NMsNUNIRITIMNIINa g lwszuudmsun1sasIndautadaunfiiasawaan sy
A0RILATIEA IhwIdaneinandansuazinalulad
A systematic review examining the assumptions of statistical methods used in scientific

and technology research

TAL TUUIN, NINT FIATHIN LIAITINET Uaz N Fundy’

Jularat Chumnaul?, Korakot Wichitsa-nguan Jetwanna® and Krissada Santaweep'

Received: 23 May 2023; Revised: 11 August 2023; Accepted: 4 September 2023

unanta

MINARBUFUYAFIWNIFAANTa AN 56&ﬁumaﬂs:mi‘ﬁ'ﬁaamwaauLﬁamwugﬂé’aamw&’ﬂmimmﬁ@

v v
Ao 6

wazANLLEeforas Uity m‘;ﬁnma%@ummqﬂi:aaﬂLﬁamwaaumsiﬁmmmm‘naaauﬁaawaLﬁ‘aoﬁuma
shalunuisomanmmaasuaznalulad Tasduauunenudsolwsamainamaasussnalulad 2 aduiile
3@ RN Iutl 2021-2023 T4 126 UNANY LLa:ﬁﬂm‘sﬁaLﬂiﬂ:ﬁmmwuﬁ%’ﬂﬁaﬂdnﬁﬁmﬂ"ﬁaﬁaL%aau;mu lag
ﬁmimaﬁa%miﬂ:ﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁam 5435 lauA mMInaseuf (Independent samples t-test %38 paired samples t-test) N3
JianzanuudsUTunmadan (One-way ANOVA) minagaulandsaad (Chi-squared test) WA FULT AN AR EUWUE
\Ne$&u (Pearson correlation coefficient) NN TTUA NS RN ANIAT M IATIIRELLAT B UHALA BT LTS
amﬁlﬁaaﬁumaaﬁa NANMIANHINLIN INUNANNIY 126 UNAY ﬁwmwﬁ"l:ﬁaﬁaL%amgmuﬁhmu 58 UNAA
(46.03% PRIUNANUARNINTIRUA ez 59.18% 209UNANNITBLTIUTZAN) Iﬂﬂaﬁ?ﬁmﬁ:ﬁﬁl‘ﬁmnﬁqﬂ fla M3
AaneranuulsUsiumaden wu 34 unanu (26.98% °11aau‘nmw'i%'mL%ws:%’msfﬁi%aﬁ@l,%am{?muﬁ’wm)
J09890nAe MInamaufindidnanng 2 nguiludasziu (Independent samples t-test) wazFuL AN S e ET RS
& J061982 5 UNANN (3.97%) LaznInamaulanadEas 1w 3 UNANY (2.38%) wanaNITINL :nuney
’ﬁm%am:%m;ﬁl%aﬁ@L%dmﬂtzmulumﬁmiw:ﬁ“ﬁaga ﬁm‘smwaauﬁaaw?\Lﬁaaﬁumaaﬁalﬂm 4 UNANY (6.9%)

2

edran: Tosuydidesdunieaiia, manummsianwedaluszuy, anuiniusesanuulidn

Abstract

Statistical hypothesis testing requires the checking of assumptions in order to achieve valid and reliable
research results. This study aimed to examine the reporting of statistical assumptions checking in scientific and
technology research. A total of 126 research articles were searched in two scientific and technology journals published
in 2021-2023, and data from research articles using inferential statistics was synthesized. Five commonly used
statistical methods were considered. - t-test (independent samples t-test and paired samples t-test), one-way analysis
of variance, chi-squared test, and Pearson correlation coefficient. The results showed that out of 126 research articles,
58 used inferential statistics (46.03% of all research articles and 59.18% of empirical research articles). The most

used analytical statistic was one-way ANOVA, 34 articles (26.98% of all empirical research articles using inferential
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statistics), followed by independent samples t-test and Pearson correlation coefficient of 5 articles (3.97%), and

chi-squared test of 3 articles (2.38%). Based on empirical research articles using inferential statistics to analyze data,

only 4 articles (6.9%) reported the checking of statistical assumptions.

