(@) FHART &7 AfiehToT (Kerlinger’s classification)—am{eiT (2002)
2 wiwer & Fafafea v o faufse e @ —

1. T{eT OReeTT (Simple hypothesis)—TTe TRaHeq 1 97 afiderm 2,
o T W R W AfEF T H WA T S Sear@ fFH w1 £ | 97 e
mﬁmﬁm%aﬁww I BT € | S9—anfE geaea (financial
incentive) &1 I ETQ‘IEFQ (job satisfaction) &t 2 @ Al =4 Ulg
TeEEd 9 F Gghe & G WE € | 3@ WE UeAaE 99T ® R
FEGqie T2l § | g8 W0 B a9 gy wfd T e

2. =i~ gReegdr (Difference hypothesm)—-ﬁ?:{m -gf&eg 98
Tfer 2, foad 90 & o =t Tt fovly gy &t a9 T
% A9 anfearet w=al Wt 3ren R-Inefam w=al § OeRTE
AT (creative ability) 3f9® Bt € 1" 39 UHR HI qfiweq T & W
TR F fagml (behavioural sciences) o aifas 2@ S % |

3. 73 UR@ReTAT (Null hypothesis)—31 HEHM & =te =1 i Frefhar
Ft g % o v=1 aftwedn A & fan S @ 1|’ (null) STEA ST o6
= 2, forga w1 g Y (zero) | Y UREEUT W WY H Ho FEd
%1 3 7= ufter @1 avd 7% # f < WerEl & | Y SR (zero
difference) ® | MY 3R 3RAEF (non-significant) & 1 T&T A ¥&T (Reber

N —

. “Existential hypothesis says that there is at least one thing that has a certain charactens-
tic” —Ibid
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and Reber, 2001) & ¥l ¥ ‘7 31T AT Y[ W& Sl TR &y
T UfReeTar wEt & ' e (Seigal, 1956) 4 ot 7@ FE @ ¢

@&y a1 favea (Nature or characteristics)—(1) ¥4 e w1
TF qed faviaa 7w ? fF 92 € HemmEl @1 WS (samples) % st Ty
SR &I At © 1 3w T T A WK (samples) ® S ¥ wERy
W T ? 1 (i) 98 RemWfEd (non-directional) B 1 (iii) T® fgqeh
THE (two-tailed test) & AT A A 48 Tod TG B THA © RIS
(iv) 381 froio e gad wieeael & arden o B ¢

Y AT IYAATE (Advantages or Uses)—(i) 39 STER W & HEaqm)
W W T H WwA H ST HOT TR B R 1 (i) J a1 e W)
(variables) % #9 Wewwry @t QefFd SS9 F0 T 98 GEOF 6T € |
(i) R-T () F Wwefrm N w FH A T TWEE A B
(iv) TERvI-faverygor (analysis of variance) 1 Tl 1 Arg A 3HY AR
frert 2 1 (v) faeedt wReer (alternative hypothesis) 1 TiHfd & fau
YA EET weEE Bt

4. iR URFE_(Substantial hypohesis)—a8 TReHeIT arEE §
WA TE 6l 9iewea €, fred =0 & 919 gery =51 o1aq fegr o 2
FIAAW (Kerlinger, 2002) ¥ w69 == w0 gu a1 ¢ 5 “@ifres
TREHFA WA T/ afewew T &, fedt s wo7 3 w0 o
W A s =l R e e oy e Rear S €0

5. wifeget TREREYAT_(Statistical hypothesis)— SRR (Kerlinger,
L 2002) 7 TH WER W AETEN w ow= B gw wE LR Coiferad

UREHTIT [H JAAIE Ha7 &, It et o, e ahee
ﬁmvﬁ’@aﬁwmﬁﬁmm%wwmﬁwm
g ATAMTS Hifeasmt (inferential statistics) T afyes @ AR 8

(D) 3= FEHITT (Other classifications)—=% FHdwiiTa ¥ SR
e ;ﬁ?ﬁ;ﬂﬁ 1 SeoiE foFrn & W Prefefen §

1. Jie RGN (Complex hypothesis)—39 ¥R % TRy
%’éaﬁ%ﬁﬁawﬁaﬂmmm‘%lmwmm;}{
a%wﬁmmammaw%:éﬁﬁq&m_mmm
Wﬁam%méaﬁmmmma}a@ww
(simple hypothesis) EFit | 39% fradq g m‘{:@ﬁg R FHEd & =fFm
m' Wﬁfwﬁr-m a4l 999 R (mﬂnagcment factors) H’a}i $
uw@wﬁmvﬁmwmma’raamqﬁww#ﬁl

1. “Null hypothesis is a hypothesis of no difference, no relationship”

-—R » "
2. “The null hypothesis is a hypothesis of no difference coer and Reber, 2001, P-334

i ,
purpose of being rejected.” ‘ 1S usually t'om.m!ated for the
3 %A substantial hypothesis is the usual type of hypothesis in which a ;S_"lgal. 1956, P.-7t
of the relation between two or more variables is expressed™ nJc’ctux:al statcmn’,
4. “Astatistical hypothesis is a conjectural statement, ' —Kerlinger, 2002

- > in statistic ¢ . A
deduced from the relations of the substantive hypothesis » al terms, of statistical mlauno:.lj
: —Ibi

I3
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, faeedt TREEIL_(Altenative hypothesis)—F8 TR&eTl (H,) i
E “q, qf{ercdl (experimenal hypothesis, H,) ft F8d € | g giEed q
;;g@maﬁnmﬁfﬁwqw&qﬁm@@m%:ﬁﬁf
?WW@WM%ﬁﬁa}quj@1$ma}wW%r
',ﬁﬁmﬁmm%%Wﬂﬁ\mﬁ@—ap@%ﬁ?
;,5 ofEed @ RS (null-hypothesis) F 31 faadra %, Ei‘zfﬁﬂ?ﬁ
Lmﬂﬁﬁgﬁmq@ﬁaﬁwwmqfa‘aaﬁm\mﬁml?l
ﬁmawmﬁiﬁmmmﬁmﬁfmmmg—

