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Psychological science is now facing an unprecedented crisis of reproducibility. The field is becoming
aware of the systematic problems embedded in its research practices that have been widely employed by
most academic journals. An emphasis on aesthetic rather than scientific standards has led to a publication

bias for positive results, which, in turn, has encouraged questionable research practices (QRPs), such as

p-hacking and HARKing. These processes have potentially created “null fields” where many findings are
mere products of false positives. This risk is especially large in fields where the prior probability of the
hypotheses being true is low. In fact, a recent large-scale replication project reported that the reproduci-
bility of psychological literature is less than 40%. The psychology community is starting to respond to this
crisis by becoming aware of the importance of pre-registered replication, and by reforming the publication
standards of many journals. In this paper, we provide an overview of the facts and solutions to the present

problems.
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F—T— K HEBOTRENE

A, NHISIERRTFHEBBADPFLET 5 &
9, —HEETAUIIER I E b D RIS
LDHEFEO Ny 77 v —FIVIZHE S L (Bem,
2011), A& CEIAIZ BT 5 mE R REH R OB
W22 L (Doyen, et al., 2012 ; Galak, LeBoeuf,
Nelson, & Simmons, 2012 | Gomes & McCullough,
2015 : Hagger et al., 2014 ; Johnson, Cheung, &
Donnellan, 2014 ; Ritchie, Wiseman, & French,
2012 ; Shanks et al., 2013, 2015), % 72 KB 780
A7a Y2 b ofR, A OBIT25%, AL
HT50% I E L ROBBEPTE RN LN
it S 72 (Open Science Collaboration, 2015) . &
NHOMEICRESINS L1, BHEOLEE
X, 2ol %%ﬁ CRELMEEZTEZ TN
EEZEZBNTWDY AGTIE, ZoMBEORE
&, BEFT CIRESN TV ABREIZONT,
Z OB 2 /N %o

Beb L\WBFgE T, EHrE

SERHRE, EHIE

1. BEDEE

1.1 pHacking & QRPs

F 9T YA BAKHE L T 7E )i R 9 4 M
IZDOWTikR%, BLLUFTIE, LHFETL R
STV B IR BOE & 2w T 2%, N

1) XFHOHBRO 72D AR
FEY ZIZOWTEEZLEDLNLFHIIIONT
TIEMBYIZFEERT LTV %o http:/bit.ly/1 T4RhWj

2)  HEAITE £ OB O IO T ORI L VWA
b 15425 (Asendorpf et al., 2013 ; Maxwell et al., 2015 ;
Simonsohn, 2015a, 2015b, 2016 : Valentine et al., 2011 : Verhagen
& Wagenmakers, 2014), T4 5 A V24T D IR 7238 358
RPESE, 2fL L CHIREERITFET S L
RGO AHD 2\ (Schwarzkopf, 2016) . ZDJE A%, 8
Eﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@&g/%ﬂ@&kj?&) % D1t (Baumeister, 2016 ;
Bloom, 2016 ; Lieberman, 2014 ; Mitchell, 2014), & L C
MEFRASH D) (Lakens, 2016 ; Neuroskeptic, 2014a, 2014c), A4l
DEBPNAE L 72720728 bk 2 b (Cesario, 2014 :
Dijksterhuis, 2014 : Feldman Barrett, 2015 © Locke, 2015 :
Stroebe & Strack, 2014), W& A 72 R 2% 5 (Gelman, 2015 :
Neuroskeptic, 2015 ; Simons, 2014) o

FLIRCE o /228, M
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A ZEt T HRBORIEIE LS EE 2 HhTw
% (Simonsohn, 2014) o

LEFOWR T O AIBWTKE L ERE #F
DDOWpll, THbbEEKETH L, IO
WY, FREKE GEF 5% A0 (3B (false
positive) § &b LD (type I error) %
[ lzllZFIFeonTnsdboThsb, LrLE
R, pEPWIZEOE 2 HRT 2B ENKEEL LT
BEREL T2 L IZE ViV, p HITES IZHET
BTHLHOTHL (R - HE11,2016)

