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1 EU&IC

e TEREPES - BZOTE TR, EROR)
ROBMOMWETICERL T, &V v I VicEBROMZEL
EHTCHIREBEETS LB LELIEH D, 2D
IO L THRONBROTTDIZDODET VD 1D
ELTWE, whbws o8B aicE T 5 E A
(randomized block design) A EIXEE 741 > (split-
plot factorial design) 2YH15NTE D, #HlZIXFTHE DE
&, WELOH OKER) 21, 7uv i e KET
%L, YHERNOMROMERETEIX, 2EDLSIC
A

S,
SSg" (1)

TTT, SSAMUSSEiE, s B iKEDE LT
vy 7oFEE LT,

F=(K—1)

I
SSa= Z N (Eio - f00)2,
=1
I K
SS5=_ D (Tis— Tie— Tos+ Tos)>

i=1 k=1

(2)

ZIZT, ERITARELAEEMEZOD DX, BT L
bREHETFTFA VEBERLAEVEVRS T ETH 3,
BRI, HEThVLERSMNE 2 FER TN O
Wh BRNRFICE D ERDO V- (Tay L
bEDbNDB) KPS AT, BRIN—TTLIcER
g (EH) 2FERT O LI NDOKECEER
WEI D 15, BB, WAWSEH DY
EZHADD, BERD LAV HERI

Yz-k=,u+a¢+ BLk+ Eik,
i=1,2,, Lk=1,2,--, K. (3)

ZIZT, YaldRTADKEE S o7 ay KT

—

vh

¥4 > ANOVA OEH— 1

=R

BL 0% kKMEDHE M EHME & T 2 HEEREH, o
B CER, o BRFAD (K¥EiD) FHR
TEH, BLZ7 vy 7HFDOKEEDOEFIZEET %
WEREH, Eu 3REHEZRIHERLHTHE. 0
THA L, RO AL OBREHRMUNOEIC A (%)
a; LTEEEH BL, 2 &0 0T, BAEREE (EF))
(mixed model) b EbNB, TIT, F7avrD
ERSIMEHS 1L LT 2L, FERATOF/KEIC
BRA—ERSMEPRIET 5 Lk, Z0L5%
BECRY, 7Y VERENETYA v kb,
T, REHETYA v 2T 2RTF (ER, 7
BEE) %, WRENERE (X7:132%0) (the within-
subjects factor, % 7z & within-subjects variable) & > 5
b\, Fz, BV TIEsubject Db b
participant # 78C, (5Ef8) SMEFWNER (the within-
participants factor) 7% £ L RiLTHZ L H H 5.

L, REHEFYA v F—2DBA, AL
S>TE (1) RED FIRFARIEEAR, pEOA 7L %
blbT I EBHMENTVS, ZDBESR%E MATLAB
ERAVTCOP DR TARAULLD2, M1TH 5.
X 17T, HBOFSMHE, R D LoD,
HLHHED FofziinizbDThb, oM
THEOMEF=220 ETh 2RO A%, FBT
BOORLIEAELTERR L, —F, KEDF-
DAEIE, ERIARL D LTz m A D, BHELSHE
BLEFOHEZE DD TH S, 72, ZORE
DA THED DM & [F U OEN ETh 2HEED
GEtE, RETEVOR LSO TERL, 2L,
CDHE, TOTHOHESTRBRICHEGTEI OEZH
TW5DT, ZOFETOARRETELBFEEATERIN
T3 I LiERSNY, M1 261, BREEHH
B STzl WESIICE, D OoBEICHERTpE
BRELALAVILLTWAB I EB—HIEATH 3.
D%, TE (1999) ICHBBHL 72D DEEHL 2D
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Fig.1

X 1

DTH 5B,
FHROXSmpEDOA 7L AT B DI, H
Wt BOEADERDOKRERITILELHD, EIY
— DAz (BKEM) #&E (Mauchly’s sphericity test)
(Mauchly, 1940) 2" 6N TWwW3, AKFETlE, <hz
BREMRE ERL T IEE1% W (B, 2009 ; A
#f, 1997 ; SAS, Version 9.3, SPSS, Version 21) 73, &3
WFIRTERE LERL T B (FEF, 1993, 1994, 1995 ;
1999 ; 2003a ; 2003b), Z DEHIZ O W TIZ, HBOH
ThENd T L, DRI OEED R WEEIEERE
BMELEL L ET S,

