K OpenBUGS
THRAHEH P — FRRPEENZORMMEE
ST H 10 I 56 43 A (Ll G DU S HE v G v (19 J5 58 20 A ) R
PR RVIIERAE, SR T 50 L W SR A R =
T BN 535 S S B I SR £ (Smiith 1 Roberts, 1993).
BUGS T HAfx &M+ 1996 4F, iZ T AE PGS
fE 13 P RESTEM R e Ge i AR, RIS N Je 36 /0 A 5
R REUS, B3N SRR Y AT E R A
WFFE BB Gt . DA T, A
SE A SEBRIAE 1) S50 HoE Sk v H B IR T EA R,
M BUGS i 5 1E R T & L IsEil 5 ks : 5 4iit
PR, BT e oA N Beta 43, (UK B BN ASS A
MR RAL, S S NERRM SR . S T7ER

OPEN ACCESS

AR R AT DI G vt B AR B AR R ER, AT LS
Ntzoufras(2011) i hi [¥] Bayesian Modeling Using
WInBUGs, iX & — A A Goil J5 B AT HELIE & S8l
77 5 1) T B #0k . Kruschke(2010) filF 2 [#) Doing
Bayesian Data Analysis: A Tutorial with R and BUGs [A]
T B by B 68 5 B 4] 2 3 T O i B DL e ik
BRI BB, RS T BREE 2O
MR, RIERM P V2 N B D BEERE T,
el A DU Gt SR 250 t ke, TR S
BT WEREARBCEES T TR

A—J7, WM EHER Gt e SR T R
5% B BB TT o V2 PN a5 3 A BB E A2
AN EUE R SR . (H R 2 AR R R 2 SE IR o AT
FEARBE R RER, T NIZZ B [FAT A58 S5 PF e .
WA ZF R R W, A Wn] DRSS NN
SERME SRR A N BT, A A AR B e i
H, o R TR RS R G AR Y BT I B S e 43 AT AR
RE L RBS Yo iz B O 25, R R
HRIH . BRibzAh, Jede A ffe rd R g ) T FL 2
FHHRI AW &R, W90 AT DL A b4t B ST 5
55 B SHUBIBE B RER, I e E
BOR 5 B 2501 B TR B SE IR R, XA AR
WA R A ER AL 7K

R, DU e vt AR By (1) — 26 ) @t 1) 235 € 1)
Ko F—, WHTBNZ UL E S 56 o A1 1X — 7] j
—HKARIRIF . £, FRSMMREE
SR TH R RO AR . SR RE A D% T 0 & Fh S 56 43 A1
TR 3 E PRI 2 1 G vt TR &, DUt fi
Gt R FH R R R T2 o SRR, AR
ERE V2 DA SR M E5 . B, e
FALE A AEDUE B, BH 22D R TR T
DU 8 F B URFE , b6 G B0 2R 22 44 2K 2% A0 B 43 K
(Indiana University Bloomington):C»BE & 7E 2013 FH 1%
T UM G N TR B B R 5 e R R o
(University of Michigan, Ann Arbor)7E 2012 S5t
GE 2SI ST DI G vk 1) AR « FEBCF R,
Wetzels, Grasman F1 Wagenmakers(2012)%5 \ J45A
N B A FH — AN BRIA I S8 56 23 A1 DL S an A A
F R1E F 2047 DU G0 1 S B N8O AZ O 1]
B T ) R B R LR MR AR D& R B
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DU ST HEVR G T2 O B2 58 (0 2 H

WHRAE T, S5 LRI TR, 200 — s I [a] (1Y
gk, Z4R DU Gt IR AR+ FE R FE 0 g

gt

1R IR 90 /N B 1 0 A R 45 L B Bt
W

mE#EE

THERA NSRRI 5 1RSSR 7K
GURTHEESIE . BRI T L 2012 T4
EBESE
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