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2
=
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1 Sol7ke @

AUl oJujoA mERRAL «ATEARES FTHY EHoz 3
He A AFEAS Uk BAZ B4 (Glass, 1976, p.4)°ltt. 7N
HAoR AYPHE ATES 47 OE AT 2 A7 A
TR, AFAH =T dAHA UER|ET A2 OE AAE
AASHs 757F Bt HelEde AFAA) el wee s 47
HA 3 A Fdes Y ol& TMA HitE oA

A ARE AT A Aol wh gl wEt dE dTERE SRS H A,

A

dolElHlo] ~E T3l Z24F w3 A2 dig HEH AN &
e MEREAE B5 WAAAEH Ael@ v Atk ERe o
TE A golE o] A2 1SI19] Web of science®| UEFS vlo] wl=

A, 1997 o]H7FA] 2,000 % =W WEHEA AF= 2012d F
95,719 0.2 FHT sid B2 A 18.86% At FHoz A WA
PSS ¢ 4 JthZhy, Jiang, Cao, Sun, Chen, & Liu, 2015).

ol gt WEHEA AFe WAL FHYE wEsta 9T AE
g, w3, ALSEE § ThFe S FHolA B/AY el Ha
ATk BAogs okl AAAAR] 2AA Q1 2 dolE o]~
(htp://www.cochranelibrary.com)°ll 2|8}, 2016%d 12€ AA7HA] 54
ATAINE F 9,60471 7FE 2234707} ‘meta-analysis &F BHP AF
ARsle Ze AT AFruAleld A7 ok T XHujgt

5 93] AeddE 4Es B2 WEHRA AFEo] 39 b Aok
Ty S AFUACIA ATl o] HEHEA S &E3 ATFES
BA & o] ARdelth U AFruACld AR o] He
HEREA A=7F AAA TR A3, 2010; ARHAE - BB T - ALE,
2008; %%i-%%%w]—%i 2010, =YL, 2014; =YL - o,
2012; @, 2005; oJHH 9], 2013, 2014; DAY - oA W, 2015; 3
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A - v 2004, B8, 2006, H 2 He| AR &9
2014; E£F - o1, 2012; oIHW 9], 2013, 2014: ALY -
2015)5 Aleleht AAAQ HZoluh 2 A7 ofm o] mEREY
olg| Bt AAA B EM(systematic review) O2 _H%_O]-OF g A °]
o HEREA e VM & 5

A FA W 27E AFeFed Jduka & wi(Cooper, 2009),
S ARUACIE FobolA] olojxl WErRH ATe ARGE &
B8 BY BYH $Aoldhn 2F & 9] it ek
oletm ASWA ERIANE ALSA e ATE AU v
SRS TSt AAY B RS 2ol U BolE A8

esd vEREA e HITWHS A F 7}7\]§ ekt shu=
3| K] 229} &F)(Hedges & Olkin, 1985)°] A|AISt= Wl HOWH)
o]a, t& sty= dE S U EMunter & Schmide, 2004) W (¢35}
HSHH)o] viZ T2Ao|thy. ol WEHEA W I gAY HE
U 5 7HLdX']_°_i & ﬂ]&i Bo]al Jt(Johnson, Mullen, & Salas,
HOWH & ZATE 3] H(Fisher)
& &a3=ar ]—3— A= o o]l ¢

He 7xo 2 WHIsA ga Lz =4 S’_i} mﬂ‘]z‘“ﬂ'(range
restriction) 5 TS EAA < a3t AAAA S BAS

3 olg EYE FF E3A/E AESE A4S AU | W

1) o9l % ZA% Rosenthal, 1991) WHE E3Fsle] WEHEA ] 3t FRE A4
H7]1= 3FATKJohnson, Mullen, & Salas, 1995), 2 ®(Rosenthal)o] A AlSH= v
He HOWHT 718 7oA fARE s Btk ol w2t HZde
B ApoA dRIA e F b AIPEeR BRsE A9t wrkel,
Cooper, 2009, 2010; Lipsey & Wilson, 2001).
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[o

o] Tt tisiAE A
2007), WIEHEA A¥eo] iRE © J2]

S 23St AREEta Tt FuollA] HOWE 2 Iﬂv‘?r, 7%, *‘El
T AT At FF H&H Qo A
47 - vt - A4 - 287, 2014; 28 - 23 - 2019 -
M3, 2014), HSWHHO 7123 HEEAS 41 ¥
FTAHOE TR vk #FQl -
9], 2007; fFEIE, 2009; HE - AEF - A, 2015; FTHE, 2008,
FAA - AR, 2015). ol HSWHOl BAF 718 7P FAsR
2 E53% ALags AF By oY), B4 LA o
& FAA 2R/E 1HE 7 AHEE BAGste 5 HAPE] o
ol EdHow #Agata Q7] Wl o8 Fo|drh

