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A, ZAR—=Y B 2ICB T DRI A AT DIV TWDD, WFEBELILT-E oA 2 PEIZBIL
T, TRRBIZAT 72T A —=hD R — =27 % LRl L TODIZ DWW Tl R L BEZ FLl L7 K i
LT, AHPICET 22 HOMAEZFEVL, RO RT 4+ —~ A A LSHToO) T 5280
TELIDNTRST=B LNV, FEE INE X DIEEM R R > Ta—F N7 AV — 85
3 EL TR EHR RSN D2 LB B (Foster 2016), IS EEMEOTEIXEANIMNCE
WTEESTWD. ZOXHRE mnbh, REAT LT T 2EEMZEEEL, TFEEML TRY,
2006 1A FIEH 7= International Journal of Sports Physiology and Performance 1%, A2 /X7h7 727
Z—733.384 (2017 4F) L2 > TWA (1) . ZOfEIE, AR—YRZZ2ICB T 58 B %0 EERF3E:ET
% Journal of Applied Physiology <2 Journal of Biomechanics D% #1% E[El>TEY, FEEHFZED AR
—YRRICBI ML (2 I 7 72— LI BRI T B E-TNDEE XD, ThHDHFFERE
T, IBHANZIASH WOV TE T 8T 515 (FISTHEHI T IE) [T AT, #iicZe o FiEo
RSN, IO TWHBLRDNHD. D IIIR I A7, A% CITTF EEEES 1T W TEEMF
FEUTH OB TWD G FIEDBNZDOWTIRIT 2. 223, ZZ TSI HIEEBIT T5DTh-T,
ZORMMEHESEL , AR T 5% BT 22 L2/ 20 D TRV LI BV IE &2,

Magnitude based inference (MBI) approach

FEMFFRITIRE T, IETIIAREICT TNV AXERESTHIER, AEEDBNTRET5
MriEZE A THWAT p-hacking | <2 search for asterisks | 23R E72D (Meyer et al. 2017), 7 HE{5 G
(ZEESRE LMD RN ES~DFMABASIND. ZOIH72 5 b, Ie RIS (p
fBEZH9) M E A2 1L 45 Basic and Applied Social Psychology (Trafimow and Marks 2015) <2 Sport
Performance & Science Reports (7F 2) 72 E DM 756D HD. IR IEAGLIZIE OB EE AWV FIEEL
T, IEEFEEBFIE TELALNDEB DI Magnitude—based inference (MBI) approach 733 % (Batterham
and Hopkins 2006) . MBI (&, 2006 FZAR—Y R EITIZHO THRRILS NI TIRRES U, BUE
FTHELDOREIIE THOBILTNS (Ayala et al. 2017, Bezodis et al. 2017, Higham et al. 2014,
Nagahara et al. 2018, Wild et al. 2018).

MBI IZDWTIE, M3 5338505 IMBIL IXB 572 Type | errors Z4EUSBAERAIBHY, fFH
X TIE720 | (Welsh and Knight 2015a) EWo 72 f5 0305 — 17, 20O HEZHESE T 2305500 [
PERZ IS E T LN T A DITESE | (Hopkins and Batterham 2015) SN Ga AR Y, %+
O O REFEIZ OV TEFEE R 23EV T D (Batterham et al. 2018, Borg et al. 2018, Nevill et al.

17



ATR—IRT —< L AWFFE, editorial, 2019

2018, Sainani 2018, Welsh and Knight 2015b, Young 2015). L2sL, AR —Y B0 R E S 72 8D
TR/ BB 7N DR e A B KV E B2 R 243 B TIRE DL DI TWH B
2% (Buchheit 2017) . I MG EE SHEFHORALEL T, [ pfE BFZEORERR) 23, T AP AKX
(X TEALT DL, THETHLILENR, 2R (AME) O RESEEMRLZRNIE (200 4 DgEF73
0.01%ZfL LI E T A EIZRD) 1, THERERD AP EFRSNOME M 3 HDHIE ] R3ZET BT
% (Buchheit 2016, 2017). ZO X572 )i BRI IS ZEDRFUCKT LT, MBI X474 A X
IZRBINT, Z{LOREZIZHYNFEE CEAZE (pENAEE TRWIGATH, RO K EXZ M
TED. BHWOHAENL2WOD (1E1EIX B 2Y Smallest worthwhile change (SWC) O&IFHNRDH>),
ZEMBHDHINNTHZN LRV DD (FEF XY SWC DOFIPHAHEZ TWDD)) ZXBIL TEXHZENT
%) 1, A ANRNOZEALZFHN 52 LI 2528 ([ AN DORIEMDZEALIE, WD D kL (2 A=
7, standard difference score 72&) TRMIITEA03, FEHEFAZE -SWC 2R ETHIET, MBI 1XEHIZ
LEZFMCTED) |, [T =20 Y a7 W ba g TELZL DRI REL TZE T BTV 5 (Buchheit
2017).

