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Evaluating psychological hypotheses and models using Bayes factors

Kensuke OKADA
The University of Tokyo

The Bayes factor has a basic and crucial role in Bayesian evaluation of psychological hypotheses and
models. It forms a fundamental part of the advancement of psychological science. Its computation has been

a major challenge, although recent advances in numerical estimation methods such as bridge sampling may

allow the application of the Bayes factor to a wide range of practical research contexts. The objective of

the current paper is to provide psychological scientists an introductory tutorial of the ideas and recent

developments concerning the Bayes factor. Some running examples are presented and a few practical

application methods are also discussed.
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WIS LT, HAETH A, (LHE Ry B
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Wik L, £ L TREZISHTEMEEZ RO, FH,
Journal of Mathematical Psychology & D it D¢ 4
% (Mulder & Wagenmakers, 2016) (X, N A X%
FHEEORTYH, LIRS X T 77 7 — 1% E
WMolzbDTho7ze L2L, Z9 LIZIEEDH
JEDMEEEZ > 72, AL TAFUWELENA X7 7
75 —ICHT HRBUIEZOMBIRY 4725
0,

ZZTARETIE, ZOERHTRVELELZFD
RO L, BEH-EHBEHED THWDENA X
T 77 =IOV, LHEEEGE OIS % AT
WCBELRDVS, AMBWZZF 22— M) 7V ERIE
RG22 AMET D,

KRORNEILTOME) TH L, H2HTIE,
W EFHHEIZOWTOHERMELGIcE ), X
AXT7 778 —DEFREEZEZTIZOVWTHERS,
E3EITIE, NARXT 708 —DEHIZONT,
TERFOMGHBELE L DO B F 2 2 Diki~x
bo AT, NA X7 775 —%ERIEHE
Toh7200)EE L TEFEO TER S TY
B, TNy T T 2T EORMER TS
DWTIRNRD o |&IZ, 565 B TIEARRR L AFE
L, BOBEICOVTHRRS L LI, EBEO
W TT = POERA X7 7 75 —%EMT 57
DIFIHWTREZR Y 7 Mo 2 T 2N T 5.

2. NAXT 797452 —DERE

21 HEREONA ZIHER
ARETTIXILFRIZ DO W T OIEARM 7 R~ A A HeFH
AL, RO22HTZORBEICHIST AT
AXT 778 —=DEZTEBRIZOVTIRNG,
Wi, BLOHDBNT A5 (2L 2 IEFY
B LR E) 20T, F—dEyTRTIE
129 5. RELTIX, =2 &35 A—=5 D—fik
FHE LI L2V, BAAMHEE LT
L) BT B HESLFHMONRTIE, el
JRICEDRETT—F EXT X —F e KT L% ]

BERLTHVWLIOTIEELTIL VL,

NA XIFRFHFNZ BT 85 2 — 5 OfsmTHIT
ETLDE, T2 EHbETDONRT A= 0
DHESI A Tdo 5 F45345  (posterior distribution)
pOy) &, XA ZXDOEH (Bayes’ theorem) % F\»
TT =% y DIEHR,» S

PIO)p(0) :
) (W

BB ETHI, T TpHlO)1Z/8F5 A —% 0
FETELE EDT =5 p 2OV TORERGAI T
& %0 (likelihood), p(O) 1Z7°—% y 26N 5
WD T A =5 IZBT 5 ARFEEE T 3R
i Td 5 HFI75AR (prior distribution), & LT p(y)
TR~ L (marginal likelihood) T&
b0 TIT, N AMEHFAII BV TEEREIR
TOMETET IV LN, T—F yDERA S =X A
HBT 5, (1) NEBTF O pp0) & FHHi
55 p(0) O ETRET 2 L IHEET S (e.g., Gelman
etal., 2014 : Little, 2006”) o
HROHERRD 720D BARRIRIL E LT, Wi,
M L CTEETHhNILy =1, mETHL
y=0 L WIHEL & D 2MEEEy, (i=1, .., N) DT —
Yy ThHhBHETEH, TLTINI,

ply) =
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Bo CONHOBMEDFHHE F L TEAE
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WV TIHGMTERTIENTE L, SHEZT
W ILEOHERIZB TS (1) NTOLE p(y/6)
i, 3XTOT—% () (=1, ..., ) IZKT5 (2)
X, HLKIF Q) Ko TEREINDEZ LIRS,
NA ZRREHATIEINT A — F I\ ZHF A6 po)
B Lo SRORTIZB N TEYRFZED 1D,
F— 7 DR ELENIL, EEEREZFZDE
TEDELEHELLEDHIBZENIBDTHAS ),
Thbb, 00251 F TO—KRS

6 ~ Uniform(0, 1) (4)
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6~ Beta(l, 1) (5)

EVIIR=FGAFE L TOLERTIENTE S,
Db X ICRE LSS A% 52722 L1 &
N, N ZXHEFETAUNNIDFO LNz ZDFE
TIVOLET, 7=% ) (bLWF, N %
BMLTHNI A= IOV TORHZEITH &
&, ODFEBHAAL T R—s 5 hb (2L
713 Kruschke, 2014 [iH - /2 (530, 2017 %
B, BARMIZIL, T OFEBSAIE
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IZETHbDH, DL E, gOHEKRSAILE (6) 3N
iqU]

6 ~ Beta(10, 2) (8)
b, COFEBRSA Y, FRoME L BIZN

2R,

2.2 HEONA XHHREIETE
AT Cai 72 LR OHEFRIZBNWT, T A =%

BIEAEROTH 5720 ZDINFT X —F 12OV,
TERBM Ok A 554121,

Hy: 0=0.5, (9)
H:0%#0.5 (10)

L, EBMROPF v AL (05) THbHE
WO R H) &, &) TlE v v ) kAR
IH, & REE L CORFMEN L {fThitsh,

