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2 =22 Neyman® Pearson®] 30180 7128 ¥ 4945 U % (significance test)®] A3t HHAN E3] EAse 2/
=8 dAsn $AHAct 28 LF Bl WA st 2R olfE afFd g 258 o9 M we
SR e szo] o 4 AAH 1 ovjof fA PHAEOIART F F Uk oBHY LHES FHIEA o8] ¢
M 7Hd A ARl ol SREe B4g PaE S s B EEE, ¥4 =20g YeA, YA A7
A B8 AEHE MEES A5 239 w3 72 $HE Assd B o #AAARA, §9E Yo U
Akst o], e AFse A7 P9 v|FAL AHen HHa) R Aol U@ BUE FFEAG

o Aatto] ARAQ Holete FAol M
olo)g A7IY APe ol E P& Aotk Y 1
4 AL YT Zzs & Juix, 4% ok Izl
Ne 95 2R Qg0 FUgAA AFHAL 2
o] Aglch T EHY o 39 shdzE, ¥ H¥S
FopAw 2oz JAFE A7 dTE RE £F
& & ok, ol& nhx dguyel AYHA AE o)
BEIBE e A 2e QAE Fed 1T UL E
2 ()0l ohuith ojE 54 FA £ FA 39
o] Qg wW, AL R T FYHoR thFoR
% gom, 2 hgddME FYA e oFd
Yo se Ha Atk BE 1@ st e
WEele 22 11 g - wFo) e Hojst FAo] A
nhgolh, 1AL Adubgolan HA Y 5 fle
o 2 A Bz A7) ok ddol e

* 2 =Rg 91 28 3 ojubd A4EA A=A

of Hjato] wWol iy 223 FAZE ok AAHY
Folda A, 1¥0E ojd /] EANE OHE 9
U oatgstn g Hae el @ £ flE Aotk
adee YA AFM 228 AL, sy &3
& Aubgo T Ady] noke, Y A9 AZ
2 glatd $-grt HestEe AT Wioly =27t 4
Az 7 FaFolA AN AA7ME AA A2
BvE Aol

olg] @ w9 BAste, FAE WFA FHAME
o A4S B8 EROA dte E due YL €
# otk 23e WE AFE AAY Aol 22 4
z5o] & Ao, 2 AYAH A FAHLE e
& fol ) (significant) & Z#2 vebd dt s
dad 7h7 Ao AR ke ddold. mWA o
28 =EE B Ags Wi IdHess,
A7Aze) BAE fouiy A7} & wEL2MY
s A% AxaA S3Y £ A 9



the Aelrh

ol fF+ olul 1960t ZHE, “Joumal of
Experimental Psychology”2} AA =&l g €7
F2 A A E Melton(1962)8] A2 ejA o 43] wids
A1 e Agro| vl Bredenkamp, 1972). 1A% diA g
1960'd ©] ¥, Melton§ A F3te, FulAdeE £9
% 7% (significance test : °|3t ST)o| & e =
o]7} ANE U H Nunnally, 1960: Rozeboom, 1960,
Bakan, 1966 ; Lykken, 1968 ; Bredenkamp, 1972). o}ol
w2} SToh %@ o8zt WY He Aol W, 17
Y ST #dsE A7 44 (practice) MM & o} &
Z2E B g 94 Wl Balv Fege] §ol dvn
7HF AR/ % $rh(Haagen & Seifert, 1979). 18{ 2
B A ST ti 3 =2 o] AlHelA 53] o A
2¢ AL gdoy, ad g 2EE 4R #Ho] 7t
At & F de 97159 FUE nsd B =F
AA thA] 3 g st Bz sk Aol

