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Fisher iy "SEE M %%, (significance testing)¥d Neyman-Pearson FCH{EEy
Eha(hypothesis testing)7TEMIB T — ~ ZHEZ % » BERTHIBRE PR (Carver,
1978; Rozeboom, 1960) » #&H> 1980 FAREAMERE T "HiHEEZEEE , —BCEME
A (Nix & Barnette, 1998) o SERERMENEZ LB 2EEL  MERSE
SR AEE TR T o« ERFENEAY » LERLIRNEY » —HB AW
FNGE AR — SRS R o » SHEREE EBI SRS 5 /7 (power ) ~ R/ P (2
BB RIEPEEE (effect size) A EGMEREE (Rojewski, 1999: Thompson,
1996 , 1998) o ;ZLLLRMIERIRE » BECRA R IR |
— AFEMRE > BRI R B e TR MR S I S B R (255 > R8T,

RTESE » RT1) o BB TRNINMET B K (Flda=. 05) » BI Fikzhn

ERRAE R R LB ERIE I B A REZE R (Cohen 1977 , 1988; Daniel, 1998;

Johnson, 1999; Thompson, 1998) o
= AOWTRARR RIS — Y SRR AR BB ) SO RIS BT DA 5 T
fERTIRET BB TRERET B TS HE TSRS (Aron &
Aron, 1999/2000; Borenstein, 1994 & 1997; Bezeau & Graves, 2001; Helberg,
1996) ©
- B ERRSIRINE RS > REEMET EIEE S > RR T ERMEE R - T
HERRIER L =9k (2 E R EOERE (Borenstein, 1994 , 1997; Bezeau
& Graves, 2001)°
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# o PEER.01 > EHE TIEREEE KM, PESR. 001 HEMET "B

7k, (Cohen,1990 ) ; MEPES. 05485 » HIIEE THEIEEZ /K, (Daniel,

1998; Thompson, 1998) o
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SRR BIRR T BRI 34T (pover analysis)BIRUIRIETHTHVERERTE ©
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At » AR NI BB R 2 HERBFHE S » FETHa BN
EEHE o BRAEAK/N » BBEKET S5 TR » SRR BTSSR | Bk
AN > ByEERETBERRE O.95) » KM 1%H BRI IERME b
RUBHZE 7K HE(Nix & Barnette, 1998) o BAK/NSAKRIZS BE(1)E5E - RERELZE
LIRS » (O ZREEZ NLENEREE T8 » AKX/ MIE S RE
BB > AR —BENERRE | Fli0 - FEREEER - > SR 5 EREsEn
fEl > FRE AT/ MERINS R EES - TREERS b MRS ERE (s
) R RRGRRREIRA > W MR TEE (Lenth, 2001) o f3e
BRI AMET S BE ST > M RE TR - Ak SRR/ RS TS ~
{8~ EIRENTE ~ HHRAEE ~ 6 R BB 25 S Eknae
% (Aron & Aron 1999/2000) o

B WRMERVES « FHE MR

BRAZERE - WEEHE BV R SEEREITHY © FI > EseRiaEh » SR Ems
AT ETEERAY o SR {E (effect size) WIARESIERHFH » Wl H ARERERSIE » BHRFR
BRELSSRATA N o E RIS FRRIE © (1) BB TE BB TE R AR A% > B4 : Cohen’ s *, 1,
R, m'> (OBURIESBIE > B0 Cohen’s d , f, & w, Glass' A, Eil Hedges' g o Bij
ERBRY AR ERE  BEUTRFIGS BIVZRS Y - IR LT 2
B8 o IFTEERR TUEERT » FTFAMSRVSCRIE > TR I EERIRA B
HIERIBEERSME » IRRIRGERHIRERE « SR ERE SRR R RIS RE R -
SRR ST AR E R _E R IRR AR ROHER ~ BEEITATEME Pilot BRZEREMLL
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HETE o [BRUE LR RESNA] 1T » Cohen (1977, 1988 R ERERIFTIR HAVREE It >
ETE TR ~ - VRSB E 2 A AL (FalansR DR ERIE G RIZ2HRE S LK
P8 BN 2R/ E BT EEREH o N8 » Lenth(2001 )73t 350k G (5 FH G e 4830 SRH
BR % BT BT BE NGB P R B L G E MR SRR o — M B B O BRI Se B AN SR A 3 15
BEZ AN » AR E R HRR » BIREEETZ o —REAE SPSS B SAS AR B S Hrie sk
s BIBL eta-squared(n’)B partial n'ZRFSREEABREMIARD - Blo’ KRR
B of KRN KN o BAb > Schwarzer (198D FFH BN AE A T
(Meta—analysis) BB » AT BORRZEE S BEREIR A MR RIE » BERRMER] > (HISFHA
TEEE o

