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There was a significant mismaich effect on response latency: Re-
sponses were faster when sentence and picture matched than when
they mismatched, F (1, 38) = 1314, p < 001; Fil.44) = 1454 p <

Zwaan, Stanfield & Yaxley
(2002).
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Type of analysis 1M k11 S0 T 9
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Judd, Westfall & Kenny (2012)
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* modelO<-Imer(Y~1+X+(1+X|participant)+(1+X|item),dat
a=dat)
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* modell<-Imer(Y~1+X+(1+X|participant)+(1|item),data=
dat)

* model2<-Imer(Y~1+X+(1| participant)+(1|item),data=dat
)
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Power to detect a medium effect size (d = 0.5)
when target sample size is held constant

32 targets, (Vo + Vi, ) =10%

— 32targets, (V; + V;, ) = 30%

8 targets, (V;+ V;, ) =10%
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Number of participants (log scale)

Judd, Westfall & Kenny (2017)
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