IHEFAEOREIZ, XA ZHFHFEORH AT
WML EaEZ L) N AfEEHEFETIINT
A—=F QIZHFDA p@) xBLDTHoTze T2
TNTA—=% 0I12BT5 (9) R,

p(0=05)=1, p(0£0.5)=0 (11)

V) —HGMDMERGHTH B EFRTE L,
L7223 5C, Iz mEE H S sd 5 €7
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—J5, MIMFH O (10) XEiG723 0 OfE
S, —BILEEE S Vv, £ TEAW R
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IR HAZ BT AT ET VM, b 1 D% E %o
NI EAA, 21HTHRICHWET IV E
MLThb, @) Ro—FoAiE—FH, 04505
PHoETHB v (10) REFTFET S LD
WCRA B, LN, ISR T I3
FEEMPTEOD L 1 HOflixr L HHERIZ0TH
D, L7z >T @) ROBEDOLETOH 05D
fli% & 2RI (FhDEDlE & HHERE L FE
B2 0CH B, 2OEHIE, TEFVM DL E
T (10) XDOEMIFH- SN TV D,

N A ARG E (Bayesian hypothesis testing;
e.g., Wagenmakers et al., 2010) &%, Z Z TEA
L7291, 2202 KBTI HMel€T WV
My, M, %50, NA X777 % =% CiliH
FHESTAHMADZ EZ WA, Thbb, 40
DB T

. { v; ~ Bernoulli(0)
%{&wj (12)
&
. { v; ~ Bernoulli(0)
M“{9~Ummmmal) (13)

EWVWI)2ODETIVIIT, T—7 12D TET
W EIT) 2 b b CD2ODETFTIVHT
BbDIIINTA—=5 0lZDONWTOHRERDT,
NA ZRFRETD (9), (10) X X H IZWE
TINZDOWTHERR LT A =7 ZFIZ2onTHFR
RN ENDLTEDH L, LIL, XM X T 77
=2 Lo TEBIZRESND DI (12), (13)
KO L) R HELEEAITAOMIZ L o TEE S,
2ODNA ZFETETIVCTH H 2 LIZFERELTIZ
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AR S % BT ET NI L 5o THBLEN LD T
H5b,

&5 5HNA G, FEOHEET VDD
ETIbN DR TH D, £ 2T, 728 21 (13)
ROETFIVM DL ETRAL ZAOELIZ X 5 @HE
ONA ZHfegm (1) ) 279 L&, ZoETV
M DOEEDOL ETO (Tbb, M, THRHEAHT
SN7) HERTH B2 L 2 WRIIZEIEN T BT
T/RLT

pO10, Mp(OIM,)

POIM) (14)

p(Oly, My) =

LEHTAZEBTE S,

2T, HEOpoM) ZEBTES LIk
7 v A (evidence) ENFIEN D ETH D, IR
2o T, A TEFVTEEMIT BELEE
T2, (1) ROLHIHBLER p(y) LEL 2 &
L%\, 8T A=y BHOLEEE @ TERTLE

pOAM) = o p(y16, Mp(BlM )6 (15)
WD LD e s, FHBLEEIONRT A—%
ODED I BTRTOMEICONVTEREL/E &
D, FILOT = yIIx$ 2ETIVM OFDOF
YR TN ERT EMRTE 5, T4bb,
BLREDORKEVEFIVIEE, HIICT— % &35
HTHETHEEDLWERRTE S, bHAHA,
(14), (15) X1I M, & M\ B &2 THRIBEIC
WYL Do, FIT, ETFIVM EMD2DODET
NVEIKET HI2H720, FALEOL

B, = pOIM,) (16)

o poiMy)
LD, NI RESTFEM A, $721 &
DS IEM DS, F—FyadiH+ s ETX
DAEDLLWETFESNIZDRZEEZ DL LNT
&b, 72, TO1 LD KEV NS VR,
ETNWBT =7 il - Fll§5 EToLSDL
SORETHLEMMT LI ENTEL, 2D L
) BERAT X B (16) D B,y 2%, H. Jeffreys
(1935,1961) HHEA L72NA X7 7 27 % — (Bayes
factor) Tdh 5V HARZETIINA XM, N XK
T, N ARFERsNL b H L (FFREUE,
2014 5 BBE 1995)0 XA X7 77 7 —1F20D
NA XFFHETVORBLREDOLTHY, Thk
HAWC, EFTAMNT—5 % L3 - FElT 55
EVOMMIGILIE AT 2N TEL, TOMED
BARW RO B% & LCiE, 32K Tchiud
My, LIART M, 2R 28 H 5 LTV T
LHF ) FREANERD D D E1TE 212V, 32
LD DKRETNEZOLFHIERN R ERDT D
D, F10L D REFIULTHRTIFE2 525, &
L 7z H. Jeffreys (1961) 12 & 2 3L, Zh %5
1F. L 7z Kass and Raftery (1995) 12 & % J:#E7s X <

3) Alan Turing b %5 2 YOt o B A Y EOBE5 % a5
B 72O OO T, N4 X777 ¥ —DOWAZIRE
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HMoNTWDE, bHEAHAANAL X7 7277 —DfHIE
il 2 OICHBNCHI L TR S B XETH 575,
INHR1IOOMMOBEZE - bOSLE525b
DTH 2 (B, 1995),

ETAHT, N AMEHEOERN % H 2713,
AHEEEZHERTEREL, 77— OFHIIIES»
CZOWMREFEHRTAHZ L THolze £ 2T,
2ODET VM, & M, OB TRIEFEERH S DT
HIUE, T A—FIZOVWTORZOBEEL F -
2R, NA Z0EBREMo T, F—% 25
728 E TOETFTNVIZONWTOMEDOHH %

p(Mly) = % (17)
. p(ywz.()y;;(Ml) )