%1

Cohen [TA ~ i1 ~ /) ZCRNEE HEHE

e G|
N T PN
R8N t 55 d 20 .50 .80
FERIREEY t Zh r 10 30 .50
ANOVA [y F &8 100 25 40
MCR # F g f 02 .15 .35
W EE w 1030 .50

&~ FEFD 2 B IRETERETD
SR BB K Z AR

FEFCME 28 (Noncentral i ty Parameter » fEifiE NP)BRIRETHEETT ~ RCREEEAR
F/NELABYIRA % o t MR NP FBES delta(d) » 78 F 43 HcEly’ M ECHHEES lambda()) o
NP 555 BB B A A/ NG BRI TR T 561 XS NP~ [ H P B R PR R U EL Z R o
PUT 4§#kaT A :rp s AR SEEARYET A ITE N LAGR AT » S A0ARIE & EAEmAy A
75 » EERMWETEER I ikES GXPOWER AYIR(EFM(Erdfelder, Faul, & Buchner,
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1996)8% Cohen( 1988 EF HE R S 5 537 5 TS o
e RS |

n;n
§ = d x [—1"2
n, + n,

|M| —Hzl
o

= HHBACREAI L E B

2
d = —p_—xN
1 - p?

= HERtEE

6 = f x \/N—
SEFATE TR ¢S H R Bl B R {3
R o PP RERRANTE ¢
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f:“y.y:xl~x2
oy
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o

_owt - w2
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79~ FEERCEANOVA, MCRE)

A = f?2 x N = df ,xF
2
fz = 1 2 F x df between

F x df between + df within

I - n 2 n -
h~ Hith F %5
HEEITZEIE W REER BT o IBBIRS RG]

A =s(h)x N x 2
p2 oo _V(h)/sth) o V(h)

1 - V(h)/s(h) s(h) - V(h)

EU VO BB IR Pillai-Bartlett {8 » sCh) B EERER B 2E

6 - 55 8 1 — R 91— FERBIHT



% HE

B ARSE S/ IME » V(h)/sChRHENTS 0 8 1 2 » IERZBIEI R 8’ -
7 B CEE A BRI S R

(Poiiy - Pray)?
W= .[1—]' o) 1D .om F ocell  size
P=t Poi

A =w?2xN

3 Poc B Puor43 B B REHARE RS Y Po BT 37 BRERIVY P AEHIAS HRIBER o

TRERRTIAY NP 285 BCA SPSS R 4> Ak BL IDF. T ~ IDF.F Bid [DF. CHISQ Fif
KRB SRR RE o » T4 A SPSS At EA Mt 43 B NCDF . T ~ NCDF . F BX,
NCDF . CHISQ B » BITTRIBE RS HAEMETHERTT o LLF ZBEREH » E5EFIM IDF.F &
EHE P ARG RE q » AN ¢ 1-NCDF.F(q,df1,df2,NCP) » BRI SREGHET
&7 o SAS IVEXEAITERET DUER - B4 - EFH SAS /9 FINV Bl ProbF K& » JFAlfH
BERIE F ZERIIRETEER S o SHEUVE BUER - AU SPSS GLM 3% bRy NP 228 » Bz
BT RGN USBEEE EAFINE%ETSE ) (Observed Power) ©