Simmons, Nelson, & Simonsohn (2011) (&, HHfE
% OLBEY ¥ —FIVTEFH IR TW A%
Wi7zzLoob, plEx AEKERGIZELZ L,
975 “p hacking” ST AT RETH ), TOH
RELT, EOX) RERELKHTHo T
b, ENEXFTLT—Faim e LTHMETSE
HIlE, EBEIELYIZL—-TarvEELT
R LT\ 5, phacking ® BARH & L Cid, (1)
To 7o GbRME L2 ZBO—HL 2HE L%
v, Q) ZmEEA LT ORL D L5217
W, FEEICESEZATIEDD, (3) fiek
2 HTOM 2 TV, BRI AG
bEOARERET D, Lolb Db b, D
DY Ial—Tarickiu, hs [HRED
EHI% (Researcher degrees of freedom) | % #lAA
bELIEIEY, Pl EIMEPDOIHTH
BEPROP DR, §4bbE—MMOMEA)
AU BRI, BHAEEKEDRIEIZL - T
BEHINTW5% 25, #61%I12F TEMR-T
LEIo

COX) BRERPAELLZHEETIZSOEZZHN
b0 £, A FHRWLEREOERE EOWEE
e HRNICIRET A LICE 5T, MED
D, v LIZFERRS 72 ) O E LI O M E % M4
LTHME o CLE)72OTHLH, HFIZ,
ES) (BERREPEIAFHELIE LT, Z2ORR
% BEEIITRIC & o TR T & 2H3) MRV E
B T A ZOEFTE p EOEEPRKE N
720, MEAITWERLT =Y 2R L TWwoizl
A BRICE o THRELFEBELD SRS AR

3) pMEDIELWRRIZE L T4 2RFRMBATEIE L T 5
CEDHETHHH, TITIE, BISHERDBIERERDOM
xR C, R L 72 v (Nuzzo, 2014 5 Schervish, 1996 ;
Wasserstein & Lazar, 2016) o

b, MEMWEEELER T 2MEPE T LH720
T 4 (Bakker, van Dijk, & Wicherts, 2012 ; Button
et al., 2013 ; Ioannidis, 2008 ; Maxwell, 2004 ;
Schimmack, 2012)

John, Loewenstein, & Prelec (2012) &, T 5%
I BB DN ST [REO B 5 W
783 (Questionable Research Practices, & %\l
QRPs) | £ W) HHixH 2, SHIZTAYHEE
KRFOLHSFHEH 5,000 % (9 B[4 H 142,000
%) ExGE LeEERITo 72, Mk, HEED
P EOLHFEED QRPs 7o THBY, /-2
HoDELNE) LIATRZFHFICHEL L 13E
ATV ERFERTER->TET, Thbb
p hacking I RETH Y, €L TAHLD bR
HENENE ENOFEINE LT FEELT
E7oDTH b, T pHEIZERKEL L TH
BEL TV EEFVEEW ERR7ZFTLTH %,

X512, 2 LQRPs OFTE [HE] T4
LIRS Th v (Gelman & Loken, 2014) . 72 & 2
WHEE D RWER 2 82 ) v ) B = BRI
729, BBz 0 005 LMfTtb ko
WA TY, TOREERD T — ¥ % R 2124T
N DOTHo/ze Lz, MedFLTELER
BOMBELEILLTLE> TR EEYRD S
METhHb, TOHEIL, CHEEFRHGOFSIZH
% LB bitsd (Eysenck, 1985 ; Gigerenzer, 2010 ;
Rozin, 2009) » Eysenck (2 & 411X, Newton O & JJ
R Einstein O PERF 2 &0 X 9 72 [8
PERCIE, MR ERAE RS ORI ES (£ L
OMADPMHBFEORIHE L > TBY, S5
PREL N X TR A EARAE DS 7280, D EDD
AL, BORGEB R & 22 AL 2
WWHIRZ 2T TE Y, Zo-omE R Fille 3
BICAT) S EDMEETH L, U LT, LB
FTROND L9 % [55\v] HERTIE, mifte %
LIAOWIAZ L <, F A%\ LIS
OMEARGFE D Lz, BEZFHOTHN
L, 29 L2REO T T, IRICHIZEED
T =8 & ROk RET A L, 5
AONTT=FIZEHT A2 TFME, ZHITHE L7
iR, MSTHISTO) BIZEATLE ) TTHE
UhEELEEZ LN,
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1.2 BERHIMTEZLE, HAR/N1 7 X, HARKing