MBI DA ez 7 MY, B ELTE SWC (B 2L, /74—~ AEED 1%) 1K LT, /74—
N ABIL O B D 95%IE X O FLPH 3L ZITALE L TV D2 TREAM 9% (Batterham and
Hopkins 2006) (X 1). DR, BEZ&REL, ZILIZHOWTIELDBARETIZR, RO T4772EAL
WIoTz, FHTATIRBEALR ST, BAL 2T | VST fRIRZ 5. IR ARG EE S 5
EOTEDEE) TR, TEOREAR IR THHON | Zi T 500N ThH5H. EEIZ MBI Z2{E5
e oflELT, 1) %0 R & (Cohen’s d) &2 DF R (95%) ZH L, 2) SWC (B3 & 0.2) 2k,
3) Percentage likelihood ZR®HHDNBFNETHS. SWC X, BHROHDIHR/NOELELEL TEEIZHR
E 9 5. Percentage likelihood I, ZhERNKNTT AT, XHT 4T, BDIZEDRWEDRDD, FHD
HEEENE (%) 2R THDTHD. Percentage likelihood DEEfE 1L, most unlikely (<0.5%), very unlikely
(<5%) , unlikely (<25%), possibly (<75%), likely (<95%), very likely (<99.5%), most likely (>99.5%) &&%
ESNHZENZ N (Hopkins 2006) . 72, #EREZRTANCRBLT 272018, SEHIMHE, 95%(E HE X H,
Percentage likelihood 72 E & XIZ R T2EN—REITH A (K 2). iz ~7=LH1Z, MBI T iJ%ﬂﬁ
ALCEE DRI LT RRY, HFFEE (F2HE) DN FRNCEH ER 82 T /& (SWC) &7
TELEOPREIMHEILERSD., — A SWC 13E A TIZEBREK (coefficient of variation,
CV)D 33%, 7 V—TZMBETHEAE, SDD 20%08HNSND. 72721, SWC IR FLITIEL CiE )
ICRETAREEINTNWD. FIELT, oyl —TCTHFITHY EV) B2 (K 30cm OZEEZ AL T) -
DI, 20m EDZA LD 1IRBETIUT RS, ZOMEMNFEER B KREFFSH D725 (Buchheit 2017) .
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O Unclear
——0— Possibly positive
—O— Likely positive
—0— : Clearly trivial
O Unclear

EiLE (%)

1 MBI ZH W=l @ E 2L 23 L7261, A4kEOAUTEb D KEE, Bk 95% 51 X M4 R4

IR

<0.5% (most unlikely)
0.5—<5% (very unlikely)
5 —<25% (unlikely)

25— <75% (possibly)
75— <95% (likely)
95—-<99.5% (very likely)
>99.5% (most likely)

g (OF X

Percentage likelihood

—0— © l 0 | 100 most likely positive

-1.5

—0— 0|10| 90 likely positive
—*0— 0 |27| 73 possibly positive
—0-— 0 ,66 | 34 possibly trivial
O 0100 0  most likely trivial
—o— 30 [70] 0 likely trivial
—O—v— 87 |13| 0 likely negative
—O— 1000 | 0 most likely negative
—-—O-— 4 ,80| 16 unclear
0 6 l39| 55 unclear
negative iriviali positive
— T T T T T 1
-10 -05 00 05 10 15
Effect size

2 MBI Z W23 T ic BT D55 R EZ O DE]. AkEDIITELDORES, BT 95%E X H 4

9. ARIOETEIE, 95%(E 38 X W D negative, trivial, positive D#iFHIZI 1T HEI S (percentage

likelihood) Z/RL7=H D ThH 5.