P ~ #ETEREDR DI

Cohen(1962) # 4% #1 % 1960 E & RE.L M # 55 (The Journal of Abnormal
Psychology) » SHE IR B SURIARETHER T > RBUNEIER T IAIETZ 7%
518 » PR ENTE SRS . 46 » AR IS OHE L5315 . 83 JRE
B B3 SRR E B TS T B /K BN B — 42 © SREHE BRI WA R
FIESEETH o H1% » Chase & Chase(1977) $1¥} 1974 fEMEFI OFREMESE (Journal of
Applied Psychology) » SHEF 121 RS SCHIMGETBERTT » R/ VBRI TG E B
FIEES . 25 » BERIEI R MET BRI . 66 » RARENFIMETHB IR 84 ©
BRI IR E %D o Sedlmeier & Gigerenzer(1989)FKEHE 1984
A sEe 0 BREBEEEE (The Journal of Abnormal Psychology)#is 54 I
17 > B (D) DREREN TR Z O ES 4, (OEEWRREMETERIST,
(3)54 RO T R AREME TR K YE » AP BORER B . 25 © Sl HrEEd
OISR E R RIS B BT » BRTWERL > DOITI 5
TSSO e (e NSRRI FERE SR > HBRRRTE . 13- 41 2 B

BIRH TR 7



RALFERIHE © WETE R SRR B B

FEBIE » TIPSR BT 53~.81 2R » MBIRIE o HESCERRAIEER (D)
BRAT 30 ALLLRIERE AR RRRER LR » BLC2)/INERE I B BB - IR KR BRAS
RIE  BEM LA (B RE5) o MR Cohen(1990) S22 16 1140 W Sk B I 52
FEITLIE » BB B EHRIE N E BN » AL - A ERE 5 TEK
METHEEE T SR 3 T B2 (Goodman, & Berlin, 1994) ~ #a%(; Edwards, &
Perkins, 1992; Cahalan, 2000) - E#43(Stear, Reid, & Gettingby, 1996 ; Nemec,
1991) ~ Bp2E@h¥) (Steidl, Hayes,& Schauber, 1997; Johnson, 1999 )~ Hif:pEES
(Peterman, 1990)% % FIEFBLIERET o SOEREIANE /7 1E MRS TR 22 7] 3 BB B A -
EHRESR(R TDHHBYE DR SR  BRENSE OB
atEB7 151 Cohen(1962) FHIAIRHTEAESRIEAARIL > TRATIUES —HHRISE BRI
B E AL « RE s (R 8DMME t BEAIHESE B 55 » WIRTE
RECMHMZFeHme AT E GRS RA SRR R ERELE /] -

w2

AT ~ 1B 138 X515 57 57 i 2

=4 A WRFEHIT 1 N Hh AN
Rossi, J. S. Jr. of Consulting & Clinical Psychology + Jr.

1990 of Abnormal Psychology + Jr. of Personality 221 17 57 .83
and Social Psychology
Jr. of Research in Music Education

Daniel, T.D. 1993 (1987-1991)

78 13 .64 97

Coblick, G. E. 1998 Nursing Research(1995) 52 25 .80 94
Coblick, G. E. 1998 Western Jr. of Nursing Research (1995) 37 27 77 92
Maddock, J. E. 2000 Health Psychology(1997) d#® 34 74 .92
Maddock, J. E. 2000 Addictive Behavior(1997) 187 34 75 .90
Maddock, J. E. 2000 Jr. of Studies on Alcohol(1997) % " 41 81 92
Tener, M. A, 2000 Jr. of Athletic Training(vol. 32~34) 36 18 53 75
Deng H. o TN S IABBATROMERSINL 0 o
& SL(1996~1998)

SRESER 1982 [K ~ Wl ~ RERMSEER TN 50 .18 63 85
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36 | Ak {8 (hypothesized effect size) AAREARE » HH/URE
(observed effect size) I FAFESRAREE o« (RSP ﬁ%%l%ﬁiﬁiﬁﬂ%%ﬁ%ﬂ@@@ EP
(BN BB ER B ol » WG AEE T 4 B R R AR E BRI R R (AR o
IS (Borenstein, 1994 , 1997; Goodman & Berlin, 1994; Nix & Barnette,
1998) EIEZS IR WS OB (statistical significance)Z% » FEFHARIRCRENA
N o DARETE H B RSk E 9B (clinical or practical significance) o fHfrER
BT AR N2 RG] o 7T AP AR AN R/ NEERAE MR/ © Nix & Barnette(1998)
0 e T A T B B R B B T R S B A M 48 A (measures of practical
significance) o FH » B¥EESUEE b ARRE B OIBWIETRET (AR 2 BRI R FURME
f4 A B RS RS RE L o Borenstein(1994 , 1997)MBURAESS A B2 84 2\ in RHL
I RG]  RIASREEEER 2T RefRt LIRS BB E S HA &
A2 RUE 1 U 2 ) -