WIS, WHZE2 U0 & CHIE, FRICRREmCE
LCHET28BICHTIMESLRTALI,
MY v —F VIS N LW LDIT LA LI,
RE % SR A I RTINS B #s R & s
L Cw» % (Fanelli, 2010, 2012 ; Sterling, 1959) <
D—FT, LHFETEDOSL AR RETT L Dk
LEbETWR W EHEE SN TWA (Button et al.,
2013 ; Sedlmeier & Gigerenzer, 1989) . 17 JJ HMK
Wi, RBEIFET IR THoTD, MLy
BB TE2WIETTHLEH0, KETHUL, i
FIERICES R WIERPZEERE SN TLY S
NRETHbD, LMLBFELZE, Ty —F L TOHK
HOFEALIIGHMAY) OFEETHREL TV
DS, @XPHITENZIIBELT, Bz
iR (null results) 25FRE SN2 wEw) [H
/84 7 A (publication bias) | 2fFHET 5 &% 2
SN, RS 7 2, sl U x—F)L
N FTNOERIZE > THEL S % (Mahoney,
1977 ; Sterling, Rosenbaum, & Weinkam, 1995) . ¥k
HING o e R, MREoF S L
WLEbNTLEW [BEADME (file drawer
problem) ] % 5] & Z 3 (Rosenthal, 1979), # b
Wi 7 r — A xR IUE, HBHT—<IZDONWT
ThNIZTXTOMEDH L, H—THOMFHRIZ
Lo THENBRIHFONI 5% OANY v —F
WIZHE SN, RY D95%IE5I S LICIKR- T
WLTREET HEZ b,

2 Lok A 7 ADSFEAET D HRE LT,
DHEFEDL N, HFENLRUED S5 L LT
LEIHEWv) HAAERH SN TS (Giner-Sorolla,
2012) . FRFEAVHIMIEMEIZIZ=FEHH D & SN D,

B, HRO—EBUETHL, —KOFTILD
HTHBOERPRE S, Thord—HL TR
BRERERL WL L LS. 29 Lzt
PALAFIEHTELLDLEE L LS, —
BYoHELECNbDN TV EREH L. 7
T b, Hx OEBROWIETIN T4 ThVEE,
—HL7ZHERIEIE LA, AEIC R0 72FERIZT
EHELTWAIRELZRIET L2025 TH S
(Schimmack, 2012), #0125 21X, #RO—EHk
RO L7 QRPs AMTh I, H#EEZ 1) T T
XLpo T — % id file drawer IZFEENTL E 9
Tl b,

B, BEofERIRT AL, YRR LS
TTHhb, FHFmTLTIREFRAIEZIRBL, 1
A= ICL o THRIETAE V) A M=) —%
o 7 AGHRMERE R O WIREIE AT 1, £ < Ol
By —FNThH, TORNEZHETLI LN
PIHEICER SN TS (Kerr, 1998) €L TZ D
IEAREERE DI, #rarid & o 5 o iE %
L, T=HIEZ0EMFLENHI AL E TN
TWw 5 (Nosek, Spies, & Motyl, 2012) s Z D720,
FHFEO L VEENERZ: &, ThETOL
HMEOBELORTREZEHUINTI o2
(Greenwald, 1975 ; Koole & Lakens, 2012 ; Makel,
Plucker, & Hegarty, 2012) %5