LATH) ZEDTE D, 2D p(Mly) R p(Mly) %
#E T IVEEF (posterior model probability) & 9
ZLT, 2O2O00HFBETNMEEDOE LD L
SEBITBEHLA- T,
pM,) _ pOIM)p(M,) =By, p(M,) (19)
P(Mly) pIMo)p(M,) p(M,)
WO MRBRREBLZIENTEL, ROL%
T ZEMREDOT, ZORDLED p(My)p(Myly)
X, 2200FFTIVH O, F—FOFERIZE ST
HHasnhioA vy AeRL, HBEETNL v R
(posterior model odds) & 9. [AEIZ, HHEOD
p(M)Ip(My) DL, T— % ZRAFIIBIT 2D
DETIVHEOF v AxKL, HAETIVE v X
(prior model odds) &9, =L T, (19) :XTH
WETFTINF v RAEHEBETNE v ANEEHT 25
B D% 005, (16) RONAL XT 727 % —B,
ThHhb, Thbb, XAXT 775 =B, H
AETIV A v AP LHEBET IV v ANOZELD
EawE, OB TER L RLEoTwD, T
DZEMs, XAZXT 778 —1%, ETIVDOL v
AexF#L LT 257267 [FElOE
Sl ARTEELOHEMT 22 LATE % (Good,
1985)c NA X7 777 =B M1 LD K&EnE
&, Ty OEHRITET NV M OFHRE T VAER
EREAML Y IRELTLIHMICITLE, 1 LD
INEVWEZRZZFOWE LD, TDLHIZ, NAX
Tr o8 —I3EBLEOLTH DL EITMZT,

Hird v REHuA v A0 E LTHMRT S 2
EVRTED,

CZFET, XM RXT7 o8 —D200/RFEMR
JEFUIZOWTIRRT & 720 NA X T 77 & —1FN
A RARaHFOREARN R B RT2T 20 5 EHIE A
NLETHY, DEOIFEIEH 2 MR W EREI
AL TWLARS AMEHEE0E 2 L BET A&
ThHbEVZ D, FIRODR SIHFET 2PN
X, "M AT 775 —DRERBIID1DOTH 5,

2.3 Savage-Dickey &
ERIZLIEBoTRA R T 7 7 ¥ —%5HT 5
121, RS AWEF IV ENENIZOWT (15)
KOBLLELZ KDL Z L2 b, Bifficho7-
WRICHET 222007 VO L) ZHMAEET
VOBETHIUL, T ORESFEILEEZR WTEET
Hbo LhL, LVEMEETVOL LTI, /8
TA—=F OHBLKRTTIZR Y, (15) XTHIET %
(%) RO DENTEN RO SN WIEEHE L
b

Gelfand and Smith (1990) DL, FHi% 5545 5 5
SHOEEY T 7L, ZOEEEHWT
NA A a Ty~ v a 7EE YT AL
(Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) DS,
NA XfEFHFE e FRAW L HEmNERELCER
72o MCMC % H v iug, 585540 B AR 2 AT
BIZRD & 17  THHFREIMH S FEE S /8L
MOCA NI L5FHTAILNTE, $/25F
B A DX (FEFE) IR Sl
CTHZOEEOFHEEFHTH I LB TE
bo MCMCHEIZ Lo THELNLZDIE, bBEAA
HBESMRLZ O R AARTIE R L, ZHD
LSO 2R PMETH 5o L2 LI OFE
BT HWIUL, FRSAP O LBOELE DT
MREEHTCE D 23 ENITEL, FLTC, 29
L7288 & 2803 % < oG, o 52
WO, Lzdto T, SEgSEICED CHk
G R0 DERRE R OHEREIX, ZOYUTME LA
FEORTERAWND DM B HEE VD, —7,
4FITUD CTim U475, B dligsdic&o]
JE B TCRE DHETENL, FEERGT AT O O FHIB O FHMHA
FICHEN DY, BarrbERNLATREE%
572\,

ZIT, 228 TR0 2T IVM, & M, DRIIC
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X, ETNVMDINT A—=5 0%HEET D DK
LT, My Tld0=05 {75 &) BERICH-
oo TDEIIZ, —FHOETFIVM DINT A—F
ZEREICHIF RN B 2 & THHDETFT IV M, H
ENLEE, ETIVMIEMIZAANLTWS
(nested) &9, ZLTC, HEFHIFCL>T—Fh
MBI A AN L7ZBRICH 5 2 0DFETIVH O
NA X7 775 —1%, FEEIHELFEICL T
KdHDHZEDPUWHETH 4, Thbb, K1IZHIR
T5LE912, M, THIHT 37 2=y Dfi (&
[T 2 1E0=0.5) 128 5 M, OERIEREE
LRI DM

__p(0=0.5|M))

O p(0=0.5y, M) (20)

W, FETNVMIICAHLTCETIVM 2 XFT LN
AXT7 7278 =BykbDThHb, 20 (20)
K D1 % Savage-Dickey % £ [t (Savage-Dickey
density ratio) & W\, ThxHWTANA X7 7
75— %K A & % Savage-Dickey i & 2 9
(Verdinelli & Wasserman, 1995 ; Wagenmakers et al.,
2010) o = OfEFIE Dickey and Lientz (1970), Dickey
(197) 12X 2bDTH Y, M5 1% Savage DAFE
FhEREIHE LTWa,

BARMIZE 2 % L, 22 i0RBICBWT, (7)
ROT—=F DL ETETVM &M &EELET S
NAXT7 72745 —=1% H1IIRLEp@=05M) &
p(0=0.5y, M) DIIZ X 5T, B,,=9.309 &K 5
ZENTED,

Zo&Hiz, FEEHICEoTrANLZ2D
DETINVHOIENL, HAZHHZS A & HRTA D
TR EDO % RO L WAL MEICFEE T 50T
bho TLT, ZOFRGA L FEHIIA ORERE
FEME DS HIE, MCMC 30 & 9 2Bl Bz 124
OLTEE = FAIVEEHEIZ L > TTH) T s
T&ho ZOL) TP EH N &b, FEEE
OLEEENIZEIC BT A E T IV TS, Savage-
Dickey & IV TARA X7 775 =HEHI N
% Bk %\ (e.g., Okada, Vandekerckhove, & Lee,
2018 ; Wagenmakers, Verhagen, & Ly, 2016) o

