
Title: Workshop: Methodology of Replication Studies  

Instructor: Edgar Erdfelder & Rolf Ulrich 

Abstract: 

There is general agreement that replication studies are necessary in psychology as they 
are in other empirical studies. At the same time, however, there is considerable 
controversy about how replication studies should be selected, designed and conducted 
to separate wheat from chaff on the farmland of behavioral theories. In this one-day 
workshop, we address key issues involved when conceptualizing, planning and 
conducting replication studies in psychology: 

• Which studies should be replicated? 
• Should we aim at direct or conceptual replications? 
• Factors affecting replication success and failure rates 
• Testing replication hypotheses statistically 
• Defining the to-be-detected effect size 
• Sample size planning for replication studies 
• Sequential tests for replication studies 

 

Assignment:  

Based on the literature (see the suggestions below, own extensions are encouraged!), each 
participant prepares a short (i.e., 10 minutes) thesis paper on one of the  topics. This thesis 
paper is then discussed jointly with other participants during the workshop. We will 
contact registered participants prior to the workshop to clarify assignment of participants 
to thesis paper topics. 
 

Credit: 1 workshop day 
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