Keywords: Statistical assumptions, systematic review, homogeneity of variances

Uni

ﬂ%ﬁ;ﬁuﬁvlﬁﬁmsﬁﬁuﬁuwmmﬁﬂm'ﬁmﬁmms@m 9
Wuarwawan lasunanaidoaulngaslsznaudas
miﬁmu@i'lruumLLa:ﬂ'ﬁéy'aam;lagmLﬁmﬁuﬁuLqum 9
LLa:?%aﬁ%"}ﬁfg%é’wmmsé’aamﬁgﬂmlﬁaﬁamsmaau
awgagwmﬁ"amﬁa@ﬂ Tandunauiidasardmnuy
ﬁaga%@mnmﬁma nInaaas wiadsnstu g
anszneuiu MnIuMIMeReUFNYAIUNNRDANITNNS
maawmsﬁ%ﬁmﬁwﬁuagiﬁu%’mqﬂsmaﬁmaamﬁ%’u

'
Aad AadA

wazAtnneaf@flsluninasevauy@zuudasisd

[
a A

L‘éauvl,w%aﬁaawuqmuaaﬁu (assumptions) AuAneITH
U AInameuiintdidnedns 2 nauidudavziu
(independent samples t-test) ﬁﬁaaugalﬁaaﬁuﬁﬁwﬁ@ﬁa
TayadasdinisuanuasdinduasianuulsUsiurinmu
ﬁﬂﬁagaﬁﬁ’m’mﬁmmmwmmmmﬁ%’ﬂsjmuﬁaauqa
\asdu 2 Toil iasanymsienedlagldnmesa
i envsInalAdaiGnamaud (t-test statistic) was
A (p-value) ARNALARDWAEBTIAAMILLNEN (Emnst &
Albers, 2017) Olsen (2003) W&z Choi (2005) leasuney
oh ms’i‘lui%aﬁaw@aaulﬂﬂﬁﬁagavlmﬂuvlﬂmuﬁaﬁwa
Lﬁaa@‘Tw,fluﬁfgmﬁwmaa"m%’umﬁLﬂi’]:ﬁﬁagaLLa:afm
ﬂi’]vl,ﬂgjﬁaagﬂﬁ'ﬁ@wm@LLa:VI,aJ'mL%aﬁa (Olsen, 2003;
Choi, 2005)
smSuUnauITefRlasumsaRuuaz N
Milaqﬁu WU Unaaaienasunanauiimsliaia
L%aamgmuiumﬁmiw:ﬁ"ﬂ”agaﬁaﬂummmmﬁmawﬁa
ﬁmﬁLﬁaaﬁumwé’nmma:%u@aumaaﬁa lAnans
3%’5“?'1'"1,@‘1”°nwmmgﬂﬁaaLLazmmmL%aﬁa lagaziAwle
nnuwdeludsdszimanans 9 9u Armsansuas
m’maauL?'imﬁumsﬁmmmsmnaauﬁaaw&ﬁaa
Fupessdanls sndenaty Twauddonisnisinmn
Plonsky & Ghanbar (2011) l@vinnnsasiagauunaNy
SFufimpunsluwnsasiisrfiunwnfiges (second lan-
guage) 138 L2 31%I% 174 UNAN 3110 14 113817 WA
m3RnENUT Sifles 5 Unamna (3%) Wnewmfiin1snTe
aaunﬁaaug&ﬁaaﬁmamﬁaﬁw NN Plonsky (2013)