2.4 FHEONA XERSHRE
HEROW# L AT OEHFOIGH E X CHY k
FTONDHEIZ, PIHEOREDLD H. KRETTIE

INEEZD,

TEE LT, LHEEOMAZIGHTH
LI, BT —5 o) e, HEe DIE
HWAAr oMo N M 2BAETHD L)

AXIE
¥, ~ Normal(u, 6°) (21)

REZHIEIITEH, IT, RO NELRH
WA,

Hy: =0, (22)
Hy:u#0 (23)

EFBuR0TH D L) IR H, &, 7
9 T 7\ & ) s VARG H, % 38 L COMUE
ML LATbN D N ZHETEOBR A BT
b, RS KT 5 E TV M, TIE, LED
Y& & AR =0 O — i 5345 % S71 546 12
T& %, —77, MVRKFHMOET IV M Tldu*
Werh A28 2B, 22T, "ARXT 774 —
FHWTET NI T I HEICIE, ET VM,
DHETuIZDNWT, F0E D) 5 EHFHICHT
L RREMI M A RET D 2 LITZNTIE RV,
TR I, P TR OB [-wo, 0] TH
B720, —RRIMIEHEGHNIC % 69, MR
DEFE R 72 & e IEIERI 2 (improper) 4347 12
%Y, FORDIZu=0DEIZBT LEREED
i (THbbH2ICBITAES) *—HIZkD D
CENRTELVDLLTHA, LT, MD
HETO UV TOHIEFSAIL, 51O
IZHEoWe, JEIERIT R WA & e T 5 LD
Hbo

- -
— —

C (% Morey et al. (2011), Rouder et al.
(2009) 122 5\, LHEZOIGHIZBWTBIED -
EBIKCHHEINDEED 1D TH 5D Jeffreys-
Zellner-Siow (JZS) OHHFIHMHEER Do T D)
HTUE, L THATGA ATy O AR L 2w
LT B0,

s="— (24)

EV e QRENZR) NIRXA—8%52EZ D,
CITu=0DL &5=0CTH, I LIZHEET D,
ZDE, FREOZEZFEFKIZ, T2 yD
L7289 A O R o 2 BAL L L CFHu %
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Byo=0.234
20— Boy=4.266
— Posterior
1.5 --- Prior
2>
2 1.0
3 p(6 = OIy,Ml)\
057 '“jj;" p(5 = 0|M;)
oAz A LT N e
] T T T 1
-2.0 -1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0
Effect size &
2 CPEEOKMERIC BT 2 HRA (R & FHESA (FEMR), B & U Savage-Dickey (ECTROHLNDNA X7 7 &
_ o, __p=0M)
4 By 717(5:0\)/’ M) 0.234

FHLGZBLAEILR>TWS, ZLTC, Z0O%
B CHB T 585 X =% §I1Zxf LT

& ~ Cauchy(1) (25)

LB~ —FHHi s B, TOREL, H
Jeffreys (1961) 7%, EH I N L XA X7 7 7
T —HMETFERICE T LY (FY T -4
desiderata & F-EI5) &7z X 9 I a4 O
BT, boldb vy anhit LTHRALZD
DTHbo

L) 12D T A= FIIHEKT 52007
VHTHBTH L, T L7A/NTA=FIZDONT
X, ZOHEASAMOHRED, WERELTEONS
NARXT 777 —=12hENE LBV EDHS
NTWh, ZZTIE, %IE Y H. Jeffreys (1961)
127 B, Wb W 5 Jeffreys DI & FEIEIL S

pla’) o< 1/o° (26)

EFHT A LT 5,

FROL I sia—v =454 %, I
Jeffreys DFHFI G A 2K ET 57 70 —F %,
Bayarri and Garcia-Donato (2014) 13 H. Jeffreys (1961)
& Zellner and Siow (1980) 12 L C Jeffreys-Zellner-
Siow (JZS) O HRFIGMT L IFATZ, 2 0 JZS Fii
GHOLLTRAXT 775 =%, Brtath
RIS RE 2 THMTE % (Rouder et al., 2009 O
(1) XeZH),

BARR B E LT,

v} =1-1.7,1.6,03,-0.5,03,0.2,-0.2,-0.9, 0.8, 0.5}
(27)

EWV) T I RELNTGED S DHEFA &
H 1% 5946, Savage-Dickey % £ I % X2 12 7R 37
Savage-Dickey {: &L ), XA X7 7 7 ¥ — &
B,,=0.234 (=1/4266) &7V, 7 — &\ LIHEIGH
RIETBET VMK L TERFZ 52 Twb
eI D

3. NMRAT7 782 —DEREERR

ZIZTIE, FEICEALLENAZXT 775 —0
HHIZOWT, & ITLEFETOIFICERSE
WEEZLNLEET LD L, 3IHTIEZ DR
FlZOoWT, 328 CIEEETRETIZOW Tk
N5,

31 NMXT7782—-DHEER
(1) BRTERNLETHS
INFTICBRTELELHIE, XM X T 77
—%, PHEEEZEFICL->TERL, #ht
TSSO TEHT B L) N ZfEEHEO
MlA DR THRIZELND, R ORER
%HETdH Ao Good (1995) X Nature 5ED % %,
[RAXT 775 —bwv) G Ln&id ok
WThr, TEFZHOEBETH Y, FHHW
BEZORBETOLH L, RFEAFMIZHZHE
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2GR o Twi,
(2) RERFEZIETES