ZIT, BEZY—ORER, bEDEEOIRITO
XRCWE B —BOESERT— s LD HEICH %S
HICIADS > T b T L 2IRERD, T4abb,

Hy:X,=0"1I,, (4)

ET25bDTHD, TIT, L0E HEEBF—VY
D pXpREDEITH (population covariance matrix)
THD, [ZpROEMNITIZEET. T4bb,

U% g12 013 O1p
o o o o
el ®)
Op1  Op2 Upg 0’12,
—7, FHOMOXIRTOEZ UV —DKEIZ, Th

% IEBLE R A Mt o AR E AR I 8AT51, 7%

| ERFARB LD L BN EDF DA
R

4

5 6 7 8

p-EDAVTLDASA b/ HEHRISIEADIRDFAB2. 21X S

FAERE TP A~ ANOVA O F-itEDEAICHES pfEDA v 7L

bbb MEIM i LT, XR2REEHET 20T
b5

Hy: ME,M'=c*1,. (6)

ZZT, MiZdmXp EHERNTICHD, D
A DEATIE p B O KIERIEZEEICHT T 2 3 o fR%
RT. E, cBRADODEEHTHB ET B, (6)
KOIFMRFE, DRI OXIRICB Y 2 b Bidin
KRG TH 5.

T, b LRENEERIED D 2 EHERKET 5
BTy, ThbbRENEERTYA v
(repeated measures factorial designs) DEE1C13, 2
DFNEIC X b, KBHERFAREE (global sphericity hy-
pothesis) X OBETHIERFARER (local sphericity hypoth-
esis) DNHIC, 2TEBEORBKIOMELDEL 72 %
(121, Chino, 1999; Crowder & Hand, 1990; Kirk,
1982), Zh b6, ZThZh2EWIERYE (overall
circularity), RFTHIIEERYE (local circularity) & 'EiEH
52 EHH B (Kirk, 1982; Mendoza, Toothaker, & Crain,
1976). KIBHIERFIAK L & RFTHIBRIZ ARG 0 (5 4 1
DRA ¥ ME, TRHEOEVICE D, SEOTORE
ERIZ MEMNTT)L (additive model) & IEMMBEMET
)L (non-additive model) D W3 fli V4519 %44
EVRHDLHETH D,

— 77, B L RIEREMNRET 52 74 VT,
FERLE R ZWY (REH) KGOMEPHETDH



KIERIEF YA >~ ANOVA

F—#% % RB-1 (1 ER)
& Bz LT ORBHIIRFZAGR

ﬁﬂl

FMEHIE 71

LA LT, AB,AXBIC
DT D FATRYERFAR

%ﬂl

5 —# % RBF-1J (2 ZEH) 1

Box D e[ KFic kb QE‘HE%W
L CD FiC X b FE

R HEEREZ LD
MERNEF IV F'ic & 3 F5E

BRiR HHERER LD
F'IZ & % FHE

2 2BERIERET YA v g EANTIC B T 2 BRIEHRE O FIE

5, IebziF, 2ABHEIAXBERTY A (two-
treatment split plot factorial design) TAEHRIERI D ¥ >
TV TRTIBEIE, BMAEL LTCOLEAD
FoKHEIC B7r B BN (EBRSINE) B2 EERC
oI zoc, KESETRERNEL 2 50EBOD
KIERTOMHBARRIZ R AR 2 D DIC 2 H[REMED D 5.

ZCT, LIRLIE, REHEEREZ#EEEN (b5
FEBRSMEN) ERLERLT 50 LT, Mzl
EERA 0 75 1% # 5 & 8 E A (between-subjects factor),

H BV IIERSINEMZER (between-participants factor)
LS. ZOE0H»6T 5L, SEIXEEOKEH
ETYA v, PERERER & HBEENER (b L

1%, EBRSINEEER L EBRSINENER) 2RET
BTVAVEDERD,

T, MAHIEQKED Lo KERE & 7 508
B @ JR DAKEEMBILSHATIN %, 1, o, -, Z E L,
I; % J—1ROBMTIIE T 0E, EB (SEH
EERE) R AXBIZOWTOD F M IEE: F-576
RS 72D DM, DEDPHOIIDILTHBI L
%, Huyhn and Feldt (1970) ASEEHAL 7= :

Hy: ME M'=MXZ,M'=--
=M M'=6¢>I,_,. (7)
5 2 DR, SIERIRIREE (multi-sample sphe-

ricity hypothesis) & FEiZN %, #7561, Z DIELHSD
ED2AT v I THRETCESLZLERLTVS !