IevinnsAnBIUNANBTuTIWIN 606 UNANN AiaRIRN
lunsans Language Learning and Studies in Second
Language Acquisition i) 1990-2010 HaMIANEIWLIN
flunenuiiudesas 17 2a9UnanurenueiimiaTa
aauiaauxgal,ﬁadﬁu ¢ann Lindstromberg (2016) 'lo
MMSANEIUNANNATHTIWIN 90 UNAINY AaRuRLL
13813 Language Teaching Research lull 1997-2015
WaswUAn Sunenuiiodouas 22 2a9UNANUTIRNG
ﬁﬁmimmaau%awﬁﬁmﬁu I@uiaamﬁlﬁmﬁuﬁ
ﬁmsmnaaumn‘*?iq@ﬁamsmnaauﬂ’mﬁmLLamJSﬂa
wonani lwunanuadeiing funenwufesss 17 Ams
@maaauﬁaawalﬁmﬁunﬂiﬂmaoaﬁaﬁl“ﬁ uaziiunaina
Jouas 24 ﬁmwaauiaaugﬁﬁaoﬁmﬁmmo“ﬁal,mﬁyfu
waziinsn 9 il Hu & Plonsky (2021) wu Sunenwsas
82 17 IINUNANUTIRNA 107 UNANNAANENNNNTINT
Language Learning and Second Language Research
@RURIBY 2012-2017) HMIATIIROUUALTIHIUNANTT
m’maau“ﬁaawyaLﬁadﬁunﬂ%mamﬁﬁﬁlﬂmm’i%’g Ua
Junanusasas 24 “?'i@i';ﬁ]aauiaaug@ﬁauﬁumﬁa
fRTLINWITENITIANARAS Hoekstra et al. (2012)
ldvinnmasasuaznuin 10338 30 auluwnuniainen
“?1'L°1°J”15'3uluﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂmd’mlmyvlajﬁ’mﬁmmaau*’ﬂ’aawa
Lﬁvaoﬁuﬁaumﬂ%aﬁ@sl,um'i"‘;mﬁzﬁ“ﬁaya (t-test, ANO-
VA, regression analysis) lagnaannmssuAsainuin
;‘?Lﬁ’li'msl,umiﬁﬂmé%auivstyvlaiﬂiwuLﬁﬂaﬁum‘smaﬁ]aau
iaauaﬁl,ﬁadﬁu 3%nsneshantanuunisluns@i
ia%lavl,ajLﬂuvlﬂmw**ﬁaauyal,ﬁmﬁu TwdslinTuitng
mmaauieamﬁlﬁadﬁu
nnRgndognandsduazini ludadseina
ﬁmuﬁ%’wmm’mﬁﬁﬂmLﬁmﬁumi@maaauﬁaawa
\Hosduvasadanldlunnuwidy ualudsandlnesslidnng
ﬁﬂmLﬁmﬁumsm’maa‘u'ﬁ”aamﬁﬁaaﬁﬂmmwwﬂu
NWTEMAnmmansuazinalulad dsin msdnwnas
f:ﬁuﬁ%’@lqﬂs:aa&ﬁammaaumﬁwmmmsmwaau*ﬁa
amﬁLﬁaaﬁummﬁalumu%%'amﬁﬂmmam%uaz

walulad lasaTn1Tun i dwnIInuNInITIwITY



aenaduszuy (systematic review) %dﬂ’]iﬂﬂﬂ’amﬁmﬂﬁu
a:l,flmﬁﬂg’mﬁLLamlﬁLﬁu’mmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ'}ﬁqmﬂ"}LLa:L%a
faldlumuimns ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁwmﬁ%ﬂﬂ%ﬁa5’103&ﬁ
mwm%aﬁuhqmmwu,a:mmgﬂﬁawaaLLmﬁmLa:
noufivnanld musniiauenamsiseiswidiuana
samndadLazaNuTaLd T UNaNWETaan 9 UK UN
azldmImunaduuwifnuaz mansmzrain1sialula
@19 9

aa dlsl U 1 Gl a o a 6
AN LTUDE LHITWAVLINIIINEUNIFAIT AL
Tulad
NAatwitag
fnSuTaRazruwardan I TUas lwi iy
maanmmaasuazmalulad uisdasuydidosduves
fAAuGaza laudnuaziduaaad