L L s, (LHS CIRGHBGEERIRE & 4y
P& ZSEAICHA. &5 DRIEFICHEETH 5.
TOERICH LD, Hil L7 0HPII BT 5
Mo sEAH LlbN b, 5—I12, Eysenck
(1985) OEH [§5EGER] TIE, FRZW LIdR
ORI 2o TLE ) Bz
W, JWHEEO T CIE, WKICH 5 ME G A
OFEEMEAFEH S 2L LT, ZNAFE UG
M OEPNIH T HB OHEEE FO L D
2O v, Thbb, Hiatkdrd
WOHETH LR & KR IZAEA NS 2 & 2SHEET
Hbo SHIT, WIHRFEIAE D 564 ORIED L -
Y EEMT SN TR W20, RIS Z L
FELRZWER SN2 LT, ENAEIZK
FE L 72O PIRECIZ 0 5, BB ARG
MEEDIERICHT 2 SNV EA% v, BF5 <
Z9) L72BREET, ME—RFMEEIERICAI S 2 &8
TE5201F, EEMNERXZTFZLEEADN LD
(Frank, 2016), Z ZIZHaFEIZZ L, 210 2,
& L A Rozin (2009) #3449 % & 512, BIRD
DHEFIZBWTIE, MG FE L 0 b, Foak
BIWFZEIC L o TH AL IER T REZLEZD
nsv,

L2 L%dss, BIROEEWHFEED S & T
W&, HrarE D AR R RE R RETE D & ki B

4) TZTHHBICLTBLLEND LD, Hathate) 58
AARFEORETHHILIEEH) T TH RV, T
LTV, FAEOBELREHRICZE > T, MM
BEDHELELNTLE ) HETH S,

5) 7272L. 29 L7-RtiRFZEIC BV T h, QRPs %% ik
BIHETARETHLDIFE) LT TH AV,
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CEIEFEEL Vv, 22T, ZOWRREHHT S L
ELTC, T ERELBIC, FRCEAT AIE
WS 528, 9% b5 HARKIng B3 5
(Hypothesizing After the Results are Known ; Bones,
2012 ; Kerr, 1998 ; O'Boyle, Banks, & Gonzalez-
Mule, 2014) o HARKing D¥EE 13 HE % IZi L 5N T
WE, BZL OIRAKOMENIL, ZhE—f
DMEFMAEWMARIETLEI MIZH L E B DN D,
Rz, \Boniz7 =21 LT, e pZEE80
BAG EOGM R T 726 L L), 2L TH
HHBOBIERHEHTIUL, 20500 &DT
HEEPEOLNZEL L ). T 2 CHARKing %
Vg, MU TN LI - TolE
119 % 61, ZERIEREOEESIHO 2L %o
TLEIH 720, fEoEEEIEL N, FHXom
FRIZOLR O Lev, E2AD 2T
HARKing & fll 2 (¥, BHEDOHEAEN /O N7z
EDS, BT BB H T S LTV IzHE—D 55
MCTHENPDEIIR) TN TE L0, 48
R oOME (Bl 752 LRI R D, &
512, LHFOFHNHEGRO D & T, FHETICER
HHEm T AT THIEDPEEL VW E W) FEE
ZxBHE, ZHLT K sh-2EkKz,
HLHEOHRDS B S L IZIFRICEE LW E -
bbb, TDXHIZHARKIng 121k, ShiE TR
PMFOWFEEEOHME] 21D, F—EoEERO
BAEMEEBOLEREND 5,

1.3. BRERCEFHHIETH 2 EFiER
SHICHBTREXROLZERE LT, BE
WHBEORMABEOMBEL AT S
(Colquhoun, 2014 ; Ioannidis, 2005 ; Sterne & Smith,
2001)0 X< BHDHMAE LTIEMSND Z & 7208,
p<.051%, BOENTRERIMEROEY TH 5 R
5% LD /RSVEWVI)ER [TlERvl, £9
L2t 2 IE L <M B720121%, (1) B
gL iz, () MEHE, 3) ZoWigeds %
W LIEIFE T — <2 BV T, —EINEGHANIE
LW OTHHHANER, O=DOPLEL LD,
1R, & A WIZE5 B CHERE S LD T _RTOAGHD
B, 0% VPEEEZRKLTWLELTAL I,
EHIIHRETI =T 4H, ITNSDHZ
1,000 7 A MTHELTAL) 22T, AY
AT AR EZIELSMIBITE 27, $4bb

