OHEAR 2010, Vol. 42, No.1, 37-40
Acta Psychologica Sinica

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1041.2010.00037

(Psychology Department, University of South Dakota, USA)

AR SR B BIF 5 22 6 1 R R

AR\ B, DL RCEE 5 SEUE Ry LB AT TR
(W LUEIWIRES
B841

1 =R SST AT AR ik

Ry 8 AR, 1E—rh 3¢ [ [H 5 5k 4 25 (NSF)
TR E v, FATHE S E PR e AR X AT T
—HtnE . HhA —EE R, 2RSS ERE N
R 1) v AR RN A 1 Y ) R B e PR AE R FP 25 7
A ) A — 3k B —fith 70 B RYk 0
JEAE o« FEAS H AT IR AT I ) LSRR M T B
flm)iE:  “ERLAH EPA (REEORI )2 ARk ]
V5 YRR AR AR RS 2 7 bR, AN SR e
AL, RIS (garbage in, - garbage out).
WALV, ME WS R AR, BREASHEI,
A — ) A AT fEAS HE, HE T WS A
o BURARLEE SRS i T T, LR
B 22 0 AR 8 Uk 2 A T 9K ) % 1 (between-
subject design). DIALARSERERE R 1], A0 gl alrE =
BRI AR O, T IscE Y 5 1R A AL I 1Y)
PR XS A B 15 Y R B 25 AT, 25 R,
X AN I AR S AE N AV RS DL R, S Tl
XA FP 2R e B, AnbE Sk, FRATTRT LM
ESCATRER R ERARTE: & RE AT LAE SO H R AR
TP LR B, R DU O B A B S
S AN S — P B 1 S T — A R AR T R B

SR, AR A S 4 Y In) SR AT E B . O
PH2E IS Y LR 0T G 02 TOT ELWE RGO BRALARD, X fifi
FROFFE AL T —FhE AR RS o Bk 50 F Ta 1,

W H H 11 2008-10-29
EIRMEE: EHEH, E-mail: xtwang@usd.edu

37

AT AW E A I Z R R AME, ST 07k SR ARk 1
R, A5 -2 SC R, Bl 0 390 B0y ) 340 45

G 7 VA A GE TR 56 ML I RS AT 5

T BN A A 5 3 FNAS [ A BIF 5 s AN W ik A 7
SCTFES

W I 4 A, (BREAIE S N2
g1 o ARARFRATTHE OB 2E BUAT R A IS E — A =
SR B AR TE, IR0 = g i) LA
SEWERRE . S R i — AP SR T A A A
TG [F) B e ot )5k = I Hg A5, Lo, SEES RIS Y o
Wi, ATRASRIE R G &R, H B S M PR S g 4
T REARG, A P A PR A A S5 D PR T A2 B BR . 22451
S3 AT AN S AT S LS, (H R 4 s 1Y AR A b
22 [) 1R AR O DG 2R 1M1 AS — 2 J2 R G & i AR T
% B MR PE AN S P . BRI I 5T AT oA AR B A
W BEAE L R A A 3, W ok 2 . o2
g, EiEvEN . WOy EH, WA g, KW
65 VA R LSRRI

WA 1 FR, O BE2E A58 7330 a] LURE =
A6 By 4 BE E4T 4025 (Hendricks, Marvel, &
Barrington, 1990). iX =AM 4 B R SL IR A | #L
PSR A s I oE et Horh, SO0 P A0 4 51
352 (L) NS b (F) I 2, 08 7 i 4 A 45 (S)
FUULIN (O) W v, TN I 5 B 100 43 Ry 52 5 (E), ARG
PERIFSE (C) RN PRI 5T (D) = A28, i bf i 12
Pl (2x2x3) WFFR2EA bR 45 40 10 i B AE 1Y
() SEBRPE R) B F 55 ) AT IH A FSE —2 0 XAl 5T vk
153 25 BEA B T IRATIE A W58 R0 IR A Bl
TXF AT B AMERF IR



2 Eibd 42 3%

38 L gl
o
&Y -’\}@\
F LOE FOE
RS
-‘&i\.-\\‘
-
ke B & ise | | /| psE |||
FOC
LOC e
2 AR () isc | | || B¢ |
- LoD FOD ‘
FORERIE (D) Lsp | | | FSD
SuEE (L) Sk (F)
WFSC RS

B 1 =#E0F k2K (38 Hendricks, Marvel, &
Barrington, 1990)