AE| 9} U EMHunter & Schmide, 2004)E AFZAI o)A YeElts=
BZAZA EAXo] ol QFA A(artifactual B2 man-made) 227} AT
9] B3 A (imperfections) .2 13l AX o7 TAYSHA HE=H|, ol
‘EAA  QFstatistical artifactsy Tk AFSt ATk whEbaA] HSHFHO

b

Z]
a

=97} ASHT °} A ‘:’]‘(Schulze

(<3

Ae od AFtols ¢HE AFE EAEHA 7] "id =E
ATEL tde Feo] 2AE xFsta lon, Ao oy oA}
E 5 A4 2771 veREAe Aded] %S vE F Jva F
73 THHunter & Schmide, 2004). HS'H S A A3l FAELS thefgt
BAA o/7E AA FABAE HFAF7] Wiz dBaA dTE
of gk WEHEA A o] BEAIA s Ae, AA ddTA B

o HHA o] BASNATGT FADG T AFAA o
ATE(e.g., Callender & Osburn, 1980; Charles, 2005; Field, 2001; Hunter,
Schmidt, & Le, 2006; Law, Schmidt, & Hunter, 1994; Le & Schmidt, 2006)
ol AlEdoldE Tl FTAA &, 53 SFAHLLAtet HAAT
o BAA o7 B da g Ao di =stA, 1

v
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BlEbZA] ZToIM SAK 20| Ya SIXIA - 821 WL B - %02 Yol blD

HI

Aspe vl golsA Uehdth o1& ¥, o A7 S,
Callender & Osburn, 1980; Charles, 2005; Field, 2001)2 HSHW'Ho| &4
7} Qv FAS=E W, = g2 AFEHunter et al, 2006; Law et
al, 1994; Le & Schmide, 20062 HSWHo| HEHEA AFoA ax =
715 FAskeH ol Eo ¥ Agst daelal Fs7] = i
AR, HSHH ol /‘1% ol g TAZ =AM FHL X‘f(sampling
9 ZH(measurement error), =@ =AH Q|

=
hl
EdAe] o] E3Hdichotomization), &
o) H
=

-IH _1
)
ro
ofN
I
E
r [o
o
o

-?’]Zﬂ?__]:(range restriction), &

JH
®
ro
(]
oL
do
)
(&

n.qm
e
rzi

= (construct validity)-/]
dH4, n P ARYY

2, FE

-0,

o

4

o:

=

ok

o
g
ol
2
X

L g

zd

wg—sm ks 7]5‘4_ Xéi—% d& e Ae B2
2, MeAR 53 #dE so] o
b5 e AE2E AN A

N
ok

b

et
A
;O

4

2) HeAGSs 2] AsAE 71EH R AEA ¢S #E W
H2Kstandard deviation of unrestricted sample)S ¥o}oFit =t
A o]E &= L BUFselth dEitE el 53 E(Alexander, Alliger, &
Hanges, 1984)2 T3 2] H]E(Cohen’s ratioys AFE3le] A|SHE A e & W

Qo] TEFHAE AT B H0lo] FFEHAKstandard deviation of restricted

}:l:l

sampleyE T4 FAHAL F e FAE AdstAAT, 23 HlEL AEs)
7] HeiM = SAwRle] WeZE vkEA] Al EEofoF FTH(Cohen, 1959). L&
AR AFuAeld AT Fok tiFEe] ATES SRS AHS)
a9, olel wel dyAbE Y SN WSS HisH] e o=
Btk AAZ B A7 ZAUERL Agd sl M dAFidAs &
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A B AT A el 1R AEs HowEs el 3
o], Z2g]aL HSWHolA AAS= FAH L7 HAC ths] dHn
3, B} Sk HALS 722 AlgE 350 E(theory of
planned behavior: ©]3} TPB)S] A AH(real-world data)E &3l WEHE
He Fasks T b el o B4 B3 1 Ase] Aol
wrA Aok TeBY A% ARUA AT BokE SISk
3k Gl AA 7 s AEshr] 98 dE] AHEHE Ui
sle12)2 o2 Shjoln, Fa el ZHolt =xH A
@ 7% slolr} ANEL o} Aoz ATAe Aol
o He % itk o e, B ATe AR AR
27 AgE o]_Q.oH EAZA o579 HA ugl HOWH I HS
o el%k WEREA Aao} olw Aol Hol=AE ulw - BAG
A WEHEA Y] A FHIHER o)l =951} st}

i)