— BRI R

A: Diff=12% N=400 P=.016

B: Diff=35% N=40 P=.025

C: Diff=40% N=400 P=.001

| | [ 1 1 |

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
B 1~ =R KSR e B R R R (B
78 1 o RS B RAET R (0 DR » ZRIFRAFIAHIFAEO BT e
Bl 1 41> B—EmFge G 200 AT URSKEIERE 45 12%(D1f=12%) » 28 —{HRFFE
(598 20 A) T DUSHEIBRE T A4 3. 35%(Di f£=35%) » S =ARBFFE AR 200 ADF] BARRK
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RALHIZERIGRE | AT S5 B R

MEEFAE R 40% © ZMERFFE(A, B, O P B3R a=. 05 Bk » HATS IERYSEE
TR &% o AMEIREEET RS E AR » B—EPTSERCR » TS5
PRI R THERE T 3R » HASSRMEER o EBE R EN SR R E » 8
—fEWZE A RBEREACREE R RB NG 12) » B B HSIEA RR
(.35) » {EBERARAC. 04~.59) » TisB=METZE C TNMEBEMREA (. 40) BRBRR/) »
AAUFEC.31~.48) o T RACR{E N EIHE R AT B 5 - i E S H
BTt o R BE A Bl A 4075 SR A BB T IR R IR R S K - BECRMEE (AN
(BRSO RIRERE o WAL > TFREAELL P B/ — el aE 2 (i » A
WIFELL B BTFEsa AT » SBREARRAN ERENERTE: » EE IS SEERIN A/ NRELER
{ERVERRB AT EYIRR - TEVFFERRIARRER » TEEERSCRENTSE » A
B R B AHER Y NA B ARSI A/ » A HE VRt TE RER AR o

= REBIHE RS KR

D: Dift=0% N=400

E: Diff=10% N=40

F: Diff=25% N=40

| | } : } } |
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
B 2 ~ ={AAREREE K R e I R B p P Ak SR 2 (S AR P

FHlE 2 =MESHEERMI (D, E, D)RE 0 = @R st e st Ly
REGE7AHE o 18 D IS Z R REEMI AT - WAL ISR S92 BB (Dif1=0%) » BLEAEE
FREIARAZ B ARIFH RGN - 5 B B F BIRIEHEEREE » TeaRRgi=
Rk - IRATREFIRSHTURRES » (8 F ABTSE TSR UR A > BRI
Bt o BRIt - BT BUATERRIR EAP 5 B R -

FICERZ - BT REE K RGN AE (R AR PR E RN b — B R »
RIS E RO o ER TR » 522 BRI AA N 7T B 4
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7R BE

R REEREEEERRER > WHREETIESWEEERME K
(Borenstein, 1994 , 1997; Gardner & Altman, 1989) o 40 » FIBZERIRTAT L. 05
S K e R R B R > BRI A BB R NV E R IR R R BRI o )RR
B B R S E B B BRI R RS ERIMET b . 05 BESEV/KYE » AR T RCRIE RIS {ffi
HRE B SRS R AR P VB o BN » G BT SRR, R R
et ERIREZ kY > (AN TEFREIE > 8 RESTEURIEN A/ N Bt R B R T
Pe2I5E (Borenstein, 1994 , 1997) o Bi4N » AL E R R ZRE 20620 L
7 B MEFEE » A0 A PIoeiTsEmist b2 Bk » (BAMERRAERERE 20% B
B E A TRSSIRE A EE ; T F OTORMEREMET L2 gk ([BAIRRIESRE
20% » BE L F W EEREE - HE - FrENIRS D8k F BRI E
(Huberty & Morris, 1988; Rojewski, 1999) » BLIFFEREETEEHEME I

S S bl B 1 HE 2 ZERAT - ATRRRTHANER 3 Bl 4 1S | — (R SuEE
IR KT BRSBTS » METNEE T RERER L —EBEERE
BN A BI32) » Tilkist boRBEE kT » ATEMRIET BRI K ~ BRBER A/ > (B
RFIGEEE LHEREE N F 5T o ik - e EmEEs - oy 55
TR EEEEZE (cross—validation study) o N3 » BEE2 FpyEEIE - BRTE
BRI RN > AT RERIZEE R AR CATBS R A ~ BRI BB R E )
THEBLSEMAET I BEEER TR » 7R B SO IDTFEIER L IMATE 2L - 2
I S EREEE R R FEER MR MERESERRSRE THE, AnEm
RrEEf, o TSI R T DR AR e iR 2 - BORERBERUETY ~ TAWGE ~ H
B A/ INGEBE o BRI o AREMEREIRE B TR AR SR TR 5 BV Rkid
FEoHEEME © 2001 SEHFRR APA FIFFMTIBHBORIFIEH IR p ElF > —HrERA
HER 2 S SR B D i3 R CAPA, 2001) » BR/ZBAZE o

