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Vol. 7 No.1 (2016) 29-32.

their experiences of being overperceived or underperceived
of their sexual interests by the opposite sex individuals.
Results showed that women had more experiences of
sexual overperception by men, supporting the hypothesis.
Recently, Bendixen (2014) reported a successful direct
replication of Haselton (2003) with a sample from more
gender equal society, Norway.

Current study conducted a direct replication of
Haselton (2003) with a sample from a less gender equal
society, Japan. According to the World Economic Forum
(2015), Japan ranked 101st among 145 countries in gender
equality, which is significantly worse than the US (28th)
and Norway (2nd). In addition, Japan belongs to an East-
Asian culture, which is distinctively different from the
US and Norway. As such, current study would provide
data to examine cross-cultural robustness of men’s sexual
overperception bias.

https://osf.io/8cepf/
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The new style of psychological research: CHANGE we can believe in

Editorial

Asako MIURA', Masaki TOMONAGA?, Etsuko T. HARADA’,
Yuki YAMADA®, and Masanori TAKEZAWA’®

'Osaka University
*Kyoto University
*University of Tsukuba
“Kyusyu University
*Hokkaido University
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A Breakdown of “Preregistration is Redundant, at
Best”

POSTED ON NOV 5TH, 2019

In this sentence-by-sentence breakdown
of the paper “Preregistration is
Redundant, at Best”, | argue that
preregistration is a pragmatic tool to
combat biases that invalidate statistical
inference. In a perfect world, strong
theory sufficiently constrains the analysis
process, and/or Bayesian robots can
update beliefs based on fully reported data. In the real world, however, even
astrophysicists require a firewall between the analyst and the data. Nevertheless,
preregistration should not be glorified. Although | disagree with the title of the paper, |
found myself agreeing with almost all of the authors’ main arguments.

Exploratory Confirmatory
Research Research

Wonky Stats Sound Stats

Last weekend, Open Science Twitter was alive with discussions of the paper
“Preregistration is redundant, at best” by Aba Szollosi, David Kellen, Danielle Navarro,
Rich Shiffrin, Iris van Rooij, Trish Van Zandt, and Chris Donkin. Within a day, the paper
was downloaded over 650 times. Almost immediately, Twitter turned out to be a poor
medium for a nuanced discussion. Specifically, Open Science advocates (myself
included) were initially irked by the paper’s provocative title and some decided that the
work could be dismissed out of hand. However, not only are the authors reputable
scientists, they are also my collaborators (I have co-authored 9 papers with them: 6 with
Rich, 2 with Trish, 1 with Chris, and 1 with David), and some are my friends. Below | will
give the paper its due attention: I'll go over every sentence (luckily the paper is short)
and look for agreement more than disagreement. The content from the paper is in italics,
a conclusion is at the end. We start with the title:

“Preregistration is redundant, at best”
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