2 SO S gk fERACYE

JEAR

— TR — BER R IOITRE, A& A SR
Fo X AR IS AR R, (HA5 R A e W
(AR E o ARy MARES A5 2135 A M B G B T IRE 250
O3 TR ST AR B AL, LRt T s A A R BT
FORBL, SCEHEWT H 64 3 A58 R AT BEf43E B . F
FEIT VAL T LK, B 7 T 7 ) T HL 5
JE A LEE] B ARBIBERE . PRI, AFSE BT TR REAS AT
RE— AL SORTTRERUE B E . BT, 250807
TEAR P R B SE B 0 GV 5 1 R R R M e
S Y BRI — R AR B

T Y By BHZ O —AF, — UON R L 8%
W A S BEAR, e — (AT T A A A 28
J ) “TRIRUERS TR A GE T ik i s e~ 3
& R AR I B AR IE
JrE AT RERETT IR BT WE? 7 X dL g BB 2k
T AR R A IEE, R
PR —MECE . T D R AR, RS LE
ROEIE T
3 mfFEMAUERGER: — 53X

TEBI 5 15

— GRS 00 B (reliability) 5 B8 & 19 7 I 1

Al SRS SRR E (TR E M) . W —IHFIE Y
U (validity) ) 2= 22 BRAE B N 25 . BRiE RIS

A IERAME T o tURE RIS UL ) P 25 FES b 75 B
IE ST AR BRI O BRI ST R, X
15 B2 RN 8B 22 [A] 56 F 1) — S8 Y L iy 2 47 58
(Trochim, 2004): 5 i AL BE B & o e S 00 Y R
BUUE, IEHLL RS ST B . PR AE
JEE DU) Ji WA 5L 0 22 (D (A B S, 3 e A v, (R
. B2 BoR T SRE-SUEZ MR, B
RS AR R, WY EARAMNE R 2 TR
e A BEARAIE () fa s o

{5 AASHE AL

R, (R

{HRERE, W
B2 fFEMMUERER (S8 Trochim, 2004)

X v A5 B AR K EE Y A B LA K AT g 1Y 7 18 7
2, & AC A —IHF5E (Wang, 1996) 1] LIFE —A4
FEVE, XIAFSE A Tversky F1 Kahneman (1981)
PR HE ZR 4% 87 (framing  effect) 7] 25 %) e 5 1 WL R A
THARTT . Kahneman F1 Tversky JHE &) “IE
PR R EE 7S T FR M AE SR R000 Y — A A B e
R o ABIBE—Fh o] US4 B % e T 600
AN, TR PR T R ReE T R T R . iR
PEEEITE A, A 200 ABROTE; WAk RE % B
BA 13 BJLRELE 600 A, 2/3 LRI AR K o
1 FAFTE R TS BT T LR R (HEAL) J5,
R EZH R (72%) 18 B RE XU 728 Ao SR,
M4 FHBE T 30 [R) A 1) T 245 SR A THE 4 (e 07 6
A, A 400 ANFETS; BEFEITSE B, A 13 L%
JENBET, 2/3 B9 JLA 600 AFETS), AT RS f
BT R, KRB0 (78%) ve £ T B K iy Jr
28 B RPN PR Sy XoF (] — [ SR $51 481 285 R 1) A [
() 5 2R T & A 1 DRI i 2o I B 1 ok N DS e o
A AR B — A il . NAZU AR R,
TATEBAE “INBR” [0 @A — A i R &
AL, IR G RHARR /N, BT —Fhif b
W i, AN 248 I 43 i) (]2 e —Fh /N
R IAEE R Y . XA RTRAT, AR Ak
TR O BB A 10 12 2 AT 1R 5 1 B 35 7 T 3 A
BRI /INEER I AE S A S e . Y ANTTRE IR E
e BN JA R e L W (=87 = B L R [ L K



1 TWeH : FHRAT AR T LSS s B % 39

(1) A 285 BR 858 T g A e 5 3 il = ] (b a5 5 1 3 7 P
Felg, e mi R B T 1R B AR R B PSR
LA, P-4 TR S WHEZLROY, (TR G
FHMUHIERT S W Wang, 2008). SCHAY4E 51 T
XIS R, B ] R B 3] i AR £ B
(6000, T Z), sl iy U 3B HH 30 T HE R A5 o
SR, S995 [n) RE 5 B 1) N BCAE N2tk Ak v i UL 1)
BRI/ NE I N AT (60, 6, BEE/>), AATTEY AU fi
WAFZEFRERW L, RIWH T —FhF A5
1) B S 1 o 3 ] A AR v ] R AR T A 38 7 5
S Y — 20 ME— 1 S0 25 S R IAE AT HE BB
SR HE BN A LT A o b B B R
HE BRI A ARG R AR 9 KNy 6000 T dE 600
if(Wang, 1996). iX— B4 42/ A [ A A SRR
AT 35 B 20 A R B, IR FRATT%
AR B H X6 ] — 95 i [0) R AE AN [] %) 3 A 17 B
PR AT ARG, i B e T A R SRR G S P
[P0 %] HE SR RGN A T 15 AR BE A B, At A 25184
SRAMRRE . B, EAECH 600 KN T A &
PHAE 28 %50 R, T AR S SO HE 4000 R A R E
(construct validity) FE5 R TE B 5E . S48, X Ahgh
S5 BT LA Sy ] 5 kG s, R i A
AEATZ5 AR P REE TOR Y o X k1R A R 7 LT
FEBEAGE, 1591 S5 R AT U RERY, (HA5 1
SEIE (B A B OGS H R AN IERIAY . BER ST
R B A R R ) 0 (%) — > it A B
(4 T X —Fh B G AE 22 Bh PRI 5l B8 b e AT
UE, AEE T i P B— I 5 AR B i R S SRR
PR DI G KR Y S5