2Ae A

dwtd oz AEAY AFNA AHREHT e M4 E
& 1 Jgd29 AF=dE 230 e, £ 1
B 459 dye] Ha e M, 1 EE =
A FFo o2 54§ WEdHn ok ol =g
o o 2§ A FHRAA MYsHe ‘Ko
(significant) Au}o] th @ F79 4”& FojolE o}
golth. U= AFHAAW, 2% L7 G & B
g AFA3FHQ 27t gde oM 1% 2/ §8
adTt T A7 H4L2 FejE $g 5
gith. 22Bg o§ B9 o’ 22 B AEHY A
B, & antaz{effect size)t 5 (power 1 1-8)%
& 1A P& AFEe], @A 1 At BAHL
2 fougoa A, A9 “F27 AT2AM Y s 7t
9449 =& glrh R olth Cohen, 1969 ; Bredenkamp,
1972 ; Hays, 1974 ; Haagen & Seifert, 1979 ; Witte, 1980
; Schulz, Muthig & Koeppler, 1981 ; Stelzl, 1982 : Hager
& Westermann, 1983 ; Bortz, 1984). 71 #utelye},
e st #ste] fojud AEol £E2E =FE

o} (&)o] ot Wol AU 2 sirgE, @
a2 AW Aoz “I1sbdo] F(H)"eletn B
F e 4T B evidence) & 7T} FE AL o}
Urh(Hedges & Olkin, 1985). % o]9} ze sigho A
2 o, WE-Q(replication)ll A AA} significant(s.) ¢
non-significant(ns.) ¥ 2719 A4utg(?) dTAREo)
et gxgs, 1 d9REL A7 A58
AL 7K FEAQA AR Ade) ojFH e
Z T fle Aot 1 ol& 39 e, A Y
o] &A acjul F3tHo] nHHI Y AFPeolng,
2% AET /I 18 $ on shg B3
N3g ¢ e AEE, 4 AFETY 2239 37
Aol g vEld 5 gy 7)Fo] AFET A ¥l o
Zolh

F 12 STY ad g 284 o & AR sty
AFdIHEo] A8 EFE 5 U= psychologicd] 7Hy
Al o & AAs £ RolhY o] Hele A7 &
oulgt dztel Feojnjd Ao ¢hed 271A wgnt
TEEo] A AR g, gek 7R v fo
ulgH(very significant) F7FAHENAN Tl #7}
g5 drizts, 17 =de AF g Aol
2Rl oJRER, E to]M g** 3 22 psycholo-
gicoll 2§ Acto] WEs D Y BEAe ouje, HF
Hog vy folng duv) olx FAH 0 e 7}
Aol F(E)olehs "HE” Tt “WHE"S Flax @
AAE =7t MG AY EFHR JokE FHoldh
ole}st 2 Feo AL 7Hde Aode Bl F)
o feghe 27k FHe] U&& 4 WEsln o,
o8 57t ag) A4 & Ao s #EHE AMY
Eolvh. 1¥d rhde] Mgjuest I gdel g d
Fof #AE ol EAEL A 33 Fo

1) W27} Y48 psycho-logicel & logic  psycho-logic ] A4 2
A Ak By =2 (logic) 7t =ele e 5 33A the
Hell, 4eld #8)(psychologic) € logic® && &ulg =29
Ale BE Za¥ w7 e AN 448 ¢ Ao
gjujof A logichthe ERHA MYz ALEYHC = 4
o] @ofl A Wxe) %)
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¥ 1. grEoTel @0HE0| &% SEE 5 U psycho-logic 2| & oY

Fed | QF1 | AP ER I RETICT Woa |
! . s. s 1 MEAT 4F
2 ns. ns. NS** 4 HhEo 7 A g
3 s ns S 3 7 Y
4 ns | s s* 2 BT A

) AR e 2z

(2) Fo= HE9 2 2A(a
9 N)

o BHIN WFHoE BRold 4 Utk 2w of

of dg ArAe e ST AWAA AFNA

e

sk ME3 7 AR S4e g Beael of
#% Folidl 719 4 g Aoln

=R ANE £l oEEd EAE FdA A
Ae) Aol Aol wodn d o w9
Aztsirl A @744 ditd Folok & Apgel S,
A4702 4 959 weld 728 gl QA
Asselet sh Ao 7}@ CEREEIRER

Fetel 4y §Lv°ﬂ gk vhaks
Aol og5 olg Bk tekshA E43t
3 tH Hager & Westermann, 1983; Witte, 1980). 11
fup ke el Al REE - Aate] o B Awald A
EFd el S HEEE Uy S Ads
ek 2