BRI TS 11



ELHIERImE © RS BRI

%3

PE TR ARG R A B R
FREtREE
#OAE

REH & C

*4
BalHEE L BB FFETamt ITR
B A K
N N
i
G Yes EHEER IUERAEI
# © (A)
& No RCER(EE  Ho AlRERE
(k4 (B/E/F) D)

HFR 3 Bk 4 M WiEt B B B RN T B B 2 I R R ER A LB - TR

RAERIR/INBIRERIITE BT ©

il ~ FRETE RS2 EYER R

METS BRI A AT DA R = R

— ~ HATHEHEER /I (A Prior Power)sp# @ MiEHEER /1 FEI SR EBIEEBURE
17 BESBEEERARD » DUBEEEIETEE T -

T BRHETSER /1 (Post-Hoc Power)Zr i | FITEEERRER SN » BE THERS
#Et%Ea 77 (observed power) » PAIEHEMEREIFFLEEH o

=~ PR FETEEE 77 (Compromise Power )44

S12 .

B EAT A HHRE RIS RAIEAY obidm
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- IPower TR AR K/NCEIE R aB2B) » RN R/a=qRIEEK o

ER{yEEE (Gerard, Smith, & Weerakkody, 1998; Hoenig & Heise, 2001; Lenth,
9001; Lewis, 2000; Thomas, 1997)EMFR¥HEFAEEMEIZRAHT » SRRETH
BRI @B TR | B — BRI RASENET LR Ak
B > EMHIZEE — B RIS S AR » RIS EEET R B
SEEITE AN 77 (Observed power) IS » B AR THRAESBRERE
(B BT I AR AR PRI R MEIR R P HE SR o = - ISR
BoksEEt FIEE K BEXEERBIMETEERIE » —HHERER L PER
% B HEEBHEHERIEN P EhAV  MHRETFRE RSB ENPE
& o (R o MERR BB G IS METE B8 DT o WAREER » WEAERCHEA K
IN~ o BRSO AT R E SR R AT B RMET BB /T o Lewis(20000 AIRRR
Rk 7 E R EEER S R AR R - MR AR E R0 o

ETRAME LN 0 EERBRREMNEARE » RHEEE IR
BB o A PRTRESL R I AH ST R ER MR/ N o T3 » —IEBE I 9E LB P o B AR
M B E A/ NIEE RS » EF ESEHE L 14 HEER(B/a=.20/.05) BREE o Ktk » FRR
A BN SR B S ITR R A AR R FR AR

I~ BEiRETEREI 9N

HFTREFE RS STERE A B o Cohen (1992)H SEMHETEER IR ITH K
BEE > R SEEEREISESH Pover=.80 FFAITRZHEA NE» 20K 5
Z RSB A o Yol RESRRE R (DR ABINMETR - (kR (3R
RIEA/N - BT EESERER BB 5 iR 2, 4, 6, 8)3ail
kR NBGRAHRERA 1, 3, 5, T) o BN » [RATASEERHRaRER . 05 > METS
BRI 80 » SREMER PSR (d=.50) » TiFTRIME MR R MmEEILRAN t Zh o F
A% 5 WSS —MEMGET B @ Mean diff » FEERTAIEEHATRAISAASES 64 A » FEAHZE
% 128 A o EHIFISCEAEHEIT 3xd T IMRBIBHEE SR » ofER .05 > MRTEHETI
.80 » SERES R (v=.30) » FIFR 5 WEAEREEER AN BB
£ 6(2x3)BF » FIEIHEAS ABURS 151 A o [E8—H2 » IR b A ABfSEHRA
{1 L SRR SHEARIR 30 A2 - BIERRAREAIENHE » RIERARRR > 1ERES

