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Shift from t-tests and ANOVAs to Mixed Effects Models:
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Abstract

In this workshop, we aim to introduce basic and
practical information about the applications of linear
mixed effects models in psycholinguistic research. The
first talk (Jincho) discusses limitations of conventional
analyses (t-tests and ANOVAs) and advantages of
mixed effects models in analyzing data from
psycholinguistic experiments. It also provides a
step-by-step description of a standard procedure for
applying these models. The second talk (Inoue) offers
hands-on illustrations of how to apply mixed effects
models to the data from self-paced reading
experiments. The third talk (Arai) introduces a method
for analyzing the data from visual world eye-tracking
studies using generalized mixed effects models.

Keywords — Mixed Effects Models, Statistical
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