4 BRI Ry e AT E R e il
L ONANREES

TG Z2 W U N — Z KA 1T il X2l 2t
TR o EA, A TR RE 1 % %1
SRR, I ELEC A TR R A DS B R AR Al Ak
P FE N B AR T TR IS o A T SE B0 MR o WY
Tz, REEAPFE TAELE Al A7 51 500 i 2
24, H AT Ry o] REAFAE Y B AR B . W] LA
GRS, —8 0 T 0 24 a9 3 A2
FEIRFFEE, 4 5 T AT S A5 i A ] T 9% iR
ASPEE, 2l Cltl ) AT L 2 4 oMl P B % BN 0B Bl oy 3
GRS, 3k 5y T AR AT B 2 8% 8 — A 4 2% ) 8
B, L A] fg )™ Ak — e S 4 (groupthink) Y i
TP E S WNAE s O Py N i A = A N

02 a8 = 8T U TS N 3T SER TR &R v BN ]
L A SRCE O

BARASEBE s Y, IR AT REAS [ 5 H ok it
FrE . XFER I EI S IR L, A
i, OFE2E5 Oskar Pfungst (1911) FHS2H6 Y7 1:
2 IE T AT A% 09 A 5 — VT Y B BA 4 D3 (Clever
Hans)iy S if& 5 o W HTAY 32 A von Osten £ 1K 7
IX VG ] D3 a4 S m Sk Bl o T A 45
(14 7 35 R B0 24 P OAS T3 5 5 H ORI 0 1 0 A S b
Pt Bl SCF BT I B 2 R RS 1
Wit EANTET RO FRRRI A, 52 A,
AL 38— L1 24 1 B ) 2 ZR RO 382 R B0 X DR Y
DU B S AT Ik, (H3EA A & BTt SE . 1
] 1907 4 Pfungst K T S 3045 il 1) J7 1538 4 41 15
HB T U ] 25 T A 1 A% 1 R A 3 I O T A B R
s TEH PR G LLT, DU R KA
FaRE . PE— R R, TEELZ A A A
B A5 S I (5E JE 3 TEAff 1] 25 [R) R, 3 DE 43 7
AR H BR B, Bl I e A R IR, Sk
S St AR I T 5 3 175 114 A B8 A T b g H 45 Fb
[P T 58 o DX — I FRATT T LUE 1, 7
WEEH FIROUEE BA B EN S, SR ik
B 1] 46 R 77 1R 45 1k B 0T Bk o0 B BRI A 1R
FRNIORCA DS ET

SR, RAEA LI EN T, R
T S A R I, A ER AL B 75 e 5 8R T LR A=
Rosenthal (1976)fHF 5T 45 UF AT, (55K A B
XoF S 6 445 S 1% TR TT LB S G R R I S 48
A AERR AT SEE . FERXAERVIENL T, “BUH " S
35 T DAk 0 S 6 40 SR WU AR AN T 52
55 B A, DA B Lk E R AR B 0 X B

19k,

5 BEGR T A MIGE TGS AL RE B
NIRRT\ K

VAFRe, — 80 g F T i 8 BE O B2 il BE AL T
1 S PR . FRATTE B A TG 22 0 MR (null
hypothesis) [ 1 56 45 A b S F5-5 Z AT 1 TAE
X% (alternative hypothesis)fiE4E . {HJ&, &3Pk
Ko 56 I AT X TAR MR UL AT AR AT AR A IPAl . 53 4b,
oL B 2 v E FH I — SE 0G4 BT 1 O ik JC L G T B
WA G S, A I 2 =X gt
3R N —14& (Gigerenzer, 1998, 2004),