I MBI Z W20 HTc oW T, BRI Z R L7204, Bezodis et al. (2017)1d, F—2LAR—Y D
BRI 1) EEEY, 2)external focus, 3)internal focus EVV) 3 DEARAZEFRDOSLMAFT 10m 41T
H, FEMDORT =< ZARNRAF AN =7 A D FEIZHOWT, MBI ZHWTHSLMAIZL TV

(SWC 1Z, #hF-5 (Cohen’s d)0.2 \TRIE,

BRI B OBMEICHELT) . X 3 1%, 10m EDHALFEIT

DUNT MBI 2> THOM L= RA R LIZH D THY, external focus, internal focus &3 B i@ D fE D
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L, TNENRE 0.5 iR T, (FEXKHEAEAD SWC & ERISHZE72<, positive 72 percentage
likelihood 23ZALEFL 98%,96% Th¥ (3 FfF72DTHRED ITHEHXH), ZNHDORMAMOZE
very likely SEIREI, Texternal focus, internal focus VGBI ESTATIINMIA LN BEIFEHTZ ]
LOFERR A S D, — T, external focus & internal focus OO ZEIZBITAZEBIZE 22TV 3,
FHEXMIZIEAD SWC % EE\l>TWA728, W& OZIX unclear EfEREH, lexternal focus &
internal focus D TEEFA LD ZEITIT-EZV L2 GEDRRNEWVIFE G TIERWFITHEER).

Internal focus vs. control —O— 0 | 2 ’ 98 very likely
External focus vs. control —-—O— 0 | 4 ‘ 96 Very likely
External vs. internal focus —'—0—'— 8 | 84 I 8 unclear

1 I I — I |
45 10 -05 00 05 10 15
Effect size

3 MBI % 245 6 B0 (Bezodis et al. 2017). 3 DOSMEMICE TS 10m EXALOHLE. Ak
EOIITEMORES, BT OTWEF X A3, A MOBFIE, 9T%E X D negative, trivial,
positive O#IPHIZISITHE|A (percentage likelihood) Z7R L7 D THD.

41%, ANOR —=27 (12km/h TDOTFL =2 7)) 2B A 0B OZE b A2 REIChT->TEE
fliL7=% D Té 5 (Buchheit 2017) . ZOWFFETIL, HHL O ELTZ SWCIZXFL T, A& typical
error NE ZINLE T HT, ZODHEIMEODONE DD, TOHSRIENE DRRE THDHN &I
LTW5. ZOIDHNS, SEHESS SD, CV H372WGHETH, SWC ZEREICREL, MARND AT+ —~
¥ A% B - R T E D Y MBI OFHE T 5.
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4 MBI % W= 0 #7fE B o6 (Buchheit 2017) . Zaty B —8FD 12km/h TOT =07 IZH1F 58K
RAGDHIHED 2 2 —RANTDTDHER (R R DN T D EL[%]) . JKE DT 5, trivial (1%) 2228 Lo
PHART. =T —/3—[Z, typical error (3%), 7 AX VAT O, ZALNEWRDHHL D THD RIAHEE
NEIRT. *x, likely; sk, very likely. ZZLD AL SWC DS THAMNIL>TEF. 1-3 %,
small; 3-6 %, moderate;6 ;524 |, large.

A P e S

7T —=bhANT TR, RSO T =< A0 =2V T e P LI bR TnD
(Bezodis et al. 2018, Dixon et al. 2014, Hellard et al. 2006, Joch et al. 2018, Lenohoff et al. 1999,
Pelechrinis et al. 2016, Salo et al. 2010, Salo et al. 2011). 7 —hALTy 7 ¥EIL, RHMEMOH#EEE (5
B 8) OMEZ RS ML > TEAR L LI EOWEZ A T2 THEE T 20 HiETH
v, z‘éﬁu\%~§7t%%ﬁ‘xﬁbﬁﬁﬂ 2R 5. P, EEOEE (1000 [E], 10000 [F]72E) U4~
TV T a0, ZNODRIE Gy OT —ZOFEEEFEERZE, FEEXHEZELZER RS
0, (R iny70C) wiat A HEE 5% 6 (Z8 3L (Efron and Tibshirani 1993) . ZZ T,
HARBZH 2R LT, EDIHRMFTE THODN TWDIEIT T 2.