°ﬂ $h¥s Hl

/}.k] e ) o]

ol 2
22 Neyman# Pearson®] 74472 o] &9
HelatA 5 ol fv

o, 1 o] & i
7‘-‘]@1—] Ol'lloﬂ}\—‘ _rg }\1)\]&] 31 O]:—;

SEELEDS

JLAlo] WA o g

2) A7l A AFA stz ST Ao, th#2 Si= fovlsitia =

7l A Jel e, teld ki g geg oy
3) B @A AbEE N Uy mav) s e gl
/\3 %36 B universal quantifier) A © #E (conjunction)
V' #E (disjunction}
-

. A& (negation)

V: 7t &3 (existential quantifier)

— . &% implication)

* [A)f# {equivalent)
o 9uE #3 drHv.Kutschera & Breitkopl, 1971 . Stegmiiller,
1969 1),

III

HAH Ulol e B3l q, olAx 1w g
BRNA Be F7F HAs 2 Q7] ol B =
2 2 FANE 53] A Mo 'aa}t £

7o 487 FAPEL XHsn ST g guje
mg— Aol Bl 3tk o) BA $4 STe| Ao}
Aoz Pl B2 AEHs HURD Yt
HE s E olurlz s

7o HE| FRE AT &Y

FAE HF e HeoAM &3] vehtn 9 &
e 4% F&8e 1 F9sd we AxwE gy
SMo) AAstm Yok 1 2RAQ o) f Ao
2914 (significance) 2§ & 244 (relevance) ] 71
&%, "ol A significant) = & 73 (effective)”0) e}=
R ollE 54 2 STo) thgk Yurael 9 sjollA
frohe ed e WA Fogrt WRolan ¢
Atk 2FASA B EE 2 FY FAA WS
et dAsA gt o)

(27 1) D a 3o fonjsitte Ae, dyriy

(Hol 1—a %2 $5& 71X 1 Z(H)oleh=
Aoldt, webA avh ZolaA s
%, Hio] Folgtes #8& 6L A3
(27 2) ! av} AL52, 5YT AP} wrEol 7o)
A, FEEUY &9t wrEEe] g12E 5 ¢
= 7FgAdol Az

2

mlo 4

1
o =y
g FHahe

(25 3): 93 A%} femaits 2, 1 A9
g 4% % dvhs 28 ovletn, o tobr}
A e 9 + ke A2 o)
),

(27 4) A7 A3} fansis e oy,
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3 AFAA SHEFT FEE nAe A
ot H i effect)E LU Holuh
(25 5) 1 277t R3] ¥e Ay A7EAN
o] 7427} gk whelA R " spA e 4
d€.
(2F 6) . a% &M FFE NAFdE AL,
A7Hd(Holol a %3 B2 7151, geia
I g9 ARE AAE zdse Holmg,
4 fox AF Pye 48E + Yo
o2 HYE 3 UAck(Bakan, 1966; Witte, 1980;
Patzelt, 1985 #iL).
olg) g QL FEo tiet HH-E W2 o) § Ho] op]
th o5 259 AR ohidelx WREY AY, 1
BHol eJdel Ae7E hejdiol v Balr] YA,
FelEo] £3] €2 Ae 71EHA FARA e S8
cgy FEG.

4 2F 1A FRstn Qe
I—a 2 Ho #d & e &8 A H AY

9 T4, ofF FAHMY E3] Y 5 A& H2
€ #ad £ o, AXHAUGE Ao vFy AFHA
o & 1- o Ho7t 3 ()Y 9 Hog AYsic &&
d ¥, 2§ 10] FA3e HEXYH Hiol F(H)E
Hi& A9ste G&L ohyrh. 2732 dA2e 1-8,
% H5¥(power)ol7} W&olct.

Fo.2, a7t ASFE NEAATY Y3 HE A

ag .