&1 BkxZpfl, BUE)), EPIE L WIERIZEB W
T, BREBFERDP BT B

it B T o IR B C D B
BoEh 2 (%)
(%) =05 =01 =001
D D B 80% HSIE L\ 35 A
20 59 12 0.1
50 24 05 0.05
80 15 03 0.03
ERD 9 B 50% DSIE LB
20 20 48 0.5
50 9.1 2 02
80 59 12 0.1
IRFLD 9 B 10% H3IE LW IE
20 69.2 31 43
50 474 153 1.8
80 36 10.1 1.1

51 Sterne & Smith (2001), Table 3 D —#RF L% L
THIH,

BTN 80% DT A %47 &L, Fitbbtk
DL a=5% EHET Do 1,000 DG ) B
10% D100 tEHBEETH 505, Thxigbcta s
TREMEIL 80% LA\ s, 80FDSHEFEL LT
MHSND, F5D D900 1D ) BBHIEC
Lo TIELWEHE SN A THEMEDN % H 5 D
T, ASEHEFHEFEE L THRHENTLE ). #HR
45/(80+45)=036 L %2 1), T b HEFE L H IS
NTHIZED ) B 36% 728, FEBIILBEHEETH 5,
O X)) hEEL, ISR (false discovery rate
FDR) &5 (Benjamini & Hochberg, 1995) .
T2, WHPETH L HAMEE, WED,
pEPSENZTNE L 72EDFDRIZOWTF &
¥ 7z (Sterne & Smith, 2001). & 2 CTH S 2 7% &
I, BAIZL 5 TFDRIZS% A5 RkE CHENT
LEH. WAV ETH 2 HAMEES EORET
Hotzb LThH, LHESIZB D EN
MB35% HItRTHAH L\ ) HEIZE DL (Button
etal., 2013 ; Sedlmeier & Gigerenzer, 1989), Ji <
fELHNTWD 5% KIEIZ X B BEED T~ b
O—) L&, EBEOFDR E DRI KE L&D H 5
TREEIZEETE R\, F72, IGHAETH 25
AiEREL L Rl 5 Z L1328 L < (Donnellan,
2014 : Vazire, 2014), T 7230 T & DFE VDD 5
ELEZONDLH, LIk XD OB
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LR

e

BRI DEH]
HEEDES

B HARKing

3] 1

B AHEGmO S I2# A S & (Bysenck, 1985 ;
Gigerenzer, 2010 ; Rozin, 2009), # L THEH T

ERVEEZDREEL ),
DB T E 7z, (GHAETEIC B 2 RS

D3MEIZONWT, TITERZ L TAL), &
LIEM R MEIX, BE S CLHEFIIBIT A M
DFFS &, WIEANOFENIEETH S ) . HiHD
§581%, HETH WA IRET 2 FHAMEELY T
¥, FDR% F5- 845, & SIZHFEN RN IL
HWRRNA 7 A AR L, ZIUILT 5729012
QRPs M &1, H—HOBROMERD LT,
%72 QRPs D HUZIZE N RE ) O e 2179 2 &
T, BHEOBRICELERTAEEMET L L
WO FELEINL 0, SHIZFDRFFIE L
F2ZEI2o%D %, TNHITINA, HARKing
DAY AL HMAEEY L, FDRR QRPsIZ L >
THLLE—FOBRICED R IESLT
bho TLTEDZLIE, EHIRRDL VT U F
L7 DHFEOMRm R RS, BETH L IHIC
BT 25H0iEEL L DB TS, Lw)BDAN
A INVERET S (E1),

1.4 loannidis Ml & Null Field DEZ

loannidis (2005) 1%, Z 9 L 7= E25NELMI12
BIEREEF| & EIFTwL 22 EEIE, O
W% S ORI DIE & A ED B TH BT
BT OHD, LWVIRAEEToTWVD, SHIC
Meld 7z, BB IRY BAUL, B L HFZEMHEN S
s, EBRIIIFEELZVWHRZEELZEED
FNEFHL L) LB AR FHONTES <
HoHLiERML, BETLE) L MMEoHEE]
(“null field”) DEEL ZWVWEEFEVWIInZWwE T
LIRRB, 0 54FEITEDBICHEG S AER