HY : MX, M!'= MZ.M!=-=MX; M, (8)
P36}
HY : ME oo M =02 I ;1. 9)

TCTC,MiZJ—117 JADERERNHATIITH 5.
F72, Zpooted 1,

Bt = SN 1) &
ThH 5,

—77, Mendoza (1980) %, ZEARMRES 1 2
Ty THRETCESILERLE, ZOHEER, 12X
T TEIZARBRMETE (a single-step multisample sphe-
ricity test) LA 5. T OHEOLEILEEDOWE I
DWW, FAETE (199 2sBoC L,
Mendoza (1980) O % IEAIRARE 1%, EiZZ D124
B IC Sugiura and Nagao (1968) 35, ZThz &t & b —
W2 CTREL TWw 3, B35 51 Mendoza i3,
Sugiura 5 DFHXE BEL CWizZ Lichk b,

I E TN L BERERE IR, TR TRBER
BN EBOGEORETH . ZhicxL T, BE
BOEREET 256D, LIZLIEHIDLT. Lthb
I, SEBREHEFEA—BAL TS Z EDXTE R
(non-commensurable) %E&ICik, 2ESEEETI
(doubly multivariate model, i L C DMM), F7/z13%%
ERAER (multivariate mixed model, MMM) % F\» %
DX\ (Bock, 1975; Boik, 1988; Thomas, 1983; Timm,
1980). Z OB/ E DRI, LEEXRFEKS:
(multivariate sphericity hypothesis) & FEiZi1, 2 & D
XIILETS

L =LOT, (11)

TIT, X, #EEh p ROIEEMETIITCHE, £
7z, I 0% ¢ ROBAATINT, qidd LD pEE LA
DF—Y 2B L TRENIC pERT— 21T 570



:]:

DEBITIIDOREE (rank) TH 3. TE®X, 70OX
v 71— (Kronecker product) %39 . < DR,
4 4] Thomas (1983) 45 MMM DA 8 Z M TH % 7= &
DTG LT wizDicxt LT, Boik (1988) 2344
FAAEHETH B L RRLTNS, TOHEOHER
R IC D wTiE, FIZIETFE (1994) 2SI
[

FEF (1993, 1994, 1995) 1%, bz & KERNET
YA U EFIVITE B ANOVA O & 7% 59 MANOVA -
GMANOVA EF VR ZNHIC &k 5% L DRBAIET
FA WA O L FERICOVT, FEHTWL
5. THIE, 51T (1999, 2003a, 2003b) Tb,

3. ZniCbib 53, RRTIOLIEEHEZ EEE
RSB I NTWEIRLT, T2V —DRER
EL TV HDOPBELAbN5,

#l21%, Japanese Psychological Research 5~ D 5T
5 Vol S5 BHE RT3 IROMIDI L, T8
BB TA v 2EOTWS, 20550 1EiF
MANOVA, | RRE2BEERLTIA Y, 1R/
YRIGATV Y IREERTo T3, ED D4R
KBRETTA v o8O 2T oTw5, bRAI,
NG AROTYA ViE, 1ERD L 3IERETOR
BRUETYA U2 3FE, DEIXEEREE T YA
UBTEDPEMA,. UL, 4L DEREHEEICRT
ZELMNELA6NT, I 5ICHP—FSMMICERD
£ 25EDHHEDEEDTIRS £ 2w,

Fix, 20 &S BERIEARFEOHR L ZVL,
e mOEOMEATS v, JAEBEIE TV A v 3BT
DIRDOBEDOWEFHE B FVPEL B0 O HE+
IEMEH EE (6) RDIFIEE ThH 5 2 LA, 19704
122 2D, ¥ 7 b Rouanet and Lépine (1970)
& Huynh and Feldt (1970) i< & b EFBH & 11 2 B 1960
FRE TR, REKRIOD L TF HDIEHES F-24
WS> 72D DML LT, WHERTE (symmetry
assumption) 231 5 LT 7228, Z A F Hh o IERE 7 F-
DARNCHE 5 7o & DVELM 72 D> T35 2 D H 2D
WT, MEFEEOHMTEAEHL ozt
(Rouanet & Lépine, 1970) .