Salo et al. (2011) 1%, SRRy T L)V DRT Vo H—TRBITFHEH 725 100m D/ X7 F—~2
ABACI, AT T REAT T HEDE LM EEZ T TNDNIIDONT, T —h AN v T k%
HAWTHE % OFFFOZXAL-AT T HERR, A L-AT7 v 7 RBRKROED I0WEHXHEZRDHDHZ
ETHEIL TS, ZOBBRTIE, fHx OETF 100m EAEHL — 2080 (11-27[1]), 455572 100m
FEDHAL, AT TR, AT T HEE AL, H 42 DOBEFOY 7 0% 10000 BTV
LCW5. 20k, 1| BIZLIZHALERAT T R, ATy 7T HEZTNENOMBEREEFEL, WiE o
ATy THE ATy T R) R, EREL QD LT, TOMBREOZED 90%(E fE X [H 215
T, B ELZEME FHEIMREL 0.1) 1)L TE XN E ZITALE §503C, AT v T BEERINAT
FARINZHEL TS,
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—7J7, Bezodis et al. (2018) 1%, £ e —=U T HIZAT VU MENRT 3 —< U A RE) L2t
KT DAT TR, ATy T HENREDINCEAL LI ET=L ) 7 LI E T — AN v k%
HAWTWa, ZOMETIE, BGLET =283 EANTE, Eyiar TR RLIENMBE TH-oT-
23(3-27 [A]), 7 —=hANTG Y FIEIZLSTT —#&2VH TV T FH2ET, Hhviaror —48%
1000 [EELTHOML TS, ZORBEE T, Vo TV T H%OBEE, ATy 7K, A7y 7 HEIZON
TN TR E 53 B o T & %6 B Ll i 8 (Dann—Sidak #i1E) 2470, AT Lty a Mo
ZZDOFWAEFAML WD, Fe, ByiarMOZEOZF E%ZRYD, Hopkins et al. (2009) DFEHEIZ)E-
T, ZORESIZOWTRRL TWD. ZOIHRGIET, MAZEORE, ATy 7R, ATy HED
FACEFHML, HEDEAIIK LT, ATy TR, ATy T HELEHLOEALE o T D0E e
HZET, == ZICBWTHER T RELEH (AT Y7 R or A7 7 HHEE) 2B TWD (M 5) .

(a)

MEE F—50FHY FEE (mE SD (mp)

1 13 10.51 0.09
2 6 10.81 0.32
3 18 10.3 0.11
4 17 10.31 0.41
5 19 10.17 0.34
6 3 9.83 0.05
7 6 9.93 0.12
8 15 10.36 0.2
1 10 10.44 0.15
13 6 11.03 0.11

(b)

MER T—50FEY XFYIK(M D (m)

1 13 2.23 0.05
2 6 2.22 0.02
3 18 2.25 0.03
4 17 2.27 0.05
5 19 2.25 0.05
6 3 2.29 0.08
7 6 2.25 0.02
8 15 2.29 0.04
1 10 2.22 0.04
13 6 2.25 0.03

(c)

e F—sopn 7B o (k)

1 13 4.72 0.09
2 6 4.86 0.16
3 18 4.59 0.08
4 17 4.55 0.22
5 19 4.53 0.19
6 3 43 0.15
7 6 4.41 0.06
8 15 4.53 0.13
1 10 471 0.11
13 6 491 0.1

215 2.20 2.25

——
—_—
——
——
-
——
——
—
—_——
9.70 10.00 10.30 10.60 10.30 11.20

T =Ry TEDE LAV 85T S T BEESD(ms)

2.30 2.35 2.40
T —rRMSYTEDELYIA BT HFHRTYIEED (M)

——
——
R —
——
—eeeeeee
|
——
——
—e
—_—
4.10 430 450 470 430 5.10

T —rRASYTEDE LAV IHT HFHRT ST ED H)