RuA

érﬂoﬁ._‘u‘,
>
>
Lo

(<]

ol
A

.]
&
=

o~
%

o
-

}

o]I.
HU rE L

O

2. MEREA S 712 A B Lt AR

WEHEA S A ASAE EHUl B )z HYaT
AshEol thde WA AL gl BAAE shjel 5U8 &
A2 BRsE AdAeA Ades, o 71: 27 ve %
AAZ AR AFRE Hartsd A=
sHAl sl 718 oot Uﬂﬂ'v‘?—i@]ﬂ }%E]*E Al &2
71 &4 HA=of g JAt TE8LE W *}Ol(standardized m
difference: Cohen's 4, Hedges' ¢ )& 14—5}14]% a3 3r\Es,,), HAZ P/]

mln
5,1
e
1
)
N
olr

Awclel ¥MoE BRugh A7 & 3 A= YehdA] gtk wEkd ARY
Aol AT Eoke] WEHEA A HE ATS 1T HAPLe dHHez B
7153 Ao g AgkHETh
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HI

()

HEtRA ZotoM SHN 27| Hel: sl - 27

ry

AE YeEl= 33A 9 (correlation  coefficient)®] &3 F7\(ES,), 18]
5 709 o]z BAE YEN = 54 (odds-ratio)®] &=
7ES,) TLE TFsith odtell= RY 1, & 5 EHIAVIE ALE
g Ao, o5 HEENES ﬁf?} aRar|2e HAskA 4ot
(Cheung, 2015). °|& 7N AFe MdFoe= #Ed axiar|E
EEsetAths Aol 5Ys AdolA vlart 7hssh, A= g2
712 AT ¢ o 53] %Plﬁ AE ol &3 ax=r] ALt
WS g2 ol s 5‘—%}0}11 o T HAZke] A WA
7] golslth= HollA, 18l fjAsty] olslthe HolA

ol 01%513_' A TKEllis, 2010; Rosenthal & DiMatteo, 2001).
HEHEA S A2 oA GAS AX JYPFHE Lkl A7zt
o} FAFSFEH LA AL 2002; Cooper, 2010; Field & Gillett, 2010). A A

Oll

s ATFEAS 2AFse AR AFFAC U B HA
4%, wele] Ao % she WAtk T AAE B4 g =2

o
4 sepatn AT Aze) MR AR AR e
Aoltk, Al WAL B4 ARE BEtn AF 5 =
Aloltk, ¥l WA EAo] 7bsd WelEe Uid FEsE Ang 7}
A3 BARNE AASE A0l WERRAIAE % AT
HNE A, ol A Od?éﬂr%% A2 s 5 )
HO

L ERuy, 2Auclel 9% ¢ JM ol 4 58 o
Al B WA B4 aﬁgv‘% AL AAsH B,
oA WAl ARE s Aol MERRAe] Y Fx Fo

A ARk =4, 2E]al AR Aas HSEHA oIy HOWHY, ofd w4y
o] MEREA S stHEE A7t glok # ATelM= dA @, =
N &3=17]1E AEstal ol 9% 7te W 23] A4, 3
o a3%=A719] Fold AF 248 ASH 2ol A wEr AR
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< APse A4, 183 A DA

¢ ARE AN s Aol FkdE Fa Aers|E g
%
o]

- B9 vlEHEA I HOMEHEA]

AT ESE HEREA ] th =27t AFHEA ol AA=
Fote= ol e A7= A JPEH gt HEEde 3

P Y aRAVE =S 0 ol Bl
© A& EAOE gtk AT HWEHZA S
ZR1A, ohl™ FAATFE

St & o]E EOE WElREAS AASkE Ao F&
BAglE =] A7|HI 9TKeg., Hall & Brannick,
2002; James, Demaree, & Mulaik, 1986; Johnson et al., 1995; Schmidt et
al., 1988; Schmidt & Hunter, 1999a; Schulze, 2007). = Z(Wolf, 1986)+=
A AT BgRY MY 7t 25 B HERFARE 2wl H] 8]
ERIL 4 A opE FAY + Y= sEolztn 745
A% BT HOWHS] WEREHSIAE a0 NEARE dudes
) S o]8% &, olE WA o E Bt HF
AdRs At FuAsE a2 ANEA S Aewt, F
X BT FHATE WEEte F4E o8&t "okl wolf,
1986). ol Ml HSBHH o] WEREA A= 7R 0w JuAT 3
AAE EA4 712=E st It AAM 9] 2 WS s 7R &

o

i)
£
lo
a:3
o
ot
:
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4
o, A3 ¢F2 Aol BAg AR A
452 QITHHunter & Schmide, 2004). 3] 343
2 Afoe AFoE HIFEIF A Fol A positive bias) FHEF.
2 Z ol 2ol HOYHF HSH S S8 =49 3
AL ABAT  AAE ol AT FE MY 2 s §
&
I

A4 Q7L a—}% BAS E G218 BEY 9 hEXNE o
WA 2T AU} s EAE ok thisshulze, 2007).