C T, NMHMEREIZEESNIRE (compound sym-
metry) EWEIEN B Z D H B D (Crowder & Hand,
1990; Kirk, 1982), —fic KIEHIEDKHEHZ p & L

T, LEOKERAHSBATINE, iIcDW»T
(12)

2 2 ... _ 2
oi=05=""=0,,

BXO

O12=013= """ =01, =083 =0u=""=0p—1, p, (13)

DBEROMIDZEEZ WS, 7B, b 2RBED IO
75013 SE1T5 (atype S matrix) EMEFN B Z L8
% % (Huynh & Feldt, 1970) .

ZD X5 RRIMT T, BIcTEH (1995) ThiEfL
7o & 50T, 19504Ef% 7 5 19704E M DA% 1o Wk o 2
&% PN ERIZARE D 5 O TREEIC D\ T DL F
EDOTEMMEIC OV TOEERRIXDOZ O ICEEN R
&, Thbb, TAIIAX (L1EOBEE) A v
TULIE, BIZIEZEYA X5%DBE, E410%<5
WTHBEVIRXBERENT (#]21F, Box,
1954; Collier et al., 1967; Keppel, 1973)., A ic BT
BHIZIEHE (1986) &b, 20X S B R
ZIRARTW 3B, LA L, Box (1954b) = Collier et al.
(1967) DJRZE % BN, i 6 o RF TRk 72 KAEH
FEFEIFHBIREIE BB & I 7z KB R D /K EH T EED v T
WE I EBbhE, T (1995) &, 20 L% SAS
TR LIk BERY I ab—a vk AL
PICLTWwS, K3, Chz2EEHRLZDDTH B,

3¢, M EREEROKERZ, s
HY A X5 %DHED, HIERFD b DRI FAD
%4 (Box/Greenhouse-Geisser € D FIR{E, b biF
SREICHZ5) OMEmWZ pEERT. £z, X
B 7 55513 Box (1954b) DY I 2l —3avic
BB pfE#x, 5 Cid Collier et al. (1967) D
2l—varyiiBIISpfEE, ZNETNET. &5
CETOBME L2653, Y %4 XHNE 3,
5,10, 20, 30CTH B LERT. ZOMERNE,
FEiBox % Collieretal. D> I 2L —Ya Vit k 5 K
fEEA3,  AIMRTI R BR e SCABLN S FIAE BRI O BR & 72
BEEROAKERICE STV EhH, LN THS .
I, THEZALEIAIDBSUTHA S L, HIUK
DR DAL T2 R WAL, pEDA T LIZ1I0% L
TATIEEL, BAICLDVI0%ZBZ 2 LA
D552 LHHLGLTHS. ARED, CDLSHH
BICHREREZEEAT 2451, BEICK > TiFEk
BSEEATEGN (REANEERD) EHRVLPRE
ERIRGRDNFEMNEINTUES T EICRD, DITOER
MNEEILTULEY, OO TERTHD.

Hbo b, 30T I 2l —a viEROBEEOME
Thbb KIEMEERDOKERS102BZ 2 X5 %
F—RiF, B—EERTEEILBTHAS. LarL
BRic Rz & 5z, RIEMEBRPERELET 256



KIEHRIE 74 ~ ANOVA
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36HELRRE ST, bhivbhidE THEEERD
LA RIERIET YA v 7 —2 % 1 BRICwbIE ‘B
LC”, 79 %2 1 BEREHNETVA v 7 =5 LA
29 2 LT & b KRB ORE 217 5 MES H
BZELRERLES. CoHE0KEREERDKE
B, 3BERKEMNETVA v CE 1 ER»H6EIE
K % T OKEHFI ZFNEIC, 2,3, 3TH5HLET
HiE, 2X3X3=18L7 b, FHEIC/KIERIZ10ZHR
LGE0RHDSBDTHD,