E 2 WA W9l Heinh aME a4

H X |

H, A9 1-a g

H] ’Ha} a 1'“/9

e F4¢ 92 27 25, 798 I8 1¢ $ud
H I FAAE d4A g £ Qe Aol FYs A
9 RHEA TR Hynt Hy9 =AY 227 dAs)
e 20 AAE o} shedl, o) ay) Feld4
g B AXA €k 28y g@ Hiol #()Y 9 H,
AAgte ol (E2 ¥1). Bt asl Ferad
E RPN A3 5 e 882 1 9g
o} A ¥ Hojtt
&, F 32, AA7} Rl o “H47e “y
REY 7} e s dcke 394, o)l iAoz A7
7Hdol di-7HA(H))ol A8dtte $4HQ Bdoes
FH st #AA A 2o 28y o Hae
CRA 2 ST o] @A A= 8he Ho# H,9 =3
3 gAd, 283 2ydy Qe BAS gP o
3 FFoMRE dfste Rojgh, 2wk olya} “7d
g s £ APE HEE E O ZxdA
£ 3 A9 AZAol vehtn k. & e Q4
AHE Bl g dA 9 18 o] eo Byusn
dMatel = Aydd, 1o ojd BAsL dAE 59

i

4 e
s

l'

a2 P2l MAH
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v 39 1§ FushaA s o g Az o)z
atah 217 Tk 242t n=4572 B4l 2 4F A
TS A8 dAFAG L HEE RS W, 2 A
of FR7IHA k9] Ro7} | 4~y | =0.503, F
e BEUAAE 23l YA s=1010H, #
gu] FEL a=0.01(dHH)2A 3§ Fojvj3 A

& AUtz A olw 2§ 39 Fgueay 1%5
Fol A Fofu]ahy] w ol 49] “Yursl"E & & glo]
of -5].3&2}1:]- ol x{?_«io e Aok, 1 o]+
HE2 flol A £ eo] F$ell B=0.500]7] “8%101"4

olEigt ol 1y MW a 001J+ﬂ 0.507} g &
A BAdl, old 87} 50%ehe vl 1-3, &
AFHol 50%eke Aol 1¥ohy 1 ATE g

9 & dax glol, d¢74E whdste Hio A
gl g dAs7) st AL 9A= A g
Ar2 s —‘?94‘3 13 Aol 1 with, wels ojw o
7o A7t o Kook A, FxA a2
H7Hd(H,)9 iHEﬂ“Oi] e Hoh o S8 ghale] A
T A AL ohs, T 19 A ofuj g Aifo] o] &3}
of wpa] APrhde] HE)IQY ANY “ANE Yutg)”
AAME B b Aot Stelzl, 1982 #31).

gl 2F 47 AARSEE e W8, & &% effect)
o “fojristc’ e A8 $YA 7} FEE 1ol
A2, Bredenkamp(1972)7} zHMiE o] B QW AH

ATy
3, shpel A3H BH¢ B Y A ¢ 5 e

Aoltt, T4 APx4E 2F i SPY DA
YaAg vadhe - #1E $4Y
=Xk

o, s=4/(s3+s})/2
07 Aen &

g B9, A% (effect) B W8l X, —K,7} ol F-2) 3o}
E A o] 838 AN 4EX & $9u)Y £
A wHAo), ], —%,7} ob-8] A% nol Y ztod A

of BN st REBAZA H 104 4D s T
sa,

& Sohe

Are fFoAvisA) g £ Uk IdHow ¥
09, ofd A7zl A foln @ el HSate] B
g o, nd 27 57 &Y dupEx

3t 438 37 4 Aok Aol metd 08¢
Ae Al dow 2 F4e] =2H B,
A

Azriz_mrﬂ:om
5
B
fd

F mhe l—fﬁ}il Ho&

A9 el a3

(effect) & WA L Holzghe TR A4 2 H7)
A}

27 5¢ ¥ LREY UF £4oz on 2R
Aol Horleti W 2y 2F 594 E3)

E5e 4o de FAE 204 (significant) =
FE MM A (relevant)” o]t ZEH Q14 olt}, o] 3§}
e ATA 7} AR EERE FEEuE 71X S g
580k Aol & foudt Aujolgt ZEEE AL o}
Yk AREE P AEE Sl Aotk YukAo
FAEAEY d7ZA, o
FE o] £ o)A HA Hel ZdA 48H¢ <

< WE Btk 1os fon A
Eolgta A B FEHH(relevant) & & glod
Y =)o NgelN B o) foinjaix] ge A
EolATt #A F2A 1 A7 FERAAEY B
oA 7 g gty £ £+ QE Aot Patzelt,
1985).