< &
ZF AT &3 zolE FEE o 7HeAE A8k Zlo] dnbAel
T ®EFTE Z ATl HlE ¢
g & Qorma B3 g9Ir|E Al
A& dole ZEF7E & AT dHFeE o & 7sAE Fost
Al FThe]+&%, 2008; Egger, Smith, & Phillips, 1997).

AA adarie e84 B4 wet 7 7HA 2AE UepA 9
o AR B9 dride E ATEY adariee] Y =3
oA F2EHAhE o2 AR B FEA8 B4 Vs
71248k Fehe Y XA adarvl 58 ZACE #dst
o] 1174 & 9} % ¥ (fixed-effect mode) S ARSI, TAA AA Ay BA
Ao g froste] FUHEE 71AeA HWE HFHANre| ofe}t F-2h
?1 2 ZKrandom error)7HA] A& eHE Yo B IR F(random-effect model)
< ol&sHl Bt IAHEFHEYNME HEREA A BE EF
| T Hs Ik, NE AR Aot yehue A

N

rr
Of

55



AFHFLAHOEAT, HM165 (2016E 12E)

& WA mH e
ook FhgRTh wk

(sampling variation)%

pau)
_llN

, 5 AR
o Eow ol
iz A 53=37)= v
distribution) ZFE FZF=7] wZo ztolE BY Fyrol gl 74+
2] Ho|(random variation)S A 714 t‘]“:HBorenstem et al., 2010). A=
ol F EYY Aol 4 AFA EE& A3t o' EEE o]F
I ATkl g FAZA B3 i}O]a}_,_ o ATHeIESD, 2008).
BAA 244 Z& o2 Wl FAWM(Cochran)®] QU FE ©|
B3k WRlo] Bol AREEAL dow, PO At 75% oldelh &3
717} olAAR] AR JAAFIL ATHHiggins, Thompson, Decks, &
Altman, 2003). Y¥FH O E QJo|aHEHS Agafof & o nFa
2y e AMESHH a337)E A FAehE 3ol ThBorenstein et
al,, 2009). QEAIFS 7EHoRE ¥ BEXE wWEH, HA FE o
gk WEREA o]F ST o g BAT & eAE Adsksd A
S5t HO WElE Yo = FEH HaRobserved variance)©] X 23
2 e o dE= tﬂakli‘jr A ARE ¥ sEA8 HAE I X
HAFE Bl Wil dATE ool dud FEAgo] ZEHa o]

19
2 (o

o = o
juls

)

1=Rava

7 -2 (unknown

2

N

mEs o] Aukxolt), o rqgua_, A o)

40 ool & EdarIZ B o E4Hde] He dT=Edl
g B aHAIE FetL E v, B339 fejde AFT
A AT B FEG 7 Aok W aHar]e) AR e A
A7) fleiMe EELAY FE Gotok shedl, o e WEHEA
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HI

71E AFE3ta FF 2 Af(standard error)% E3)] 213 F 7 confidence
interval, CDS AHEST 7|4 ARESt=E AT 24X ZAA7)
obd mg FAHAE ZHRIh ﬂ:rL{ A= FaaA B F
AAE YEE 2108 FFak= FE A7V of&Esta, ol A
xR aket e #Ho] gk oo nvls] HSWHL WEREA A=

Zﬂ&i -—‘2’.]' AT credibility

E4 X (parameter values)2] #EE ?j%fs]‘*‘i
HSH

interval, CV)S ARE3a o)

2 A2 AA H(true score) AT J&ﬁl(p)ol‘:} T oldg AA
Ay ABdAE 4243 gt 25 AAE ofyw, eakE WA
sl FAY S shERinh ek FATEe 2 A (p)

=ye) _\,I_gl-sLL

A Aslel o AP 2 Y0

13 =
A T e SAE el PEE WS Ass £
oxte] G WA Pk WE AHNTHE FEAE WYt
e I Hd, EEedt oA Uit 4ol we & 9
omz HHeate GFE WA Witk of wEe] By BAS
2 HSBHOl MEREAAE SATIIe] AHTRG Yo
2 d 229 onE 77 Bk ey 24 S Helshs
g A Tztel B Fad 4¥e gPelrls dekEnhg, 2008,

Hunter & Schmidt, 2004).

Z[EA 0w HOWH Y WEEHS S84 +
leve) S YEHl= B 833718 FAsted 23S 951 o,
HSYHO WEeEde FAMNE SFF(construct leve)d] TAE EA A

My

(measure or scale
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o7 FHs=H 23S BF Jvta & ¢ Utk o] wiFel gl
TR AT B4 HERS 5834 ol 7|17 Aoy a3t
o] «ord FHrl v TAHEAEY D] doangy 7 &
Ho] 9ot AT Bt AA A el g H FAA
of AFFHYH SR 9595 7HE3HA Bl e A HLE A
gl de X FAHAZ, 95%2 AlFFIE] 0s A Y=
O FHE AA A Pl SAHCE fFovEits s 9fn
gt WhA ST AR Hpo e X E ThEe ZoE
05 XA il 2IHELE vhdke Helol JoH, MEFeR
WAE AT gREe] 0% HoE HY FL BHoF T
Hol deS ongth Al HAE dES U EHunter &
Schmide, 2004)= 80%E AAlSaL Utk S AT FAHE T
#e3T AA A ABAPe] BEEo] dE ARE AFs T, &

AFE Bagre] BxE 2AWRl 9% s4 ofFeo Hay
3l ARE A3l FTHHunter & Schmide, 2004; Whitener, 1990).