INFEFCTERTHo7, plEEHVHERIO
REMEDOMESD 12 LT, WHICET 53k
HRREPZET 5N 5. p L, HEEHISETSH
HZEERRHIRE L TCEINLIETH DL, LD
T, pfED/NSOWEAIZIE, Bt -7 H, %,
E1EOMY) OMEREEO/ L THEITL IR
T&5b, L L, pMHI3IFHARH H 25T 5L
WOKEEEZETETIEIR VD, pEITKE W
ZE HWEHTERWI &1, VARG H %
FEARAY NS S FE 9 2 3E & 13w 2 %2 v (Wilkinson
& Task Force on Statistical Inference, 1999) . Z @ X
9 7, DGRBS 2 ER R PE IS H SR 9 5 I,
DHEAI BT 2 ETTSEDOH T p % AV 7 1Ek
BORFEHEIHH ENDERKELRHEHDO1 DT
otz CRALE - FH, 2012),

—HT, R"AX T 725 —FEFEFNVM &M,
DEBLEOHTH Y, JeBFHH D E T IV M,
WU e Wl 2 G- 2 T e M, & M, & TR
HRARXT 7 7% —B, &, EFHELD, HIC

1

By, 28)

BIO

o MEM, EWEET B NRA XT 7 7 H — By, D
BlZhb, WENL2O00FFVIEFEETDH
N, XAXT 778 = XFEEFIRIET 5 ET
VM, % T DAL S, FIUCK T SRS £ -
AL EIICEHADZENTE D, EEIZ, N
A X770 % —%HWAZ L TRIERGMZZ
9 2 0HEMRIESHIEMEN TS (eg,
Dienes, Coulton, & Heather, 2018 ; Wetzels et al.,
2009) o
(3) BRMEHHN TE D
PERMONGHBE L, £ < DA, v T
A ANZEHICEEL THER IR TW L, 20
ARSI 72 STV R WIEIZIE, BRI Zo
CEEEE L, @EHELILLD LI HGH
MEEZFHL ZITUEWIT 2w, 728 218
100 N7 —% ZIVEL, RIZEZTRITILUE
b9 100 Nz B ins 205874 05, 200 A
BT —=FPPEESNETH, TDLE D
F— & %O N=200DF — ¥ & E 2 TRBHR
EEATH &, HI1ORY OERPAROFE &

DHEHLTLEY. INUE, T—FINETHA
(T rENA V) b BEEoTE (R
E) OHREVRR DD THE, Lizdo
T, HERB OB BT BIRFHE T, FH)
WHET B EROTZANBTOT— 8 2 EOTH
5, ILOTHMERITILENHDL (ZOANED
ko, ThbbY T A L%FHIO W T
I - ABAR, 2017,2018 IZFEL Y.

BERII DR A DT T L, Wald (1945) LLEE,
ANBERLEDOREEZBEYEL T T4
I T A VIS L 72 B K2 (sequential
testing) FEIIBASE SN TV D, UL, REH5H
TREZCHAHSNTVWL 000, LHFETIEE R
EHRETCHERV, 72, 29 LzFEEHVLY
ETOLMERMOT 7a—F%E ARy, HEGH
YT T T YRR, ZORHESL DI
T—= 8 e WS DUENH DT LIZEDLY L%
Vo EBROULHEMIE T, ARRBRE D
IR BT 2 56— T OFR ) DR O]
T HIERBEEbNTHLEAELLNE
EZbNbH, TDOI &L, false-positive psychology
EEDLNDL L) %, HEMOMELECHERO 1
DL LTHEBEN TS (Zil, 2017 0 KAL
2016 ; Simmons, Nelson, & Simonsohn, 2011) o

— /T, NA XEHEOPHATIE, XA X
Tr 7Y —PEDEEICETLETT - %H
WML TWE, EFLBATT— Y IUEERD
LI LN, BEOREREHCCHE, (TRETH
% (Dienes, 2008, 2011 ; Kass & Raftery, 1995 ;
Rouder, 2014 ; Schénbrodt et al., 2017) o & @ 3
X, PERBOMIMAIIBIT 5855 A — 5 OHfdw
2, BB SN DWREEND - 72 VB sk
nolz) T=FIRETHDIIR LT, XA Xk
FHEECIRFERICBIN S 27— & 720 TR
i AR LS LIk T A, ZD2D
OB A DFE NI D WTOEMAKE & LTI,
Wagenmakers (2007) @ Online Appendix 25% i C
&5,

(4) FAREOFAHL S ISEMLETILERR

BT E, T2 TFHTLEECTL L
2ODETNVETRIBEETH L% 518, Mk E
FNEY QM EFTIVIIBWTREL B AHE
wFEDO. ZRDINT A= 5 R EEOWMERET VO
BT ED, Bz TS VoZFN L) HkEL
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[H XA X7 775 —=12 & 5TV

HAHDIE, BIEDOETIVOT—F 26T 5 Fill
IDBELY L HFITENEEICRLNDE, 20
14 1Z W. H. Jeffreys and Berger (1992) % Lee and
Wagenmakers (2013 B8 (GR), 2017) 12, Bk
BEAEGIE EBITREN T D, L72do T, F
BREOIE LTHROENLERNA X T 7757 =1,
T=FIR L CHEEICHMZETVED S, v
TIWNZT — % RHHTE 5 E 70V % LR 5 [0
% F#D, Smith and Spiegelhalter (1980) &, X4 X
778 —OROZONEE, AEMAA v A
D#17) (automatic Ockham’s razor) & A TV 5,
(5) B LWERMNMEEED

ETIVEIRO —FE (consistency) &1, ik
THETNVOHRIZEDET VO E TN T,
THRERT LV TVHAZADH LT, TOHDE
TUHEIRS N AR T 112 R D & v
B TH D, 728 2124 Hi Tk X7z Jeffreys-
Zellner-Siow DFHFI A 2 ixwE L7z & T, XA
X777 —=12F—%M2»H % (Bayarri et al.,
2012 ; Jeffreys, 1961)0 T 2oL, ¥ T4 A
AT REL BRIUE, XAXT 7275 — Bl
ETIVMPEO L SMRKIZ, TV M, D
DEZONRT L, ThzxlzloL LT, M
7D b L CONA X7 7 2 5 — HiaT 2
WCATET LW, HHOUWEZHAZL T
(Berger, 2006b ; Kass & Raftery, 1995) o