Pl mte 2 Q@ F 68, ¥ {50 Bl adf 3t
B WA Fg rhehs dig o] oA, ST Akl
23 Bl g AY7E el Rejh a3y
oleigt WA A, UN AFHE 2FEFH g¥o], ST
of thg AR ols) 7t BEa A Yelue Haoln
2, & o] thdol vIgstnz} s 149 =g
W ol E ZAE B ) 23d Ao}

ojde g HEA Ao £3) Wby 41¢ ST
Aol QFES Auuatt. a2 Yol A AA)
H4E 2F59 oldol: FEHoR sED Yt 3}
L] segto] Qlch IR @, AFY) FAES wubA,
ST7} ekl Aelg Akel ¥ 5 Qe 288 2749
AAS D e Aolnh. ole HYA mEte e ST
o) Hx Aol g o RFo|N 2 Holmg,
TEAQ o)y A& HHME ST WP FzAHQ



$HE Mae v 296 STY £9 BAo] F4A
o2 olgolu 7H9l HEol 7] W, upz ofg)
T AUHA WERE, Y Ae Ao Y
@, 2es e wolz s

drtHo g RE AYHQ AP o] B RE 2
8t Mg £2dln, 2 S 43 dxe
Tk ol o] Zol@, dutel B Ul Ao} ?i
e YRE Hof M HYET AAZ H2Ys u
= A%t @ 4 Ao (Friedrichs, 1973). 283 714

2 A-BY =¥ Tz, & “Agte #4o] Jom
Bebe d4o] AwEhif A, then B) 2= Sej2 wq
k=

olf{ @ ol&x shde] AYAQ APA 2R s
HXE Popper(1963)& 128 29} o] A8tz gt}
A AEE ATA 48 99E, 5 24 (Ding

dan \SlCh %-1 7"7;(}03&1 g ‘I‘Z‘“zﬂ lﬂ ogo TIL"r 3]‘,1
AN HFeolA 2 AHE o] AL
FEE =Yz Zlolt}, o]m) o]&E(€e )3} }4 a_.[[)»)
I
E
A £
B
Mo cemy |0
171839 459 A A
0: 83 bse 989 A0 H299)

I:Medel 2 444 xde DAL (IAAAAA)
a,b !z 4
AB % g5 dssted &Aahe A4
a, B labd He o x4

E DA Bz AAH 34

€ HgE o2

O3 2. ZAEH ¢Fe) thagNiM ol2n JHalel XE
{(Popper, 1963 ; Friedrichs, 1973)

e HAddemRy AHMAAze Uz HE
(mapping)el2t s ¥ 4 Sluh. dutxoz T2l 27}
AlARShe dhe, 28 dAN dddde 9y
A Aol $rksstn, 4o dig #FAGL 254
W EHL Fol JHssAhe Aok w ol# e
TR st G4 = dAGde) A5 v
oJE(e)& HAZ B2 4 Uk RAo] opin, LHP
afx B8 E&shed £g0 8 £ 9g: Wee ¢

& BAAAE Eshe Aotk AR L7t 73%“—1?‘
FES Urhe AL, HANAE WA BRe B4
AAGH g e
£

S AT A Aot} 29y
olgA e MaE 9 FA A A= ohdd 2= 9ol
WA $2lolA F8A HE FAE, As A AR

Iﬂ

St odd BARNA F& o)BE FolM oju g BA 4

1.!