2

oA 7% ws} ol A AT U B THANE 54
3 Fols A ATEBelN 24 ARAh FAAAAC] R
544 A% A Bk o714 uehd s $AdolA @
& Aow BRE A% ATAE ZEEA 9B FFo YAEA
g Avinolel @k F 4 AR/t FAHAA 5 oW
A9 oRE BAEARFI Y EANRY F o mFL Er)
2 Az HNe F AU AR ool <]
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HEFRA 200N SAHN 279 g 5

IR - 871 B} BHES - HOIE Hite] BD 24

<= AAskaL ok A
O 2 “75% TEE AASIL Uk o]

NEY 4% 5AH oRe A wc] 75% olAe x}ﬂf{ﬁ}tﬂ

ol

rE

SAZ 5, EQEJ}, %%‘EiP)E OJ‘G& tﬁ_%ml 75%1@3}
T Rt #AE A= wcle]l EAFTaL Adsh,
HEF] 759 ool A=W AAFQ -] EAsHA
I ETKHunter & Schmide, 2004). A% HS WEMHEAS 3}
S FA=E 75% A oldE AAFE JHE EATT
(Borenstein et al., 2009).

%OM Z@_}iﬂr— ASshs F WA 7IEL 0SAFLE, °]
= é_bﬂ] dHBA ] A4 dE o= AAolth AR T
aHA7E qbEsta & F e ERE g AeA adst
=t F83HA AHEE 5 Tk BE AA ARdAVE FYEtE 9
7Hd Sl ov A= A1) ¥ BEE WET FE S FHE
(Hunter & Schmide, 2004)= YHFH O & EAZ LFE2 A wEFo
AE /7 s wigel ¥ AL sAE FEEAE VxE
Axteolol s, FAHEA] e FUIAR AMkd ¥ AL B
# H&Gstatistical biasye WYAIZ FHbol] flokal F3TE ojgA &
o) #EE AA Mg oA FAAH RS ol dEEE Wl
2ka175% ©18h, 0 SAIFe] Ford u /i AFEolA FAHE &
H371 53] B A (variability)S AH3F= ZAWHAo| Aok I
g o]ocq zl-xﬂ;ﬂ ZAHe AN Z Q Ao g/lr,]._
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olth. AT FH o selHvoz
6]7(

AT B4 FAC B3 APAT AAES T 24 o, 3l
ZF FANA o]Folzl BE AFE FTHHSHA XSkl I
=N 7HA AL FFEsHA HH 231 iAol EAI7E 2 4 e,
Z A Rosenthal)y S o] HFAH] EA(file drawer problem) & &

¥HH 3K publication bias)©] 22l g+t

AA7MA =S¥ oﬂ—rﬁ selstr] —r]?ﬂ- theksk v

A 5kA] Lz‘s‘t_‘q‘(Borenstem 2005). 04?4 7}Z] A
gk o]l A AAEE Ax vtE o]lHd o] wEol7| %= stttk
S3AFY 24 AFE 7HAA 71 A97)erim and fill: Duval, &
Tweedie, 2000), Z 7] L% (funnel plot: Egger, Smith, Schneider, &
Minder, 1997), ol A(Eggen) 2] 2] 741 (Egger's regression analysis: Egger,
Smith, & Altman, 2003) 5= &3 &I F vk HAEH B
(Ferguson & Brannick, 2012)9] AFe] =™, Ags #H AT dlo]
0] 29l PsycINFOS F41 02 20053014 2009W@7HA] 51 a3t =3
HlEREA el A % HEF 2AS 7RIS A714%),
AR AF22%), =0 A9 a3=7|8 nER A7 837
Hl21%), W71 2=-6%), AAL SAATHGR o THE F3)
st = Ao = YErstith
Z2uj7] 29 B3 AAyHe FRAVXHN wEt =gl
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Uetll= 222, 4 Escatter plond] EFo] GOz F& Z2ur] =
FoE HHS o] F¥ WY gl ZoE Bt ol FEA
7F 2 vl a3ar]e] WEAde] A7) wiiel AErE HA %
277t & "e &t £057] Wi 49 AA AeE 1
SHoh= 7ol 71 &3 ThH(Vevea & Woods, 2005). EHA A= wlEr
BAe T3 gEEHE EFAr7E 002 ver] fjd Bash AT
= FE ALt Foh sHAT o] WHE HE AT H
ai=az)el wek Noll ik F7go] w9 thefetAl A=tk FHoF
Aol YO (Becker, 2005), HHA AFe AAAHQA Fojide] ofY
g EAZA foAe 2¥E Fi Jormz IS e

