1) Identify claims;
This article claims to identify constructive guidance to graduate statistical students, including recommendations about analyzing statistical context information and taking early corrective steps to overcome knowledge gaps.
 2) Evaluate evidence; 
Some scientific papers, such as Psychological Science, grant science badges to writers who have created the design and study plan for the first time, shared the data, or reported experiments or promotions. Each badge has a particular Center for Open Science graphic design (https://cos.io/our services/open science badges/). This is a piece of evidence that the awarding of badges generally functions at least for sharing knowledge or materials (Kidwell et al., 2016).
3) Evaluate statistics and interpretations
Students should recognize that for several factors, including the distortion impact of low power or predicted overestimation of population effect size, statistical relevance, or the necessity of meaningful outcomes (e.g.,p to.05) in initial and reproduction analyzes is a faulty norm (Anderson, Kelley, & Maxwell, 2017; Maxwell, Lau, & Howard,2015). 
4) Consider alternative explanations
Alternatives based on effect dimensions are more promising, for example, if an initial sample's effect parameter comes beyond the 95% confidence interval for the same effect scale in a replicate (e.g., Open Science Collaboration, 2015).

5) Consider the source.
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