LdL, —ATIRTE (1995) Tbshizk i,
BRK T 1960 SR BLE AR I E 7% 4~ ANOVA D
MERZERMT 253 (#l 21, Hertzog & Rovine,
1985; Jennings & Wood; Keselman & Logan, 1980; Latour
& Miniard, 1983; MaCall & Appelbaum, 1973; Wilson,
1967) ®, FTHA v DIEL VWG 222 OMmEST

FIBRIEF YA ~ ANOVA IZ BT 2BHEEDA v 7L —3a v (FE(1995) X b HiBH)

L THBITF2%45Ed AR5 5 (Jennings, 1987,
Vasey & Thayer, 1987). %3 @ Psychophysiology #& T
Vasey and Thayer (1987) &, (DIRAEFRZAIRAFE (psycho-
physiological research) TIIIEHE T VA v IixFbd &
CHIBNTZT WA v ThH DD F-LLDEARDAEEMEIC
S UTZERXHI4 72 T & %, Psychophysiology & D
#12%784% (Jennings & Wood, 1976 DiEHE% B ),
F21H L2258 T50% M EERL T3 2 L 25
LT, R LTWwW3, %7, Psychophysiology &% D&
8% B U 7z Jennings (1987) X, ANOVA @ M 7%
59, BAIT X o> Tl MANOVA (X b IERE I3,
GMANOVA) ZRVBREZ L LML T3,
ZnTiE, MHEFEORFZLE L TOWBFEEST
X, COFRBEIENELEREBINTVETHS I,
RS CORFTD 3 F0CTH % No. 455 No. 6% F



v LEZ A, 3BDEFTIROWMIDI B,
BLEETL B % v 13 HIX S SE HIE ANOVA 2 F v
TWVBHRLIZ 144 (&EDH52%) T, Z2hbDH b,
R E L # i 5] & #% { Greenhouse-Geisser € ~ D
EXOHDZBDIFZIFETHLDICHLT, WK
LTHERDBRVIMXIESEH o7z, ZOER, B
BEZEELTW B EARALN DM, 36%TH 5.
ZOBFIL, hONINOITEIRIEMES, & b b LE
FHEEOTR D ZNITHAR, T BRABR - TERWE
ETIERrA5h, ZOFRAELTEZLND DI,
Psychophysiology #5725, RIHEESDFmEETEM & L TP
BREDOLBEWEZSH L TH A5,

o &b, _EE Psychophysiology S5 DERHT D 3 545
DO BILERDH 5 IBICO>VWTDH, FELLRT
B D EREDR VDT TRy, ZRIE, b DR
XTHWLNTW B EMETVA 0% ik, ER
7Y A~ (factorial design) THH, ZODHEE, F1
HichiERM L7z & 5 g, ABMERTYA v CEREN
AR B & CRFTERIARGROREDS, £ 7 aEIX
B 7YV CREGERRERRDOEED 2 AT v 7
WEZTO>DTHNEZDOEIRAT Yy TELTD ()
KOWE, T7%4bbEBREMEROFKEDLSELT
2 IERERM LS 2o (BT (ER) @) H£495
BT OFEEDOBREIBE LR DY, IRk, h
LOMREICET 2ELVERTH S, Iz5A, ZOH
& L T, Jennings (1987) A U Vasey and Thayer
(1987) 2 & 2¥2DfREEHH ORI, ThbDER
72 2 FEEOIRARGIC N T 2 ERP B ENT 0w
EWZHBDTE LA I, iz, BREDPL, HEF
RCIFEBRNZ8EY 7 FTH % SAS b SPSS &, H
BEEN T\ 5 repeated XD A T, KEWIKEKRE R,
GIERRERE D 1 BRIEOREZ2THR VDT, 2
—PBZNEDWRER SAS 7175 L SPSS & v
Yy 7 AEAOTCEMLEVEWTREWIED, $5
12D FREZ>TWwB LR, il Ly,
SAS a7 I nicowTiE, THOYVZ 7Y A +%
SHHI N0,