W o 2 AL8EHR] 9= Alo] niEAlstE FAE E}Lnteu
Corcoran, & Pillai, 2008). 7FAA71¢F A-97] W& &7 &
L2p7F #Hf A BEE HoloA &ste] FH5 o] ofd Iq1
a8 45 e ¥=

5
AA ax=7)9F 2%

[e)
79” —erﬁ} }% ‘ﬂ% AAsEL e, EddEFe] e A5
k)

H
X}OlE 110121 °‘LE} ¢HA, AT A=At 200537 3
HEHEA o] ek Z2ERIT FFH E(Rothstein et al,, 2005)2] AT+
01] M2, oF 50%e 1 FFO| PP Fminimal) TFO1AL, OF 45%+
H B (modest), A 2F s59%7F0] A Ztksevere) TEOE ‘JrE‘r‘/“:P

=}
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3. HO# a9 vieHEd 43 744

48 HSH Y
HOYYH 59 F FFE olFH AHgHol gt &3 By Hal &
Brannick, 2002)2 A 37FA] SHAA HS WHEREA WHI} HO WE
A4 e xpolE AWsta ok AAE AT o AAE o
|3l=7F olUH I M(Fishen)d] 3t 2 WSS 7k o] 83l=7) Sk
Aotk EAlv B2 AeATE Fske AHolA A adls

BT B BASA GETh s Holth AAE HEAE of

[

QA A5t 53 a9 37| E AEE AUV} = Holdh dE &
A 71EAE st B3 a937)E ALtels FA A HSHHH S
FEI7) vlEEtd o 2 7FEAE ol i, HOWH S 2
o W] Zs A9 2 7FEAE FoEhA "tk HO WEREA oA
t BEIE IR Ve e ZaYaU)E AEsla ZEeAE
B3l AEFE skl RS T AT o474 ARESheE
AT B4 AATE obd BEFAHXEA FAF SR 4T
A HHe FAAE Yells AoE ZFA= BRlar|d o9&
slal, ol Ao ARt 242 FAZE Atk old wraEl, HS wlE
Ao s BEY] X8 AFshe Zo=2A FAF3he A3
I ok HS WEHEN S Fa A ddes AA "5 dgdA(p)ol
th B8 o] w3 JA3] @, BeA AAlE olyn, exE 1A
st FAHS BeAga Fdshs o] o Zgsitt olof whEt gl
Te BEFAA(p)S] BFELAE ARESIY Fahe AT 2
g, FHAE XIS 4T /S0l AA" EHD FHHAp)
o] FFEAUAE T8l e
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HI

Pearson’s n& BTAH AT
éfjr*‘;:% UﬂE}E“o}L 7+ Z‘iﬁéﬁ.% e AT AAE &

5 MO (Fisher's 2)= W
e B4 V2R %_P%SHE FHol Atk FA Y 7S AR
= olfre AT X HUA BEE Holv Zo] BEo|BRE
% T r& AMESEA @31 I Y o E WSkele] F 3o
oy EXE5 RHE7] 91814 ol ThBorenstein et al, 2009). HO ¥
Ao B4 72ARE FAATE HAM » ASES o83t

A

r2
-
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o
i
¢

1o
ml
:i
[
N
i
o
ry
)
Bl

ES, =05*In (1+:) 211

V= ni?) 212

SE. =V, 213

Fisher z2 W33 a3 T7|E o]|E TA] o2 B3 v
o= %"E}(Borenstein et al., 2009).
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2) 8HH 2R =2¥

HSWHE 7[EHO 2 4 FF(measure or scale leve)©] o T4
ME FF(construce leve)d] BAS FAHICHE HolA HOPHA= 2
Aol WAk of WEel 7t Wele] 2= ZHeA ol ol N
2L 7% AN LREL HASE A0 2UE RRT gov
EE AE HASIY b & FABAE Tk #HE AXE A
oz WEEAe ANHT HePEe A8 AFATS] TaFd ¥
He oAE THAL 9v] WECl, olelT AUHoln UFH 0%
& ngslopt Al e AN 29 & Aon Faac