BB RTAHL L, LHEIIB LT
HTEEMEE, null field D £ 5 ICHIE TIE Wb
OO, P L TEBINESZ 2RI TL %2\ (Open
Science Collaboration, 2015), & 512, f 2 (£41%
7743y 7OgedEi:, % < omilrm
BB A H72 W EDVRENTHB Y, —iFA
null field & 2 > CW A REEHEDLBTETE LW
(Doyen et al., 2012 ; Gomes & McCullough, 2015 ;
Johnson et al., 2014 ; Rohrer, Pashler, & Harris, 2015 ;
Shanks et al., 2013, 2015), 5, Inzlicht (2016)
X, B EME LTE72, BFAE (ego deple-
tion) AT L4 % 4 7EE (stereotype threat) &
Vo ZoWFFEREIEAS, Ok o & L7725 null field 72 -
207H LNBNEV)REERIL TS, B
RA7TOT s MEITTHIZON, SHBbHITH
L7 aD Il o T REERITEETE 2w
259,
2. B R R

ZNTIEZ OfEERKICH LT, LX)k
fRSTEDEZ HNBDIES D o MIEDOHERE %
RELTHALE (K1), HROTS &m0
HEDHAED R OB L ERNTH Y, hoEHR
FZDOZEPOIREMICELLZLDZER bR
bo ZOH)HLIETHEwOH A, ThiFF 1
LHZOERERSHER SN2 T UTEETE
WL DREERDbLNL -0, INEEHZENICREIE
FTLDRATRETH 5o ISR L2 D
WL, BIEESNICKR LCZ) Lzigdt#Er A
FICEETLL)ICRkDL I LIETHETH D
N5, ENTATTIEHEMEICEGEM 2R S b
X, R D BIFZEE A OHE RO R E BV
FENHIWTAE#E 22 L, QRPs ®° HARKing % I
HEHELTH, BIROEHIOHTINS DITZ
FME L YRELTED S S L1, WIS AD
F SO AR IZ 22 0, AR 2 KPR 5 2 &
HELTCWw5 (Nosek et al,, 2012)0 T b b,
WE D R S A 2 i 51 2 L v < I JEDL
LCTWwa7:0, BUKTHEWUGE Y ZEDI33E
B CTlx 7% v (Engel, 2015 ; Everett & Earp, 2015 ;
Koole & Lakens, 2012), &2 L v < fEg o
oo, WEEN - BIEN L ERESLETH D
(Engel, 2015) o
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21 FHULWERXAT KT1 > OflE

FEICWL DODDHEER Y v —FUhs, 29 L7z
HIENERIZETL, mXERICBITLAA N
F A4 v &AL L T\ 4% (Eich, 2014 ; Funder et al.,
2014 ; The Psychonomic Society, 2012 ; 32),
LA BT A VIhE, ZEZHEL T
e, WHRomEEEZFE> L TEETHL S
LWEEERLG V. LPLINLDTA T A1 >
TN SN TV B R ¥ N—HE HEE DT,
SEECEEX MO, QRPs DEEIEZ & —(1,
FlAT o 7288 (K1) 12X, MEOIRER
B TH D, LD AREWRMETH L BATOE
ERHIMEEICET RN 2T E, 29 Lok
LWEBEME 2B L TuviiE, Bigeg 3ot
Wia il 7-0, L) EEOH L17E), Bl 138

F2 HEUHROLOED v— T,

Vol. 59, No. 1
RS R SICTF RO LT O EZ O N5,

22 EMEEMZFNEREE

Pbo &) Ziamn s, BAEHIMEREICS L
TROANETFERELTRESN TV L0, H#
AIREAA X FATE SR (pre-registration system)
T & A (Chambers et al., 2013 ; Chambers, 2014 :
Neuroskeptic, 2008, 2011, 2012a, 2013a : Nosek &
Lakens, 2014 ; Wagenmakers et al., 2012 ; Wolfe,
2013)

