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Analysis on Application of Common Methods Bias Test to
Psychological Studies During Recent Five Years in China

DENG Wengen' LI Xiaoyu' CHEN Bo® LUO Kun' ZENG Xiaoyan'
(1. School of Education Science Gannan Normal University Ganzhou Jiangxi 341000 China;
2. Jiangxi University of Traditional Chinese Medicine Nanchang Jiangxi 330004 China)

Abstract: Common method bias is a kind of systematic error which will affect the validity of the research. The sub-
jects of the research include 5199 thesis which were published during January 1st of 2012 to June 30th of 2017 in
different magazines including Acta Psychologica Sinica Psychological Science Psychological Development and Edu—
cation Studies of Psychology and Behavior Psychological Exploration and Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology.
An analysis based on bibliometrics is conducted to review the reporting referencing and using of common method bi—
as test in the subjects of the research. The results show that there were still many problems in the application of
common method bias statistical test to psychological research. Finally it is suggested that when the questionnaires
are used in the study researchers should conduct statistical tests of the common method bias in a scientific way
based on a scientific approach.

Key words: common method bias; common method variance; bibliometric analysis; statistical remedies; procedure
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