LEMANDFE TS RIEEEVROVIDDD 1D
DRALEYE, bbby —F%r 2 2ey —EEON
RICBFBREMETFA ol LoRMESTH
5. SENEZOFEFCONNDOREEZELALF = v
7 TETUIVWRVDY, REBNEwRXE32EF3, 1
DiF, BAET—F U A —HIEDEETD 15
& b3 Levy (1971) K OF Baddeley and Scott (1971)
DX TH Y, T ERLDARILIC B 5 FEB D

XTH 5,

9, Levy sm X Tld 4 BERKERE TV A T,
IKHERIZ2 X 3X2X Tz >THED, HKEEIZ4T
H5, ZhicaL T, B1ERTIERE 244,
EO2EBTII2ZX2X2X9E 5 TED, HBAKERIZ
72T, WEEEIRLTHE, —MIZ, TRNTOER
BREHEDOLEDTYA Tk, KBIERIZGT b
EORREERZEBA LTI, WEREEIIRAKAES
MENRETH D, Levy XTI, ZTOEWRTE T4
BREEPELARLTEY, EbHA L LARPHRER
AARETH 572 T, EBOBETDHREDKY
KHANDERTE XA ENTWAY, —J, Baddeley
etal. L TOFHA viF, 2 BRKEHET VA ~
T, KEEF2 X 5T, BAKEHIZI0OTHZDICHL T,
BB EBIZA0L DT, BRUERIHDOEBA L LK
SRR B RETH 528, 5 DFSITIZRIE b Bk
TAARHANDBER S 2. ok d, TN DX
971D D D DT, HREWEZME L PRI EREL
L7eBBEEPNS L THRL2ELVwL b LNk
13}

—75, AR —% 0728 —BEOFH L E LT
DEEFRICBE I TV BKE (1996) /LTI,
3OoDEEL b KERETY A~ ANOVA 217o T\
2850 FTNDOEE D ERERKHDORENDF RIHEET
b5, HlzE, B1ERTOEELHOWIZ 2 BRKE
HIE 74 ~ ANOVA T, KEKIZ4XTTH %25,
WEEEIZ24L T LR\, Lid o T, KREWIKE
BREZEDEEBAL LEOBOWMZ2TS 2 & HAH
BTH 5,

RO &S B RERNETFTVA voRR 2B 2, &
F1Z 1990 FERHEIC £ L 72— KEHE 7V A
VOABOWOMEER E FEDLE 2 — (T, 1993,
1994, 1995) 125 & &, SEI»SHEEITINE TIK
ELALBNLT I hdo e RIBHIEF A vy
FoMimz £ Lo, FFIRTCANOFE LY 7
FOBUREMER R T AL LTS, SENE, K
Mmoo &, & DT sphericity test O HZAZEZR D
FERIC OV TIEfT 2Ic L £ 5,

2 sphericity test D BARFERDO TR & FHER

TN E T, AFTIX sphericity test 12 R 5 HAGE
RELTEOPDLOBHSENT WS, TEH (1993,
2003a, 2003b) AWML TV B &k ST, TOREIFE
FEERE, BRRMME, IREERE, RPREREL



IEHIEF 94~ ANOVA

dispersion of a 3-dimensional normal variate 2

~ — g

. .
0~ P

"0
Dim2 -5 -5

Dim.1

scatter diagram of the 1-3 plane

scatter diagram of the 1-2 plane

4 Mauchly (1940) @ (4) RO Y LB ED 3 LET — 2 OHARR (FHBHE)

RINTE, £/, HIEiCERMLLLS 1, RET
BIhooho TREERE) B5RPEEL2OH
%, ZOfiTIE, 724 sphericity test DER & LT TEK
FEME, 255 F 0 ET TR BV ZHHET 5.
%9, sphericity & > 5 FEHFEDFEMR & L T D sphere
%, #1 % 13 Cambridge Advanced Learner’s Dictionary
(2012) TEFX B & “an object shaped like a round ball”
EBSTED, THWR—IV ) TlEH->Td MEROREMH
ZERET 2 TERE, cikAav, TE (2013) 13, BT
NI 2835 MATLAB 0 i H % Fv T3 L
TWw3, ZITl, Zhso—HM2HEERT S
%7, K40 42508ARKD S 5, EFHEFORIL,
EEB TR CEFMHAR S TR CEMR LR 3
1,0001E D 3 BH» 572 5 EHEABEZFKESE, 3X
TLEMECTey P LEDDTHE, ZRIIHLT,
45DEAAEDED D 301F, U3 EKD 3 Ktk
BADEK7TT Yy FTldal, wbiEZn% Diml-
Dim.2 %, Dim.1-Dim.3 %, Dim.2-Dim.3 - 2 JE
W LT 2 RTOBARITH 5. KIEHIEZEED 3
B 6B %ERT —4 T, (4) D Mauchly (1940)
DGR D LoHE, ZTDLI %7 —53EE
DR D & 5 72 3 RIGEM EICEFNITIEB>TED,