NNINAFALN (t-test)

mMmnasaufl (ttest) iummaseuauyazIn
Lﬁmﬁ'umLa'é;waoﬂszmﬂsﬁgﬂlﬁaai'muwimmalunsrﬁ
MBHNIIWIALAN (n < 30) wazlinTnuaNNulsUTINYE
Uszons laslunisawimdrafianazevazldning
wUsUsIusaIf BN ém%’uﬁaamﬁl,ﬁaaﬁumaqms
nageufiflail

1. éhaU"mvl,ﬁmﬁrmmsﬁiwLLazLﬂuamzmnﬁu

2. dezmnsfinmawanuaduuudan@

3. linnudenuudsdnuvesdszmng

4 ﬁagaaglummw5umm@m%aé'mﬁdm

N13A3zANALL L% (Analysis of variance,
ANOVA)

MIIaTzAaNNLlIUTIN (ANOVA) LElunns
Wisuigudadslszansannnii 3 NN §miune
F1a5zRANNLLTUTIUN9LEE7 (one-way ANOVA) lae
Iafiinazauien (F-test statistic) ﬁﬁaawalﬁaaﬁuﬁa

1. ﬂi:mﬂnwiazﬂaq’uﬁmnwr]Lmﬂin?\

2. dayavedudazniisvastznududasziu

3. anuudsdsiuvesdszmniudasnguyinnm
(Montreal, 2014) 733 e lduamnaseufildiinana
waneeTesfaalszmIngese 9 minlifidanlaviate
awga“ﬂ’aﬁ NANIINAFALAIAAINNAUUANAIIV D
ﬂ’J’mLL?JSI]S’JWUadﬁa%laLLY]%Q’J’]&JLL@]ﬂ@i’NﬁLﬁ@i]’mﬁ’l
1Ay

284 lshany 1um’mLflm'%a"ﬁagaﬁl,ﬁunmm
mmavl,sjLﬂuvl,ﬁmmﬁaamﬁLﬁaqﬁunn"ﬁamua"lﬂ NN
FWenas 9 9w wuh windeyaldiduwldaudeauyd
\HasduAsIfuanuTnTHsaInNuLLsUs% drawa
MathsvasudaznduyinuuasaNuulsUIwsesdszmng
uwanznguuandanwAsaLaniee atianasaulanueIns
SaneanuudsUsuisnaduaiandanaunss (obustness)
witenuulsUnuwaslszmniudasniuuandsiudan
Traunn wiatdayaudaznguliinswenuasding iou
fnsuanuasuuuiddsniaain vinldanuudslsin
ﬂladﬂizﬁ’mil,l,@iﬂ@;&lvlﬂl,ﬁ’lﬁu anasINadanuazLdn
PDIANUAANAAUULT 1 (Type | error) W303zAUNHEATY
29IMINAFOU %aﬁwvlﬂgimia;ﬂwaﬁﬁ@wm@vlﬁ (Riansut,
2018) G9tin lumtﬁﬁ"ﬁagaﬁﬁﬁmsw:ﬂsjmwﬁaauga
\asdusasmsiianeinnunlsdsin indiuenadasls
mMInaseuin 9 1% manasavlaidsnnfiieas (non-
parametric test) (Klubnual, 2018) Wnwn3RAGNARAL
Law

mnadaulaniasaas (chi-squared test)

mnasavlardsses wmmaseuiiiviens
naxaUBINITALAaT (parametric test) wazn1Inasay i
9w iLaa3 (non-parametric test) Tufitlaznandafios
msnagavlaidsgosfiilummaseulidininiiaes
et

snsumnasevlamassasidunmneaseuly
fowndaed ﬁﬁ;@;‘i\mmmﬁai%maauauy?\gmﬁ’hﬁaal
A ldannsdnerihfuaaiimanannnn e
Taglddrotnadaud 1 ﬂ@ju“’fuvlﬂm%aﬁul,ﬂséy'm@i 1 §i
1 uasdayaagluananmatyganiennaniSosaudy
mswmaﬂﬂ%awwmﬁma%]:"l,&iﬁﬁaamﬁLﬁadﬁmﬁmﬁu
nstanuasdsndvesdszong Iﬂaﬁaaugalﬁaaﬁmm
mynesavlardssasdiail