B BB 7w £ 13 -



BALHZERIGE © M5BT BB

HIEEE TR IEHERY o

75 fR TR, RRSHET BRI 10T - REEAIARETT TERAIE R, BHEM
ETEER (0. 85 BR. 9002 THIBRAS AR » FI{GSER 6 U TRITHERY GrPOVER Hkég
HEITRR A > TRHE FEF o

S5
BRE A - B - AMIEFANMEIREHI BB R EORGER Power=.80)

a

01 058 rRE

B Sm  Med kg Sm  Med lg  Sm Med g
I, Mean dif 586 95 38 193 64 26 20 S0 80
2, Sigr 1,163 128 4} 783 a3 28 10 30 .50
3, rdif 239 263 26 1,573 177 b6 10 .30 .50
4 Pes 1,163 127 44 783 85 30 .05 15 .25
5, pdif 584 93 36 192 63 25 .20 .50 .80
6. x! 10 30 .50

df 1,168 130 38 188 87 26

2 1,388 154 36 964 iy 39

Mf 1545 172 62 1,000 121 44

adf 1,678 186 87 1,194 133 48

sdf 1,787 199 71 !.ggg tg‘f g;

7 . I

. Mggfm 1,887 210 75 } 10 95 0

2 546 9s 38 393 64 2%

I 464 6 30 322 52 2

Ag? 348 63 a3 274 45 18

5 136 55 22 240 39 16

6" 299 49 20 215 35 14

T 271 44 18 195 32 k!
8 Mok R 02 15 35

21 698 97 4% 481 67 10

3% 180 108 40 547 % 13

at 841 118 $% 599 4 18

sk | j26 59 645 91 42

R 953 134 63 586 97 45

5 998 141 66 726 102 A8

82 1,039 147 69 757 107 50
#E Lo, Med, & Sm&RIRA - o - ECRE - SFRUAL EPHER RPN

ﬁ%%mm&ﬁﬁmﬁ@,ka -

SRR AR
en(1992). A power primer. Psychological Bulletin, 112(1), 155-159.
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BRI N BERERZEEAR AN ~ o B _E PR ETIEES
SRAE G EERMET B - 4B B 9T K5 AW AY 1E TE A% 8 (Thomas,  1997) ©
Cohen(1988) X iEHiat £ HEAVERE .80 ML - (BUAERER » DBCRE T
HIGH BB o Dilullo(1997) ST BB HEWFEHATI 78 1976-1995 £Erh 81 {EiHf
SHEEEITHET N BORE —BARENE LBk ERTIgE - AT E S
k3. 50 0 H A0%EFSEREE MUK IS » HRETSERIEE . 95 MR seE S
Wk R E L B Mok R » EARE B BRI ARE . 50 FCRIK) » BRI RER
kK HER » TIEEHEERTESE. 00 BOER) » MR RIF IR/ VG » EE—2D
e BRI o BT T RE S i B B SURIVE RS S B S E T o R
BRI o 1B BT RERE /R SIS TE I EEN B RUEMET LRVRERE T - i
SRIRER A7 ~ BB S ST TE S oo » REMZREERIERGE - PR
% > WNHEFEHCE Borenstein(1994 , 1997) BB B RS RVACRIE T 78k » DK
SEA/ N EREEMEEREER - UEBRE(CIHTHE QT R RE

BRI 3 p B/ INATEE RGBS » AR g TR - IS EE b
BTSN » FSERAEMBREAR » (EAH/NIBERGFHERHE ERVREZKLE
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Quality Control for Quantitative Studies: Power

and Effect Size Analysis

Mao-neng Fred Li

Abstract

This paper addresses the close interlock between sample size determination, statistical
significance, and practical/clinical significance. Several misconceptions, misuses, and
misinterpretations related to Type-I error, Type-1I error, power, p-values, and sample size are
highlighted. Then, those factors such as a, B, & sample size that may affect power are
specified and defined. It is argued that the quality of quantitative studies can only be assured
through power and effect size analysis. For a scientific conclusion of statistical significance
and practical/clinical significance, power analysis should be done in the planning stage of
study and minimum practical effect size should be considered with statistical significance
testing, Next, computing power for any specific study may not be a difficult task via Cohen's
power table and a computer program called G*¥Power. Finally, recommendations regarding
editorial policies and reviewing practices for the integration of power analysis and effect size
into the study plan or the test result are pinpointed.

Keywords: Power analysis, effect size, quantitative studies
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