A WA o] go] #Ae Mestn Yustey vt A
g7ke] o B8 Aol st Aoluk s, ¢ of
N EEHE a, 71 B4, & a—po] Bat P9
A9 ejne 7{;79,5};_— HE7)El 878 Aol

aHEE o]# g o] &( € )3} 7 AZ Alojo= A
& B &uiE Qe YEL FY) 9o A

HEHY 29 =Yg By ) wpa o] 'br’*vf“’l
auet A #(naive empiricism JMFE =ejdes
¢ E AR Popperd " BA o5
9 {critical rationalism)oll o]&7 7] Zuje) =8 s
o o] wHd sty $jst =@ FAAL

2] (logical empiricism)Z

Popperg H&d oz, 1 ojdA7nA 7HdAE9 B¢
lEer AAHAd
(falsification) 2 2 A FACE. 7 olf&= YZo o
7Hd 3 %o] ¥ (induction) ) Z#| & Ao Ry

% (verification) & W&

B oheh, e HozE FAE Hee X 2]
wgolth. o 5o} shtel /4 Be @A A, 3 n
& Nz At (Allsaz)ol A HA B, & “¥Yx ax 3

' (Basissatz) & =elHo 8 2% 4 d=H, A%} B
Abolof = =2 Uio e e
A—-B=-B->A
£ BA
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E 3 oUSn uae Xag

A|B| A=B | (A~BIAB | (A-BAB (A—BoNBl A (ABoA b A
T|T T T F T T
T|F| F F F T T
FlT| 1 T F F T
FlF| 1 F T T T

A7 Y e F, B7F 8 WA YFHUE wol
A FY +E i, ARY #5 A7) 4o A7t
A3E + Qe ¥, Bl 3 HAE e AVHEA
Y £ doe Aold, oy H NAE £ F UF
o} {(A=B)ABI—A7} 344 3] ohd =83 FE<Q
o ¥ated, (A=B)ABI—=nAE 34 A =23
2gozM {EEABE (tautology)°lTHmodus tollens).
a8 oujel A YFz whEe v A 44¢ Hu
dobns & 4 UrH{ Westermann, 1987b).

ol g wrEol Nd S }EEQ olEe WHE H3
o =% Popper?l 7B F4le a8l 302 % Yepd
F k. & shte) o] & T,y 7t 1 olE9 HEo 2 A
A9E Ut BRIABIAAE A EP ooz &
Aaiczl, wEse FFYA(F) FHstd Y2
ol & T,+:8 hsojo} grhe Rolth ofwf of Y2
& o2 149 o] T,Z HBE + AUUD W&
< B8, 49% 5 Y Fo A E X288 + 2o
of ahi=dl, o] HA| Pl R F 400 S =9
hzg £ gk a3 22 Popperol 239 e o

g A ol &9 o] M EAE & U
o d#g. gded Y8 AFAM 2E Flde wEvt
4 (falsifiability)& ZViol & BE&, 1§59 $%o
& 2% AAAEA AA(vorlaufiger Charakter) & € +
slel @itk Aolth Popper, 1963). B8 HEAQ o)
o] &2 o]gA olgHozg By, AR & Y&t
e e FAT v|EHo] B 5 ey, Popperd ¥
F o Aoz @ty g ol sl g bt
ach 221 olal @ W48 A I8 29 APAA B
o, Hag o] AFAAM $e7t ANE + e R,
A4, 22 4 P4 F99 el SHE
A, & FHE)o] =AY Fell A G218 24
e Aol delz a¥A d&d EA oidele A
olt},

7hde| =2l V=2 43

AN & WHF(falsification)o] HE =9l “2
€ AzxEe go’e 2L SAE Yuio) Hdo] F3A

Bn+| ! (A(Tn) U Fn)=0

(’d‘g)A(Tn) U Fn (QQ) A(Tn*1)=A(Tn)UFnUBn+l (grg) """
————ai Tn-n Bn+l Fn+l Tn+2
l
(#4)1, (29)Tont () Ton (FA)eeer
T:ol8 AI$%99 B:TE 49 #¥%9y9 F:T2 uh3d #3499

38 3. Popper2| ¥HE schema
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AN olFeldth a8u AN S5 B %Tou
Folok & AL, 7YY AN BRojd &
£ 7149l ge7} desithe Aldleln. adne ?J-%?