32 NA X777 82—DEEHX

(1) BxETHS

NARXT 7057 = ZRBTENS R, 200
ET VOB T — & 126 A 2% TR0 b
THY), ETFNVOHMINZEEDEEVEFRKT D
FTlE RV, Lo, 72 2IERXA X777
F =100 Tho7zL &, §bb—FHDETIH
5 D E 7 WA AR TRELICE DM T 100 532
Bahibs Th, 2320 EB50ET VLT~
FHERA N ZALDOFRRE LTI E 572 R4
EVWHZEIEHN ) D, ThbE, ETIVOMKT
BadTidEFDDLSIZONTIE, XM X777
5 —DANOBE, S BETE N LER D 5,
NA XFEHE TV O 72 B CTUEE D % 5F-l
ThHLEED, BRNLTEZFEETFHF v s
(posterior predictive checking; Gelman, Meng, &
Stern, 1996) TH 5, ZiE, HYREFTILTH

L, BREBMENLE THA) T—FI2O0TO
WESATHLEHETNGMA L, FEEICBH SN
T = OMICIEEUEAR SN THAH ) L
VEZIEOE, MBEXRKTLIOTHE, B
HWICHEBETFNF 2y 78 bbb dbh
X, FHHE T p M (posterior predictive p value; Meng,
1994) %2 &% WV CERN B Ths 2 &
bH B, MCMC % W72 TIE, FHEoAm
W BT TR CFEBTFMGAD S OFLEE 54 S
HHZELEGICWREETH ), UL - THHg
FMF v 7 %F7) TENTE D,

(2) BRINTOHREDHZET S

NAXT 777 —=FHuThigshsold, F
IO AEE P S A ET NV TH B0 2.4
THER7-L 912, WEaEnDH) bO—FH1/F
A — 5 & HEE O E T 2 BRI AR I 3
HETN M, THAHEAEIIE, RS
LETIVMIAIBNWT, TO/RT X —F DHFS
MxEDEIIHETLIPVEREE L, Z11
1%, Savage-Dickey EDE X F M HHETE % X
IS, COFFGMOFRED, [FoNdNAX
T7 I —DHICKESEEL) BN HTH S,
7oL ZIF 24 TERFHEICHT 2 ET VO
HEIZBWT, E7IVM, TFHu ORI O
SEMERELTHE, RAXT 775 —IZETN
M EVIMEZFETL L)1 A, 72721, 20
DETFTIVIEITHERI/INT A —F (428 OB T
ZAE ) T A HERGMORREX, XA X T 7
JF I LCHED T VRS REELG 2 v
ZEPHBENT VD,

o, BHSGAOBREBEIT LT, X777
T —DMETHY D B EVH B, N4 X T 7
7Y —=DRETIERL, DLAFED 1272 %E
25 ZENTEL (Lee & Wagenmakers, 2013 -4
(B, 2017)0 UL, FRIHGAIITLE LA T
NA XFEFETIWVOELR—FRTH Y, BRI
BOKERHFROAIL, 72 2IET— I NRHFET
HbHEXIZ, 165ecm D 16500cm B 4000 cm b [F]
BEOMETELN) Lok )k, HEM
ICATEBTERVWETIVORET L TWLHI L
Wb Thb, 7z, S LRI REZR EH
REF A E LT T (FEEE O3 elicita-
tion EIFIEN D) 720D S F IF R FFEHIRES
LT\ 5 (Albert et al., 2012 ; Jenkinson, 2005 ; Jones
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& Johnson, 2014 ; Savage, 1971)

— /T, BETIVO L CEFA T 5720
WZFHT & 216825, Wob AFIHEZ & IZRS
vy, £ TIBH B, W ARG = KT 5 €T
M, TEEMNIZHAHATE 2, MIEEOMTEED
ENTZHAGA DD L LHHETH L, ZDLH
ZHBDS, FE#NA X (objective Bayes) O Hf
Bk, WHIEO & 2 HF0A OBGEED
BEANZRFZE ST E TV b (Berger, 2006a) s = O
L EORERNLE 2N, FRIHAHWITRE
W (7379 — % desiderata) 1) A b7 v 7
L, Zhxili/z3 L9 Ty ¥ TV HRimA6
RREEGER T2 L) LD THD, DL
WL TErNIFEEGA 2, BEE A A
(default prior) &) (Berger & Pericchi, 1996 ; Ly,
Verhagen, & Wagenmakers, 2016) o 72 & 213X 2.4 i
TN L 7= Jeffreys-Zellner-Siow O /i 737 47 b,
29 LB BANA ZWE 2 HIZEDWTE L
BEEHR A DO—DTH B o FATHIFE TIZHEIL
2 IS TR C & % K48 0 BE7E SR04 A3
FINTWD, TO—E, SETHENMTLV 7
P27 THRHTEEL)ITh>Tw5,

(3) BHEAP DT LHBRB TV EVH D

NA gt 7T v 7 OIS HE OB e L
T, "M X777 —OIGHAPINETREI
HEATI ehofzBHD 1212, FHE LORES
H5bo

NA X7 7278 —1&, 31HTHER LD Z2F)
Hafo, £7222, 24HioRIZI Lo L L7
R P & o m R 7 W E L, Savage-
Dickey iE 23 2 2 BFHIZ DWW, A S
WCHEEPTRETH 5. LA L, LHEERTAF
FOILHTECHHAENG L) %, BENLRE
MI 2R ETIVHOLEIZBWTIE, L
Kz, ZLTRAXT 778 —%FEH E150%
FEETRO 7200 EDL Lrolze 2O
T &1E, WAIC (Watanabe, 2010) X LOO (Vehtari,
Gelman, & Gabry, 2017) & x> 72, MCMC ¥ T
ONZEEED SPLHICREIETE 5, ko
7= 5 OF R ERE D BT A & € 7V % Gl
T AIEAEE L CHHEINS 1 DOHEIZR -
T&72,