FHRAA S HIEEHETIE, IR0
1 GaXoFmiss), vy 7V A X, T
WA o, wataFike & OfEss) 25, 77—
FHAFLLETIZ Y ¥ — FVicEfm s, BonS
BIZOWCTOETI TN D &Fia/SA L7

HUEASIE L7284 5 A4 > DBl

Society for Personality and Social
Psychology
(Funder et al., 2014)

Psychonomic Society
(The Psychonomic Society, 2012)

Psychological Science
(Eich, 2014)

WEt R s HRAIOMIENHWEEL T 7« FROWEIHEE LT > 7 o U TNH A ZREFHED
WA ZgsE ik o WA A XPGE T E O il
e MR E L 5% FEXMOIK o FEE L OS%FEEXH O« FhFE L 95% FHEX O
& Fala ) He XE T T ADRER
QRPs DEEI o BIEAR LICH—F— 2k o BIEAR LICH—F— % 12k
L CHBOMELZIT) 2 & L THBOMEEZIT) 2 &
DEEIL DEILE
e F— I M DRERERT o« F—FOMOBERERT o F—yIEEELRV-LVOH
Ty EE DL ED T=sINEELOLZED i
e 18
s T MOMERE L CEB o T MOMEERCEB c WE LT NTOMLE
2 8 HH, &M 2 %2 f/iE HH, &M %, REORE
g, 1o 72FE% &% &, 17 7-Ek% & %K
LTS5 2 LR LTSS 52 Lt
c WE L7 RCOMELEH » BEmLOMEHNDD
D 2B L7z 3 R TCoHtEE
B o
o AR HITFANICETE BEE SNSRI
L, R TH D ERT &, e bz ERER
@—
Z ot c R CTOBREDIE ML B SEHN SN Lo o DT L AEROTHH]
& TR E MR E B FR % $#58
D AN o FATT A T AERMEDRE o F— & KO
Jih
o B DI o NA ZFEr e CIREEAGIM o T ) TIVABIOIER)
ELUNORETFEL T A
nb
o KW T IR WIZEEEA O o HRITEERDO I
MRy
FEHH ORI E BHIIEE T 720
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72k, WEEZ YA LAY v 7L ILICERIZEE
L, ZORTLEOUEDAREER L5, WED
BAESND. ZOBREBRICT I PNESND
B, BOENTFEREPEDLIRLDOTHA D &,
WMETZOT v —FNICBWENDL Z LIRS
(Neuroskeptic, 2012a) o

CORIEDRA VML, RGBT
BFEORE LG >TWAEILH D, ThbbigeHE
M END D E ) IS B S H e
T, WX DT - HEHTIZORED, FiRke®
BT CWREE RV EICE ST, 207
SIRFRENT — & LR L FHRMICHIEL L O &
T AW 2B E, WA L5 2 L5
HEIZ7 Do & CHENLELROIL, FHIHRAN
EHAFEAREOEAL, LFLLTRTOESE
PRI WTRE A PR T2 L O TR\, L) IT
Hbo FHEENABTH Y, ABOFBIMEEIIIZIR
Fihid BV, wREMFEE 2 TR L 7215
WHLIE S TR \WIZA S o ZrHmHEMN & H
MFEEDE AL, FNE0IEHE)S, Ll & Hf
TEDRGEREEREEMSEL L Z L, Fhw
A, BURO X9 BB A 7 ADNHEET A DlE b
HEAHADZ L, 8% H QRPs X HARKing % 1T
VWML ML B T2, ZOHIEDDL ETO
FHCHIRA T REIC 2 UL, iR 3B aT &
SN | ) SE M 1 S N AR AT a4
UhZElbiz0, WRETI 2 =7 1 SEME
B2, YATIT A v 7 OO ETEN: & E
LTW ZEIZD%D b,

B, FETEAA X HAEEMEICE LT,
FDEIN & o THIFROERMMEIEDLND
DTERVD, EWVHBEPRINTWVED
(Mathét, 2013 : Scott, 2013), ZIIFHETH 5
(Neuroskeptic, 2013a, 2013b, 2014b) o X772 % £
R ELRSL, THOHRL L ETHIUL,
HXHICRWT A LR N AW S TH
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