{verification ) 2} “}5(falsiﬁcation)9] #Hol A, o]gH
g 7Hd B o E £49 Ha gex Are 9
27 gith

ool gt A F 4o A H A cH Bredenkamp,
1972, ). 7Hde] gele dAd e “BE ..o}
£ A3 He B8 %A universal quantifier, Allsatz), “3
2% A EdHx &4 YAHexistential quanti-
fier, Existenzsatz) ¥ #8490 W&& x@sta gl
88 8 A (Wahrscheinlichkeitsaussage) £ W o] 2t}
SERIEIR R S tM —rffW% G Sl EA
S AR F3te A S #3499 WAy Y
ot d7lo A A& ¢) 7)"\1 , "r’r g8 B R o
3 HAe Y9dog ‘1’-'371'%0
T Stk Bojth 1 o) R ¢Fo] HE HZo)
#88 RG] £l 7H2ﬂ = A7 9 A4
Az B Belo] yhgaly] m otk 1L S84
Hil Qe B gkAL e
thEr}, op 5y HE2ES FolY o= A
FH Ut verified) S 5, o} A 74 Belwx] ge g

L P04 5AdEd Yo rs gUg 5 g w2

.
ol

u
ZRE WaE

70 i oalo e

[+]
[}
3
o ]

18 't

' e e 9zrt 9e # Aok R dxs
G4 847 ¥ A7) B, FFHozE e 9
A7 452 5 e =elolnh whalol s1: 8w
7HEHYE Ag BEshe AL . HAS
el He Mzg dsladd 1 0ge wrse g
oY ¥ Bart golAy) W, 1 WA e wq
H P2E B3 falsification)ol] S| M T 2w} 713

A A olE then 2L =229 B
VS Wb =V, {7 (Sy= W)}
=V, (= —|s vV WJl
‘=—Vx (Sx/\ W )
AMME & $ AB\ (S, A W), = Wzaa 8
A EAol B2 g x2 Had U o <
god, 1A UA(SAW), & “RE Wz: 3

0'& ¥ sk BA 9 =23 9] A (equivalent) 7} 5
22 WhEo] ghEHE Hojth e =3 wlgo ]
=4, FE4E 9 dE EAME g2 e
WHverifiable), ¥5& 7153t} Ten 2age o
Ay, ol Afold B89 HEH g2l
Ve A7) W7o dFm, wET & 4 gl %l‘:}.