HSHHH o8t HEMRA A= & H (observed or unadjustedy T3
719} XA RMtrue or adjustedy EHA7|E THESt AWt o]
MEw BEE Bdasls S0 BRAHOE o8] AA En]
g B7] oA o] W&o A AW attenuatedy, & AT
A S (unattenuatedy XS HAS|oF AA e FRIT 4 Qoiw
7Hg%tt. ol# gt gl HsEH e wWERREAS 7P WA E
AT 7 e 3 AFAEo] AR SAHETY 2 Fartifaces or
man-made errors) 58] 715 FRUstaL, ol HASE A T B
A 2573718 I8k HFS AXIthHunter & Schmide, 2004). 71
2t A AGE vkeh o), dE e} FrIEZE Hestal e vhast
LFE ket ME AT =EAA EE F de HEIE 539 AT
Zlo]7] ol AA WEHEZA Aol tiEk A&l A= THL
2ot g et 3 HEE W&ol giFon

(1) ezt ¥4

PO E 7 AN AASIL Y FBARBE FBA)
o 9;—5_4 1@ AEAE A el FRAS BRoH AT0 B



HEHZA] ZDtolM SAN 2F2| gk ollA|lA - 271 L0t 5iF - 770[E o] 8|1 24

AT

Z ABBA W), 18 BIE ABWA W e)S T 2
ThHunter & Schmide, 2004). 7|7}A]7} @E 9} | EV} FA5+=
EZQl WEHEA (bare bones meta-analysis) &2 EH TS 1S 1
EREAolth. T2y HOH I 24 HSWHH S 7HdddA Ho)
< IR ARSSHA| @3, e A /e BAT AA dud
A HBip FE Ave(p)S 712 A2 BAGT gmtdow &y
715 HO WEHEA ZAyrct HS WEeHEA Ao o =4 Yehd
A HH, O A5E 7 $A8 27E It Bl BAsI=T
Hl st F7}3it)

HSHH A= £t BAS WEHEY A& 213
A 718AQ o s B Wi BT Ay
A A, O A digk Hde 4L
= Heto] ol 7he e, S N ATl AEE
7Vex7F HidE B AAaATE EHof
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A R WA 23% BRI

_2 T
s (1—77)? A 5 e QT 2] A
Ty G2 e v o mes
) o TE AAAA A
0,=0,—0 A 2.4 ' g oa) we
g — FEHRR UL}

@ &3] »Ay
23715 A==t SO
I HSHHO HwlEREA W ESY] 7
HERE M s SHAE £
HE A 1A Feth sHARE AFUAeld A 2 A3
FHste T e ATolA ds SAHEE WA EASHA
%5.‘:_]:]. o]a%ﬂ] HMgQ ;q] ]
3 E ATl A

i]‘(systematlc error), & ZALAE <l

A A s
£ Byw ARRARY 29217} ol
/‘\_]__

AA =™, o]H3F AR H(attenuation mode)S LTt R
Zol FA A5 BAT HSHHe| wERRA ot AdAdAlE B
7+ aA 9 (the compound attenuation factor)S ©]83l] BRAE 4 Q=
tl, i Alas AW =2oA AAEE 53 e SA4L
HAZE APE woke A2 A & Jor Hd 53A
Agee 42+ SAHLAEY HAAES Foke o= iEsd
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Sol, T TG, =St AFHE 1] JBBA B
o] s00lgk & ®, o5 wele] sl ZHHULE of
R R

5 FueEst AFH=e] A 22 50, 60
BHE JAWA e thew ol mAH oo} Fk
| 299 ANR w20l SR 2AT A

£ 5594 3002 ZAAY= 98-S Y E 5 9
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o 30 oy [ 2
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> .
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ool N o o pe
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FU[U .
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Py . .30 — 55 A 2.6)

TU= — —
P Vaer Vi V50 V.60

AF7HA WEHEA el & Jig 2 Ax) T8]a HSRH e FAIA

oFe B, & FHeAY FYeAe RAS WWnYTE AFE

oot g eate] BA Wk HOWH

s HsHel o7 vlEREy A} of@ djolE Mol=AE HAl A
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4. AT

2 A= TPBE A83 AFE o E ot 4 ke
B wE HOWHF HSHR A 93 wWEetEd A3 zolE Bl
3t7] 918 A=A TPBE A FES AYste A o] 23
S AFsts A2 HI7HED O H(Courneya, 1995; Hausenblas,

o
o
T
i
_I

Carron, & Mack, 1997), = Ario)] A S ollo] Fl(Ajzen,

1985)0] 2719 AANYR ol - PHEA B el A Fuhol A B
3 we A7k AWHL gol, B ATe] BA A At
AoEn, B ATs A 20118977 Fuels SUE PR A