0.5
0.
-05
-1,
1 - 2
S o " 1
0 e 0
-1 -
M5 F—VOFREELTDIXITGEREDOA 5

2+ (FHEH)

Z DKM 2 2RI T — 2 R —VIRICIE > T
B EREWT S, 20L& IRk ETDOT—
g DEATIREER, 300D 2 RILFE B e s L,
K4 DZNDND 3 ODOFH EOBMARK L5 LH
RTEnsg., cnsoyrs, R—NRIZJAP o723
RIGT =21, LU TIROREICD AR > T 5D
Tl K, F—VORHEISEIZIEN > T3 I b



:F

5,

NI LT, B51E7—2 23BRDEM IC D AJEH
STWVBEA A=V R R—LVOERHEZESTLTTRLE
bDTHB, D% D, sphericity hypothesis % ERTE 4
RE] LIRTE, ZOAA—VRTEL LTHROERE
HET 22 0% 0w EBbh b DT, Mauchly D
sphericity hypothesis % BRIFIE(RE L BRTZ L ik, AL
B2 RLDTE, LWV OREEDTRTH S,

SO

3 5 =

e - TEREEPEY - BEONE T, HENR
L BRI U CHERED 5 WIS L oz=
Lz HTH, RROEEDLEME ZDRRZ 58D
FERAVCTRET 22 L0% 0, Z0Lk5BFFA v
& BN, RIEEE T A V8o L IiE
h, BE ko T, BEROXEE R 2720 OfEHE
ETH 5 FHaIBICEAZELEESE, ZDI LI,
BRELT, MEDEERDAS v 7 L2Eh, 20
R, v 7 VE2BERETEEMERERRD S AD
FEROIEDOKE T, KK 5 EERDOIRIZ R WIC
LT, HDLBoTHWE T BABEMD D 5.

CNZEBTB7-01CF, bERERDTEIWTDIZD DK
FELTTERL, BROSEEFT—2IcRT B 1o
DALE & LT Mauchly (1940) 12 & b BE X h i
sphericity test Z 3BT AICEIEL 72 b 0%, KIEH
ETVPA T — 7 ORI BT 5 BB H 5
25, 19704RIC 4 HOMEFIC LV IRESI NI 2200D
XM Z DB UEBREDHKEIZS hphrbbT, F
REHNANDOFELRHILTEZ, COREIEHAIN
WIBEDRL NI L BATE,

LWERTUE, F 7z sphericity test D FRER & U Tl
EELODOH D TIREMME,) 7 5D, sphere DA
KD EKD» S5 D, Mauchly @ 2 % L 7 sphericity
hypothesis DE2 6 b, +o@UERFEL RV &
a7z
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The Misuses of Repeated Measures Design ANOVA in Behavioral Research—I

Naohito CHINO

Abstract

A brief survey is made on the repeated measures design ANOVA. It is pointed out that the misuses of
repeated measures design ANOVA have still been frequently observed in behavioral research, typical misuse
being to ignore the problem of sphericity, which had repeatedly been pointed out elsewhere (i.e., Jennings, 1987;
Vasey & Thayer, 1987). It is also pointed out that the global sphericity hypothesis and the multisample sphericity
hypothesis have also been neglected in applying factorial designs with repeated measures in most cases. Finally,
the inappropriateness of the Japanese name, “Kyumensei kentei”, for the sphericity test, is suggested by
depicting a three-dimensional scatter diagram as well as the corresponding two-dimensional scatter diagrams of

the artificial repeated measures design data under the Mauchly’s sphericity hypothesis.

Key words and phrases: repeated measures design ANOVA, sphericity test, global sphericity hypothesis, local
sphericity hypothesis, multisample sphericity hypothesis