1R HEAA AN FE AR T Qe s

fi'4

E 4 7Hdel el TEsst BEwy

2y 8 ]
oy faie o UERY _ B5EE
8| #8 verifiable falsifiable
’ Ei\ir:] oo];}\} L -...(..),4;, ] ‘YLE ul Z‘-{f -5:1 q’ /\x(Sx—'wx) X O ]
" (universal 5 B F4 Sl H EPA T /\ (S W) o .
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o B FALA? A Bl 1 FoHE E3
et e oj&oiy REYHYE @t /HE
Y 29 BEYALe] Yeie s gl 1 ol%
T sl 7hdel HEAE Ha AX R¥oE, 4
2 7ol $9HAY L e ddFHos g¥ 8
FE ol4e A& FH4E +& ¢V HEold. a2y
oJFA BHUAL ° sMdaRe e $4L, AP o
o HAHAA ol i Fojx EIWHS A A7
olt, #8 BUPAY Hej2 o] slefch wal
A 9HHog o o FHMHELE BF UFT gFa]
7hesiAch 2y 9ARA AEH Ao BAA
e, L8] o}Fe fe4E W e 1 23
e AEES BF FHDL BN F+ Adve ALE
3 =g 18 ug RITo sy FHEIS ¥
i, 1 BHANM Y5 ANEE 58 Arz 5y
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ZAd] @ s, ok B8 RHFAlel 7Y B
ANY e A Pk 2894 FFL, F 4904 E
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AZY & e Yol w3 (fabsification) ol §lth=
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H Ty SR UE HAE WEstn
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dol dYAAE TRz dFdsook d7] Wi
Hoh A ggolAe] BHUgA Y& =54 fo
oleigh 233 7ML FAHHY ATAgo] Y ¥
ool 4¥E & e Aold, weltd H¥d dF9 F
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AFie] He e EEYei(d R E) B2
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<
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AxEY FEE ofd BEANGAY g9 £ Qlr)
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o] Fa% Atdol Atk 1RE& AFH STY d$o
2 A5t gaolgh: Ae), HAFEFsn 4L A7
LA Ao e BHE-S UebdE Ao] ojydl, tiu §
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Ak otk welx st
12} 7k e MLH AR, 14L& 4P
7Hdo] Fojeb &5 9n|ste Ao) ol A7}
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o w4 72§ S8t AATB, & AY YZ B
whzol 3 gelgolob 7o) W) YR, 7]
B9} Aot 7H A-B7t R(E)elebe W 2wy
F ok 7RsAol it AS Ltk
o)Al St olEe A BUAAN WA Lo 7}
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OJE(T) - A7 7M(WH)
AT HR(WH) — 228 744(0H)
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o 2N = Ho SEFo WERAZ s
Adek. olw xHE JMe FEBOE FolxA HE
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Al a8 A gk 23w Popper(1966)el 2813 Yt
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7 ®& JHE #4 w384 ¥d. aeosz
Bredenkamp(1972) 3 58} Zo] w=glHo g Az} He)
EFYM & s d A7 MY, 23F E 9 B
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Fol gk 28y $el7F AE AU AFoM HREe
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TFHLE 97 M (WHMR 1 7Hdo] =84 ol&

(T $888e e §x2 43 k. gy g
CE T 7MY oE9 A% At E 2eE A B
A FEE Fobt Be EAE X2 AH. oy og

PB4 $AE T3 B ot ded,

2D FAY S YE BE M5 BAE Hed 2

& B ANHD Ak 28 F 6o g Do)
dat’, & P ATl BF Sale) BA
Wael ¥ & fhe A 44 ¢ & U
FAH 282 A% STY ol NE, $4 1 7H
57be] w2d Ao WH—OH7} #ololok su,
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SH)7H 39 74w nejsjolo} shed), ey E
el E ANAYE UASAND 2l ol
2 % gl 9ok 2 FANE 53] WA Fo] AAbeke
Ae
" {(OH-SH) A~ SH}—- OH,
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2A, TSH7} #9224 OH € WH7H 242 w3
€ 3yl E AAEL o 3HY A92A4 WH, OH
% SH7F 242t Q) 3-8 dehd T ok 22y vl
2 SH7t Felgtn strigtz OH, dluolrbA WH7F &
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&, TAAL 7MAF O A7 FPHer AT
7Hd9 FHARE g F glon, E 2JY 5
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gAY e ZoYAF HE FE /AL H)
& 71Agte AME, 1- 789 Heell i@ $is
ojughs Aol ohua, & Heol AYe] oAl &4
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o|A7A Aol A ThFoF MM, T2 4
T WEY A9 @Al Sle M F HASY =
24 {AE g 1S Bl 1) she o
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e R o w3E 4k M) hsAe a9l
o mebd o 3E B4 ES ME(E)0] B 97 714
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o A FAE B LFE AN UY. 1 2R
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7b shvo] Fad ATe @3ty Av) wjolu)
aYEE A9 eFey S4 o RN RE oprlyi
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Analysis of misusing tendency in inlerpretation of
c-level of significance fest

Nam-Guk Cho
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This paper lists and analyzes the errors that can be often produced by the misunderstanding and blind faith in
@ level of significance testN-P theory). To understand such errors properly, a fundamental analysis of the
hypothesis testing procedure is needed. Therefore, this paper, using formal iogic, attempts a logical structural
analysis of hypotheses and tests of significance commonly used in empirical research, Along with a suggestion

of a proper interpretation of e level, the result points out the inadequacy of the customary practice in research

which set too much weight on e, and calls for further interest in the effect size and the type Il error A.
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