COREIZH LT, &F, Ty T Ty v
TaRRAWIENRAXT 775 —ORMD, £OIH

EASEEHEN TS, RO4FHTIE, hzxd
OPENZANA X7 77 5 — %KD D HFIZON
T, Gronau, Sarafoglou et al. (2017) 1242\ Tib

X5,
4. TUyTHLTU LT ERENS

41 FA—-TJ - ErTFHNOE

FA4—7 - FY 7V U (naive Monte Carlo) {}
X, AALEEX5 2% (15) XoEs%, 20F
FHLEICED CRER T ICE SR D HETH
5o BHOZZOET IV THRUAMAT 2 ERLEA S
E, FA—=T - BT AP L LEBIEHRE
EDOFMEIL, B2

0~ p(0), (29)
R
$O) =752 p010) (30

EELTENTESL, Thbb, (29) KDL H 12
FRHIG p(0) 75 0 DELE G, % A ST, 2D
fECHEME po)0) % 3 ili$ 5 2 &% L %Al (R
H) #0EL, 30) RDLHIFDOFHEELT
& TP p(y) 2HEET %o
COHFBEEFHMETH Y, MCMC i & FHEICH
WEL T HRELZ O ICE DN S, FEE, N
TEOFA—7 - 7T A VaitERL, Fuin
i L FHRAMOTRDIEL, B AKENE &
WIEHETCHERET B0 L L, BRAeELDS, FHk
DATDIEFI AT L D BB L IR RO
12k, (30) RCHEATLEXHEET 2 BOEHER
BPRELZoTLE) ZEPMOLNT L, £
LT, ZL OIS m TR, 75— DHHIzL -
THF S NEHRGAE, FRHA LD SR
EHWIEEZ RO, 29 LA, (29) STHH]
3R S ELETE A S T2 0, O KLDTE DD
TEYRITWERIC AL 2 &2 b, DR,
(30) KoM % FEM I 5 B KT O p(10) 1%
1FZ0C2 Y, FNICRERMELL-T, TOF
BMPWEEL B >TLEIDTH S,

42 BRYTYLTE

E Y Y 7)) v 7 (importance sampling) 13,
ko F A =7 - BTN OFEOREE fFPT
%728, FHIG A p(0) Tl 7 T g(6) B
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[H XA X7 775 —=12 & 5TV

LOEBFEEMENET 5, ZOELSAIL,
(1) FEm4 & D EsE L (2) FemA L IRDS
BULTBY Q) FRoMEFLETHED (4) 7F
MiASEE S % 534 Tdp % & 9 128 5 (Neal, 2001
Vandekerckhove, Matzke, & Wagenmakers, 2015) o
TREDORE %5535 O ITHBEIEEME O > 7))
YUPAThN, HIILEONS IS HIEEN
LYo T IR EINBLl b L2552
&T, BB DMEEPANRIE % B MEDHE T
WK BBDTHbE, TA—7 - FrT Ak
DYa EAROBEAMELZ V5L &, By
7)) 2 7N K B DT EEHE E O TN

0.~ 9(0), (31)

X N
0= 3 [pi 20| (32)
EELZEDNTE S, Tbb, HEFF A
pO) D SREEEE ST Db IS, TP EES
gO DD T VT ERITV, Ie o T
FE p(|6) % - L 72 EC, SHHisAi & 55 O
a2 CRBEEICHIET 2®EIIRT, Tz
SHEDTIHE LI LICkoT, EEY VT
) YL DB OHREE L LT E
HDTH5bo

B V7)) vk Y) 7 A g(0) D3R
SNUE, FA—7 - FrFAhvalnbiis
MR, BELSEBLERH#EETE 5,
— 5T, EEAAIEROSME @ T LI,
MEIZA DY CERLEDNH D, &I, FHiR
i LB T TN EL 2 b L) IZEMS
Mx BRI LIILT LIRS TR, WHNR
FELTTNTY) AL % FT 5 2 LT
Holz,

43 —MRILRFMFHY T 2Tk

—MALFFIFEIg Y > 7)) 7 (generalized har-
monic mean sampling) TIX, EESAHATIEZ%R (HE
&5 pOly) S > T 7 LB & e
TR EZHET b0 ZOFIMHIX

6, ~p(Oly) ., (33)

(34)

Lo (1&( g(ﬁj‘))"
2 (Rz(p(yw;‘) p(e,-*))

J=1

EELIENTE D, — AR 7)) »
7T E NS g@) FFH S B A, T,
(1) BB L DI (2) BB & FRD
BPLTBY Q) FHofitHLAEREL (4)
FEASES A TH D L) I2#ES (Newton &
Raftery, 1994) o § b5 (1) OPEOEE 72T H5
THYH, )~@) FEHY Ty SEFRLET
Hbo 34) XTELNTVWAEBME, (32) XD
WHOBIZ e >TBY, EEY VT 7 extlt
ENBFHETHLIEDNRTEND,

44 TNy THLTYLTE

HEt o T LT E AL L T v
7, Wb F A —7 - BT IV EORE
DB TR L2 BE LTS 5%, 554 OHE
B L THWEHSLETH o7, 7)) v I
7’1 » 7 (bridge sampling ; Meng & Wong, 1996)
X, COmIETIHNEROITIETH S,

TNy IH T v LB EBEEOT
MEL L&

giNg(g)’ (35)
0, ~ p(Oy), (36)

3 P10 O)0)

2

1 w0
EZ}L h(6;)9(6;)

pay) = (37)

EESZENTE D, 7V VY Ty T
X, RETAgO) PO OHEED L, Fika A
pOy) 5 OEFE G OWMHEEFHT o T OFRSE
A g0) 1, FESAEELL TWTELR DA
RKEVWEHITHERIEINDHATHY, TORHTHEME
SATEM TS, FEE L CIRESA & L TR
ENDDIE, PIL ok FRo M LR 7R
A CTd %A (Overstall & Forster, 2010) 0 F 72, Bk
JC7% & X 0 REE IR I LT, & SICH R
N7 IR—E E N T A (Fruhwirth-Schnatter,
2004 ; Wang & Meng, 2016) o