ANERMOHRR
2 70 SN B ESN NG N78 EEN N

2101

3162 165

4043 097 0.08

5097 1.44 0.36 0.30

67.56 3.35 4.32 1.24 101

7 4.09 2.83 250 0.95 0.67 0.91

80.65 1.29 0.36 0.10 0.52 2.78 2.03

110.35 1.13 0.85 0.27 0.74 4.13 2.87 0.31

13 396 0.70 5.15 1.68 2.47 10947.48 3.04 3.37

ANERMONBRE
N 2 I AN = e T R
20.05
30.39 0.76

40.67 0.98 0.45

5 0.3 0.450.050.41

60.77 0.93 0.53 0.16 0.5

70.48 1.22 0.07 043 0.1 0.53

8 1.07 1.69 0.96 0.31 0.77 0.06 1.04

11 0.15 0.16 0.68 0.93 0.49 0.93 0.86 1.53

13 0.43 0.84 0.04 0.43 0.08 0.51 0.02 0.95 0.74

AEEMOHRE
il 2N =N N ESH EcH 78 el i

2085

31.051.66

4 0.77 1.22 0.22

5 0.84 1.35 0.22 0.02

6 2.75 2.86 1.91 0.98 1.12

7 2.88 2.85 1.71 0.54 0.64 0.85

8 1.2 1.660.410.050.09 1.23 0.73

1 0083 1073083 25 25116

13 150.26 2.6 1.54 1.73 3.85 3.85 2.31 1.37

5 T—hANT YT EEANWE 1 ZDFE=X) T T — 2D (Bezodis et al. 2018). (a) AW,
(b)) ARTAR, () ¥y T . Ao FRiL, HIERIMDOZEDZHF & (Cohen’s d) 257,

THFIE DR A ME, HERTI L2 LR TiEZel, MAZEIZEHEL CWAZETHD. 2o HikExH

WHZET, B EDIBL I~ LV TFEZ I E W ER

PEAES TITOZENTED. e,

Bezodis et al. (2018)Tl, 4 L DHZxBELLTEY, DWW 7Y A X THEERICHEHTH
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T, SC LT BE L, HIRENAE 7> TG, EBIZ, 2O 7 —RANTv 7L MBI 2S5
B, HAACEDR —=2 T (NN N) I ENEDRLEF N2 OD T HIELIRESN WA (1 3).

Tau-U

Tau-U I, 2011 4E|Z Parker HIZX>THEL X417~ single case design D700 D% HE&E (-1—1) Ds
T2 (5 %5) T (Parker et al. 2011). Tau-U 1%, Mann—Whitney U R E &7 v K — /L DNENLFE B %k
(T R—=® Tau) NPHENNTFRIETHY, B2 6 ITRLI2ES78 AB T AL DR—2F1/(C
BUIFLEDOEADREEZEZEL, M ADHRETAN T2 ADRETHD (R—AT A O [ A4 1E
L7eW6, 5 R1E Mann-Whitney U BE & [RI%) . Tau-U 1E, @A (D AE) ORL—=27 (41 A)
IZES ORI EME OB Z T T2 A7 S I HWAZ EA T (Harnish et al. 2018, Lee and Cherney
2018, Stylianou et a. 2016), AR —Y /T4 —< L A& RELEERMEICLISHA TELEE 2O
5. ¥z, V=T ETHARDLIENTELOLFIRENZ D (TE4).

(a) (b)

Intervention Intervention
12 18
16 16
12 . \ / \ 1a Baseline ’
Baseline ‘ < > ¢
12 < » / 12
@ 10 / ﬂl_J 10
. \/_._\/\ TAU-U =0.969 ¢ TAU-U= 0.625
4 (90%Cl, 0.472-1.000) N (90%Cl, 0.136-1.000)
: (p=0.001) ? (p=0.036)