1. GT’;amavl,@Tmmﬂmsz;iwLLa:Lﬂuamzmnﬁu

2. daynegluananuuiyganiaSsedudy

3. iagaazﬁaﬁmagﬂumjuimmjw%ﬁm%a
Uszianladszinnnitomini

4. mwuﬁﬁmwﬁfdluu@ia:ﬂ@juﬁaovlaiﬁamrjw
5 lunydifioarnia (degree of freedom) 3NN 2 Waz
daslaittonnin 10 lunsdifioseiadivindy 1



246 Jularat Chumnaul et al.

dnilszAnaandainsio S (Pearson cor-
relation coefficient)

Susananiuiuiie S 1 lumsansany
FUNWELTILE (linear relationship) 52#IN9GLUILT
U3 2 6 I@ﬂﬁ"ﬂaamﬁtﬁaaﬁu Ao dudseRasn
Foaludulseaiias ag’lummwé’ummﬂ%u (interval
scale) 0l uasiinmsuanuastsndgesdauls (bivariate
normal distribution) Tapedutseansanduiufiie Sau
Axdidnagsening - 1 69 + 1 it lng £ 1 vunsanuin
é"hLLﬂsﬁaaaaﬁﬂaﬂuﬁuﬁqu%aLﬁuﬁuaglmzé’fumﬂ
s antanduiuiladnlng 0 waneanwuin duds

@
9 A

nigaIlaNNFNRUTITIEUIUIRIzdUTeanIo la FUAUS
ALY LASBIRUNDLINAY () ILUFAIAANIIVEIAINN
Fuiudindfemaduuuule laoddudssanandunus
flAS0anunuuIN (+) Wanganuidaudsegasd ey
Fuwuflfaniadeiis windiniasnunuay (<)
winganuIdulssesdaienuduiutlufiansase
N4 (Pruekpramool et al., 2020)

25n157398
misuaSidunsmuniwssanssuegoin
J2UY (systematic review) 1QuMIINLNIWITIUATINDENS
\uszuy @ mMsdnEndua U NURaNWToRTuady
wazldanasgu lagriunszuiunsdsdiudguninnu
398 Lmﬁmﬁaﬂwaamﬁ%’aﬁﬁﬁmmgmm%Lmﬂzﬁﬁaga
nneaw Ivadaduszuy wezhanastiuasdana

'
va o a

Ffvuade Waliindiofianuseuiludasiuanniuau
N3 IansITulnsasainalds maﬁqmmw

'
aad

SRSV VAN TITWALRAAN N0 T38
FHEGHGERL

AULVANITIVY
misuaSitdunsmuniwssanssegoin
i:uuefm%fumim'maau‘*ﬁaam‘l&ﬁadﬁmaamﬂ“ﬁaﬁa
JiaeAlunuidomainonmaasuasinalulad lasld
Anwunenuasedlasunmsifuwlinsadnonmans
wazinalulad 2 113313 ﬁgﬂ%’@aglmﬁmsmjuﬁ 1 (TCl
1) AUMITABUALNTINTVBIGUIATHANNIE1989219803
Tne vﬁagmﬁ TCI (Thai-Journal Citation Index Centre)
Tagvnns @nwrunanuidedlasunsaRuWaouedd
2021-2023 SAUIUTIFS 126 UNAN FRSUFAGIATIER
fivnmsaaseu ldud minaseud (independent t-test/

J Sci Technol MSU

paired t-test) M3z RANNLYTUTIUNEEY 1S
naFaylANAIRed LAERANRUSINESEU lasazrinnig
FUATIEAUAZUNANMVUAZTUANNANTANT (INIUWINUAZ
TRUAZVAIUNAIN) Aimsleaaasnneiodatasniie
3% imﬁamss']mmmsm’maaufaamﬁtﬁaaﬁuﬁ
FeAARDINUFAGILATIATLE
adanlglunsiianidana