F72, @) X7 v VB (bridge function) & I
ENHBMTH L, HEIZIE, Meng and Wong
(1996) DFeF L7z, FhinAi - -HEGAT - Fotkon
i BATED 4 5O E P R A
H/MET B 7Y v VB (optimal bridge func-
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tion) FIH E N5, ZowE 7 ) v VI
Y RESHDLEICSEAF L2 LTwb 72
9, FEEOIGH FILEEICE 2 BIRET T 5
FAEELD 7 v T) R LI & o THEED TN D,
C0EHIE, Ty IH T v IR0 N
LEARTT VT XL 205, 3D
TIFT oML VEEENNT L TEL LV
RELFEDGH D, T2, MCMCHEIZ X - TH
ENTNTG X =5 OFEEDP S, 7)) v T T
) 7 EBGCELIEEOHEE 247 TUAOR
WR /S 7 — 2 bridgesampling A BH 5E S AL (Gronau,
Singmann, & Wagenmakers, 2017), #H % &£ o T
Who NAXT 778 —DOHEEICHATE 25
ERTTEED, BERAREESC BRI 2 5L 3545
f# i & L T ld Gelman and Meng (1998), Gronau,
Sarafoglou, et al. (2017) B TX %,

5. $EHEXRADLHIC

AKEGTIE, A AFEHFIED ARG T T
VOO /=00, EARKT, LALEZELET
HHRAZXT 775 —IIONWT, FOEZ %
HaplzdonwTfinsL, BELEEIx T L
B, Z LT AR S 12 a2 3
LB L 72,

HAEDONA DIEHEOERL, 0FERAMEOR
BB LERYED b A AEHES AR L H
AHWCESE, KREBRWEELFFOZ &LIE, W%t
BOMTIIERP SR B LIBHESNTE, L
L, 1980 4EACLLRT L SRR 72 [ 12 X A XHfE
EREHT 5 EPLT LOBS Thhoize T
DIRILA—2E L7201, Gelfand and Smith (1990)
DO MCMC o5, Thvar E5E L 7-IH
7Y 7 b 27 O K (Lunn et al,, 2009) 12 &
HLDTHhH, BT, XA ZHEEHAEITFETW
LfRRE L CHIZER R EB RO TIL L ks
LHEHIC ol

CNERBEI, "4 X775 =%, REET
V3 HLHE 70 [ RE R° Savage-Dickey % 25FIH C % 50K
ME B TP E T VEHT D 720 2R S 5
CLIIHEETH o7 L L, RECTHEEIL T
7oL 900, EEMERNE L OBEN R o
WTOWEDMER L CETEBY), ZOFEMAMEIE
FoTWnWhb,

EBE, FILOT = I LTRARXT 77 5 —
EHWTHEN 2 ETVH OB AT 720DV
T M2 TOHEIN, TLTAREN T A,
JASP (JASP Team, 2018 ; Marsman & Wagenmakers,
2017 ; Wagenmakers et al., 2018) 1&, 75 7 1 &
Vo d—HF =4 ¥ =T —A%fHZ, SPSSIC
BUL 22 D7) -V 7 727 Th
%o JASP I, 2 TR L7z &9 2 AR 225
RSHIZOWT, BEE LT WK KR E &
bio, HEFEMGMAEHNINA X T 775 —%
Bl 2. F72, @XlZBELRTVWE T A
HLEERZOY = 2T VIZH- 72KER, RO
V—=Ad—FxliT52LdTEL, HEDLH
S bo7uy o7 MTldd 525, JASPIZFIH
DETEIME L, P OREE 2 RIS 2 5 5 x
i CTWoo RimXDM 1, M2 JASP O %
FHLZZbDTH S,

RO/ =TTl ISR 2551012 5
FAMEFA A E WA, AT 779 %%
M9 % 72 ® 12, BayesFactor /¥ v 7 — ¥ (Morey,
Rouder, & Jamil, 2015) 2"FIHT& %, 72, LD
P, EEOMETETVICBIT S MCMC Hf
EPS/ENLEHES 2 AL LT, 438 TH
L7270 v D% 7)) v TRV ETIVIGE
24T 9 721213 bridgesampling 73 v 77 — ¥ H5F
T&%,

Savage-Dickey i % i\ /2 RXA X7 7 7 % —
HHIZIE, MCMCH > 7)) VT ERATH) VT by o
7 T 5 Stan (Carpenter et al., 2017 ; Stan Develop-
ment Team, 2017) %° JAGS (Plummer, 2003) % R 72
EOMMETRED BT, 2 ORI H N LA
WX LT — R VEEHE 21T ) 2 & THESREE
EaEETHIENTEL, INHLOY 7 MY x
Tk, AAPFMLTWARWETIVE OO 729
12, bridgesampling /¥ v 7 — ¥ LA GO T
IR X7 7 7 8 — 2B T 5720125 FIH
WUBETH %o

DL, RAXT 77y —EFEERNIZFIH
TLEOOBEIIETF - TRBY, FF0OHD
BHVZTHEVOOH L, XA X777 45—,
HEm R 2 B D MatE T VoW, 13
DETFNVERBELZDS, T—IBENZITOX
BEGZLDEWPLNIT L, bbAA, HElEE
B9 7% 7OVER - FHIANR L TES 2 ME TR w
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B : XA 27 77 % =12 & 5 EFVEF

Tl BAEEICERLTB2 RN RS2
Vo LA L, F—F OFOGHO K E & 2Eil
L, fGHLET VAL, & L CdsIicoRlT
TWwZ e, TNFTH NN D LHEZE
DEELFEFRTHDLEHEZHN 5D, R A. Fisher &
R OZEE Td 5 H. Jeffreys DIEEIZ & 5 X
AX7 7275~ S04EEBLLIERBMN
WCBWCH 7 2FEHEEDTBY, SHOLHEEE
WETE S A IAPHIRE SIS,
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