L (w) TS qiRered T (Positive Qypothesis)——‘éﬂmﬁwm
| s don #1 SW § fe feet FE (criterion) R TH FIE T W ¥
ﬁﬁaﬁmﬁm(superior)?lﬁ'@i—“ﬂmifﬂﬁ W&Fﬁ-mﬁm
;3 ﬁﬁ@ﬁaméwmmwwmwwﬁmmm

2 far T © | .
| (@) TR TR (Negative hypothesis)—%d FHR = W
| e T W TR THE B GER 998 | SIS (inferior) B &I =N

| s % SA—stenwite weal (disadvantaged children) H WW aﬁﬁ
': (advantaged children) q gread-fag B (asscciati\fe lear{lzng abihty)
7 T W 2 wqﬁa@mﬁwmqﬁm Fe7; Fdite 399 TH
| w W g TE Y ufew B W T ‘ |

WW%%W%W&?W% | 57 aremn it fafire =l
| e (refined level hypothesis), YeTAEER TRECT (conceptis’ I
| pothesis) 3fE H wfEETT H T ¥, foe AT fogty_aftfeerfcal

mﬁ% ufterea T adl arfergTryeR TieRea Tl (Directional hypoth-

esis and non-directional hypothesis)— ; (Qne-tailed

. Aqar, TFRT-AYED WW;W —_ (re-
- hypothesis and two-tailed hyppthesis, 3

| search hypothesis) = 3L ¥ €14 & 30 '”‘h"é.'i )E'; . R
othEesIs

J (%) femees AT (d-ircclional hypﬁﬂqﬁﬁ'ﬂ (non-directional hy-
- (one-tajled hypothesis) T (@) AR —
—_—

; . g '
| Pothesis) sreran fEayEs WEET (two-tailed hypothesis)

aﬁmmﬁqﬁﬁﬂ?ﬂmﬁmﬂ@m (D.i_&qlinn%
feomure afiereaar 19 Eﬁ' & Rl 39 eI

hypmhssis_pr One-tailed hypothesis)— 3| gftea ¥y & W
T ¥ forqy gfemeT @ faen i el © | fra e (conjectural
(Variables) 7r %, fomad warer o Thewal it = =t faon F frdfea
tement) w1 IeoRa FHl € | af 75 Fer Fee O

S ——————————————
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o &, W T Feamorh e FE 8 | S e W anan fopy
Wﬁﬁfmﬁ(consevative)Eﬁ’f%l”ﬂgqﬁmﬂmaﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁm
2.1 370: 39 &9 farws gfEeTT FRh |

o fees T =t 39 9= ufieeaT (one-tailed hypoth('asis) W
FE S 2 | FHRO, T ufihe T § W OIS W 4o (tails) € € 1 g
e A1 SR A B S | A ufiend § FRE UF U9 W WS wray
Fi3 Fifvem fofa o1 oo e w2 9 0 $9H-TTES THEA ww
T 1 W & I § fodi @ e § ol w1 Ieor fR T R | e,
T 3FR-TT= TRET BT |

HEA (Evaluation)—fE¥ToRe aftawesn srerma FFRI-Gg0 T
1 I S T 7% ¥ R qeT vivwd # v Fiived e # S g
St ®, et v @ st w3 F afew giaen e & | i, 9@
T IRATH 1 W wEl G ot | wwEw, FE fafved Bolg @ @y
MAHA AT WY TE F0 ¢ @ I9H Y W AR TSI (personal
bias) & W& & WA # WWET T W €| EfAT, WE wRoT @
&I EH A WS Q3R wO R a S L

(@) feerems F UREeTT (Non-directional hypothesis) 319l Teay=
TRETIT (two-tailed hypothesis)—

HIMHE TRebed 1 38 Fad 7, o ofmer 5t fen foify <@
@ﬁ%lﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂﬂ@mﬁﬁmﬁaﬂémﬁ?mﬂwm
T e T | S g ﬁmﬁaﬂa}ﬁﬁﬁﬁ(conservatism)ﬁmﬁi’? TN
wml”%wﬁarmwﬁaﬁm%,aﬁﬁﬁaﬁq?ﬁWﬁ
feem & oik 7 fodl &t feon & 31 Frofy foay 1y 2

AMHEF IRFTT H TS RFeT N (two-tailed hypothesis)
m%lm,aﬁwﬁmm%%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁmaﬁsawmﬁaﬁ
Wmmﬁmw%lﬁ—W%mﬁmefgﬁé
méaw&ﬁéﬁﬁmﬁ@mmaﬁmw%,

AT (Evaluation)—3TfRecas IRsheqr syemy feoq=s wfiwem
wmmmw%%wﬁmqmﬁﬁm?ﬁﬁ%aw
azfﬁaavﬁmwﬁﬁwwaﬂm@aﬂ—wvﬁmm@m
%:ém,wmﬁmmﬂﬂw%ﬁmﬁammﬁm@wﬁ
w?a%m&ﬁaaﬁ@nw@ﬁaﬁg}m%’mﬁmﬁ
T T F FART F T F R e

ﬁﬂwvﬁmmmgmélm:ﬁﬁqﬁmaﬁw-m# N a:
Fitet % R0 76 ST § o 1 % e o e
ﬁﬁﬂﬁmmqﬁvmﬁw_ﬁ_ﬁw%m/ﬁaﬁwr

|
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