1. &DATIWTTAW lelA IwnuasSeuas 17
LA BLEAITINIBLATOURZVBIUNAINNTTDTUWUN AN
Useinnaa9n339e (Ransanansiiavasdaya) uas
af’nmﬂmm']ﬂ"ﬁaﬁaL%amqumu

2. ab@dseuuu ldun nmanaseudadiu 17
lunsneseudasiuunanudToidideinsuasdasin
uwmmﬁ%’m%aﬂsz%’nﬁﬁ%ﬁaﬁaL%amgu’m’l,umﬁlm’]zﬁ

v

Vaya
u

WNAN13398

NANIATIVFOLINUIBUALTDURZVDILNANNITY
WBNANUILLANTBINTIATY (WINITWINTHAV D
Taya) LLagai"lLmﬂmm’lﬂ"ﬁaﬁ&%aamgmu URAI9 Figure
1-2

28, 22.22%

98, 77.78%

[l Empirical research [l Nonempirical research

Figure 1 Research article by research types

40, 40.82%
58, 59.18%

[l Empirical research with statistical inference
Bl Conniviaal vamnamvalh uiithaid Atabintianal i wfavanm an
Figure 2 Empirical research with and without statistical

inference



971 Figure 1-2 WU IUNAMNAYIANT Anwn
FIRWIIWIN 126 Unany uunanaddodads=ing
(empirical research) m%auwmmﬁﬁmnﬁuia;&aLLaﬂ%
ROAUMTIUATIZRINWIN 98 Unanw Aarduseuas 77.78
LLazﬁUﬂﬂawuﬁlfaﬁaL%amgmuslumﬁl,m’]:ﬁﬁaga
F1wm 58 unanu Aedluiosas 46.03 2a9UNANNT
Anwiovue uasdaiuiasss 59.18 U8IUNANNITOLE

Uszans

Table 1 Result of proportion testing for empirical research

under hypothesis Ho: p<0.7 versus Hi:p>0.7

Type Frequency z p-value
(Percent)
Empirical research 98 1.91 0.028*
(77.78)
Non-empirical research 28
(22.22)

*Significance at 5%
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Table 2 Result of proportion testing for empirical research
articles using statistical inference in data analysis

under hypothesis Ho: »<0.5 versus Hi:p>0.5

Type Frequency z p-value
(Percent)
Empirical research articles using 58 1.82  0.035*
inferential statistics to analyze  (59.18)
data
Empirical research articles not 40
using inferential statistics to ana- (40.82)

lyze data

*Significance at 5%
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Table 3 Frequency (%) distribution by the statistical

method used in research articles

Statistical method Number of Number of articles
articles* with assumptions
checking
One-way ANOVA 34 2
(26.98) (5.88)
Independent samples 5 0
t-test (3.97) (0.00)
Paired samples t-test 0 0
(0.00) (0.00)
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Table 3 Frequency (%) distribution by the statistical

method used in research articles (Cont.)

Statistical method Number of Number of articles
articles* with assumptions
checking
Chi-squared test for 3 1
association (2.38) (33.33)
Pearson correlation 5 1
coefficient (3.97) (20.00)
Other 16 0
(12.70) (0.00)

*Some articles use more than one statistical analysis.

Table 4 Frequency and percent of articles by statistical

assumptions checking

Statistical assumptions checking Frequency Percent

One-way ANOVA (34)
Equal variances 2 5.88
Normality 2 5.88
Independent samples t-test (5)
Normality 0 0.00
Equal variances 0 0.00

Chi-squared test for association (3)

Minimum expected frequencies 1 33.33
Independent variables 1 33.33
Pearson correlation (5)
Outlier 0 0.00
Normality 0 0.00
Linearity 1 20.00
Equal variances 0 0.00
syduazaidssmna
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