DI AR TIRZ R 0.05 /F0 3%



40 L b

% 4R 42 4%

PERI6 09 T TR o Xt s B T R T — 2B R B . FR
() — LA -5 AR B SRR U X UV AL SE Y
15 AL, AR 5 B RS s 2k o b e Xt
BT 0125 BT R R SR U AT B T SRR
AR AE It LR 5 38 45 3R B i v B0 B X i —
Sr B VR ELR A AR, T I A7 S el 4 4 Ul i
TN XA RE, Fik, TR E.
WIZ R TR, A X 2% p B4 0.053,
TRt 2 0] — L e it E AR Wk A B Y
B2 KA, p T 0.05 st 80y, s
RE TARBR UL 5 E . TR PIFRE 5 A4

ARG LR B, IF BN R 5 i TAE R
Uho PRI TR 60 Y FUR 0 22 B, To2E B
B 56 AT B A5 5 TF AN BT 55— AR U 5 PR ot e 5
FET o TERXABITFH, GEit # Az T a8t
RO B4 A €, FRATT R O B ) AR AR A A A R
BETE p < 0.05 Ay TSR 1M 1k . 3X 0.05 #ifR 2
WFFE B R —ERI10E, Bl 2 T Jo i Ak,
Bl it LN FE M ATE o B BT/ )
PERRBE VE R A8 52 5 10 15 2 WA R 1B 52 ) 1
HE. B, fEREFER T RS0 S
VT G ik — BB A B 26 2 SEARHE 5

6 H (Topic) A2fH% (Idea),
EA RS

AT AR R [ AT D 2 RS B A A AIE T A 2 4R R
7 SR B M GE T 7k 7 U 1R Y
B2, NPT A R Z A e TR, AN
b BIPEECRARD, % AN FZHTETRI
MERAM, ZRERE S NERETIRIT R, 2
wRIT R, HEERERL, fa M A MEs i J7
PR PR e R o XA R I I — 5 PR B Y B A
TR B SR FHARARIT A 53 IR A o & SO R AR R 1
TR 9% B — A VA D PR B S BIF S0 AN i MR AR
AT MR AR S B AR SR BET . 7EifA
1 72 5 A8 I E 58 05 06 O % o X b &8s & 4t (Data

Mining) Fl48 K R4 fa (Fishing  Expedition) () 55 i
RMEIE ISR R .

Gerd Gigerenzer (1998, p. 202) i “¥%A5 Bt
AR AR A Z WAL, BT B et A
1 AT R R S 5 R ) B L6 7oy (O E = o 125 0
AMER R 78 (RO PR 40 TPESE ) —
Frf1, Hock (2002)4r 40T 40 T35 44 1.0 B2 5T
B P AR PR TR Y 50 3% 40 T J 2 S 0 2 A K
Mk, WA —WUREEME R . X ERE T
MNGTI AR R K, B T X0 — R i S Y
Iy FUVE BE, A2 21 20 W e 5 ROWEE 19 )8 &
iR TR T T B, O TR AN AT
DI REME AR, e B AR AR AR R
T 5 W) R AZE 10 B 2E AF S R FRATT A H O BE R
AR, TPk AR AR B . A AR AR 0
AL L PR o) B H AR R A TR A T

Gigerenzer, G. (1998). Surrogates for theories. Theory &
Psychology, 8, 195-204.

Gigerenzer, G. (2004). Mindless statistics. Journal of
Socio-Economics, 33, 587-606.

Hendricks, B., Marvel, M. K., & Barrington, B. L. (1990). The
dimensions of psychological research. Teaching of
Psychology, 17, 76-82.

Hock, R. R. (2009). Forty Studies that Changed Psychology:
Explorations into the History of Psychological Research
(6™ Ed.). Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall.

Pfungst, O. (1911; reprinted 1965). Clever Hans: The horse of
Mr. von Osten (C. L. Rahn, Trans.). New York: Holt,
Rinehart & Winston.

Rosenthal, R. 1976. Experimenter Effects in Behavioral
Research. New York: John Wiley.

Trochim, W. M. K. (2004). Research Methods: The Concise
Knowledge Base. Florence, Kentucky, Cengage Custom
Publishing

Tversky, A., & Kahneman, D. (1981). The framing of decisions
and the psychology of choice. Science, 211, 453-458.

Wang, X. T. (1996). Domain-specific rationality in human
choices: Violations of utility axioms and social contexts.
Cognition, 60, 31-63.

Wang, X. T. (2008). Risk communication and risky choice in
context: Ambiguity and ambivalence hypothesis. Annals of
the New York Academy of Sciences, 1128, 78—89.

Six Issues in Methodology of Behavioral Research

Xiao-Tian WANG
(Psychology Department, University of South Dakota, USA)

Abstract The paper provides reflections on taxonomy of complementary research methods, tradeoffs between
statistical methods and research ideas, the relationship between reliability and validity, data contamination by
expectancy of the subjects or experimenters, the need for avoiding methodological and statistical rituals that
may hamper research development, and the synergy of theory and data.
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