4 b 8 10 12 14 16 18 o 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

F

6 AB FHAUNTEITD Tau-U OFERDOH]. () 1ZT_X—R2F AL, - ADMEMZAH IE T DB D>
725 A 0, (b) 1FN—2F A O A 2 i 1E L= 35 & D1

iy fid

22T, Tau-U ZEHL72WFZEOFI L LT, IdAE 12 O RFEIE I3 2 F I R EB) AR v F O
B EL CORN AN Z LITHREEL T2 84 F3Jr L72\ >y (Harnish et al. 2018). ZOWFFETIE, KiE
JETERD I L, FIUTKKAMEFZIER (5 £4) HDHVITAN - vF (2 £) o2 iREICHOWT, BEA
i o7 X = 7T AMNERIZBAL T, Tau-U ZHWTEHL TV, ZOF5 R, AR EE)CIX 5 4
3 AICEORERIBRDN RN o728, ARy T T 2 4 1 LICKVRERIBIEDONE D o
Tl lBWMELTWD. iz, % DOBE OIBFEDREZFML T2 Tau-U ZHE S LI RSE T2
=T L L TO R T AR FEE Z EOIRIR DR RN R ENSTZEZFEHLTND. 2o LD,
Tau-U 1%, D> ANBERIGE LT ADRIRGEE WS T2 THOLILTNS.

Bvic

AR TIL, WHEEBEFEZE THOWOI TWD 0T FIEIZOWTH A L=, fBA Lo 5L
T, XA FE A W TEAFZE72 Y (Carvalho et al. 2017, Hecksteden et al. 2017, Klemish et al.
2018), ZHETRBY TIIR o To T HIE TRAR—Y D EEM N TONL LT > TS, —
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77, FERAR AR =Y BRI IR T, AN H WG TW DR RIS I ST H k%
HAWBIGETH, IWETITEBED p HE T IE0RKO 51 (American Psychological Association
2009), Tp < 0.051&F2DTiFS, [p=0.023) R ERFLTDILBHEREINTND. FY, AET
BT EDNTET TR, EEOHEREZ R TZEDNROLNTWD, £, p B (HEMFE) TN T
R (Cohen’s d r, 0’ 2E) &3 28— AT/ > T 5 (American Psychological Association
2009). 2O ZALDOWINIX, BEFD T ITIED RIS EZNTSLOHFFER DIBR 3T RITH D
1255, ZDXIRMNDIRNT, FFFRFEE L TOAR =Y/ 7 4 —~ L AR R 72 9 M7 5 1%
FEMRAYIZSZ T AN, BB DR A AR T D5 HEZAEDLERH L E L. FEEAFTEIC
FROT, XAT47 T =5 (F2, 2R, BRBIRNWEHIB ST iE R omF98) 1XE I b, Ao T 47
T —=ADHPERSI, i LEL THRENDZERZ . O8I, NATALL TR AL TN S.
LinL, ZAR—=VIEENZIRBW TR, N7+ — v A L B L CRITHRZMVIRL Ty, lhH
2 [E1 2 KRB DA T D22 ST BITEES A2 e, BiEICRBIT 28 0E 5121, e+
LFE, HEEAHRETLI, RITL5FE, FiEafRL, HEL TWEEDTL D, RN RE WD
CHIBEDI, XA T AT T =ZIMMED RN EILE ZRNIEA). EFE T, HRFFICETZ1TH
(NEPBEIZAEL, TARTAA S TOIUTETHIRT ), HR%ZIZZEDOBFZEGR L2 DN T
Hm I DAZANDAR =Y RT p—< U AL LT EBREZEEE (T 5) bR IS TERY, FH410D
RN T NG A XD, IBRNEFHESNTEY, RUT 47 7T —Z THREMAICERE T 52Lh K
DHIVTND. R TRIT LI EEZ AW ZE0, EORREE RN OB ST T2 T AL ED
TIERVD, AR—=Y T 4 =< A RITRE T, AT ORWII TGS T AT T — 2 DH%
IR T 20505670 L, RIAZR AR CHRERICH DALk S T DI AN AR — V2 31F 5 R EMF 5T
(ZLFEDH LAVRVN.

(J£ 1) https://journals.humankinetics.com/page/about/ijspp (2019 4 1 H 22 HRH%)
(I£ 2) https://sportperfsci.com/authors—guidelines/ (2019 4 1 H 22 H%)

(#F 3) http://complementarytraining.net/bmbp/ (2019 4 1 A 31 A &)

(1F 4) http://www.singlecaseresearch.org/calculators/tau—u (2019 4E 1 H 29 H &)

(1% 5) Sport Performance & Science Reports

HR & N ZFEE DDA N T T, BB DEZD. TS, FHNLD IR IR O A&
ETAHIENTED. BERIZOETOMIL, st NPODIAAN, ZNA~OREDPRFIN, T
5.
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