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Table 1. Various types of effect sizes [5]
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Test ES Index :
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Comparison of two independent means (m, vs m) d= % 0.20 0.50 0.80
Significance of product-moment r (correlation coefficient) o) 0.10 0.30 050
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RV
Chi-square for goodness of fit and contingency w=_/y :‘ (P"PPE”) 0.10 0.30 050
One-way ANOVA f=—2r 0.0 025 040
2

Multiple regression and correlation 2= 1 ?RZ 0.02 0.15 0.35
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Fig. 1. Example of effect size = 1.96. The mean of the treatment group
is in the range of upper 5% of the control group.
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