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Index of Behavior Variability: Sequential Independence
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The aim of this paper was to review the study of behavior variability and to present “C value” as a
new index of sequential independence on variability based on the existing P value. The validity of the
C value was examined using simulation data and the result indicated that the C value was a stable
index which can assess sequential independence. Application research for behavior variability has just
started, and its procedure and index of variability have also been improving. The C value has a
potential to be one of the reliable alternatives and further modification is desirable.
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