&3 Aol g WERREA AHEFIE - oI 20125 20153 7HA]
2 g3ty AFE YAk

1) TPB 7H&

Lo

TPBE Uzte] A5-& oldlsty d&Eshet]l F8shAl AMEE] &
21 ARS] A2l o] &<l o] A& 38 9] 0] E(theory of reasoned action:
Ajzen & Fishbein, 1980)2] 2H74-% ]%O]E} TPB+ 3F, &%, 3}
ol tig HE F8E R, AL
Hot TPBE AMgE©] ofd P58 she A 18 2 d5e
&y3te]= W5 E(behavioral intention)ol] o3&l AAE L, WFE+=
Al el tigh Bl E(acticude), 32 T (subjective norm), A|Z}
25 F Al(perceived behavioral control)ol] &3] AAEH &= AR At}
(Ajzen, 1985; Conner & Sparks, 2001). <1% 1>9l Yehd vie} 2ol
ANle] EA Fsel gt A 1 AF Aol gk Brle] I
2 FHE e 58 FAYY Zdd 7383 Ads 1
ARG 7o mEE 7% &85 Tl FHH FH S

o
S~

H

r 4 o

l‘&ﬂ

ﬂN
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HI

(& 1) TPB Z2&(Ajzen, 1991)

PEoso AHAQ dEMloz FAHHAT Ed o[ o]FF 3
Hol&olAe= AAEHA &ud MEd Az QFFAE Fs5 T
o] o4 % AT T AL Foljel iz Ads Tal=t, o] T
AMEe P5AEE T8 Avo FIFE vAE HEYE EE
A5 AAHZAA Aoz gty EoF TPRE HFFAEE
y5o AL dFHlez FA3ATH

B A= 1PBY 4 NG BRAY], S HE FHE 4,
A7te YeTAE Pzl vA= a9} Psg= F A7t
H PE5FAt Psol vAE EFHA7)E HOBHE I HSHHS] vE
45 Faste] vwstc

M~

M

2) Xtz +7 U ME

B AT 201597FA] 3ol A LEH TPBE

it
]
o
e
2
4
i
i

69



AFHFLAHOEAT, HM165 (2016E 12E)

gdoz AAAT AT dausSeE B AFst
& AT BA ] S(www.rissdu.net), TStEGHOAM AT
Al ALo] Ehetp://kiss.kstudy.com), &0 5 (http://www.earticle.net),
g mtio] DB Piatheep://www.dbpia.cokr), WEEITL 2F

oo o

(http://scholar.dkyobobook.co.kr), == (http://www.newnonmun.com) & =
W AT AT Ao AOISE o|gEel AT B3 AnE
ST AdEe A" PEEhol, ALH YFE)hol
A g -5(2]ol =, “Theory of Planned Behavior’, ‘TPB’ 59 HMAE
3l Uehte =S daow Ak

2]

AMo] A3} BF 464HES S 5 ‘°ibfﬂ, AT M= =5
TR 5 2 HE A A A=Y o3 2012) ©]
T gy =R AR ST 1 éﬂr 201197HA] 2xEE
=5 188 T} 20121 d0A 20158 437 AEH 276H =S 3S
T AAG o] J1LH FE =EF 533, TPBY BHo| Y= =E 12
A, dZAdFATE SAANY SAZEI I} old =E ¢H 5 71HY
ATEES AT 393HE gz B 04?01] Aest =8-S A3
= HAHL AH HAFHOE 20289 =EL o r BXS A}

A o] s HOWHES HH:AAEFQ] S(Borenstein et al., 2009)°] &
o] ¥WH3S CMA(Comprehensive Meta-Analysis)y ZZ 1S FAH 7/
9] BYE 53 HSHH-2 R programing language & statistical software(R
Development Core Team, 20119 psychometric 3 7) A (Fletcher, 2010)S
o gate] BAjakch

M
Ay

[ |

e =2 Zal/Hel 71F ¥ XEA2

3)

HI

HEREAE 913 A DAL ATFAS e AReIA Fudc
B ATE Fujold £9E TPBS AT =R e s
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TAHOR owgt Ul we} ojud =S EFeta, T ALt
REIE dEstd o 2ok

AR, TPBE A& AT7 AfE=Fo|ofok
o|23 i=ojete] AR GlA TPBE T
stk 41, TPBOlA ZHAsHE 718 A
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kl
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ftlo
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EE X3k #AE o
Fal lojof gt} TPBE Tk HIEW 34 11, X7E 3
BA T oA sty Jidelgts SAEHA @2 AT, Ee P59ds
U 5 FHHEJSE sl YA &L AT oHS AYsTh Al
A, HAEZ] FAE FAAAZ AT =ES Uz Tt
3] EA] 0]

4,
U FRIEARES B3 AAE AAEtL e A
ALlstAtt. B AATU FERYAA S o] &otke HEREA Wl o
PAE =2H 7]+ A THE]: Aloe & Becker, 2012; Becker &
Wu, 2007; Peterson & Brown, 2005), o2 WHEZH ElFAS FH5}1A
Xotal e AR B dAFdAE olE ALt o] HABelA
1589 =ES5 wiAE = Atk &, olE =& HEAE A7

oAl xR dEsle] dadA AdE 7 ¢ e AF st
of 2% £4& HassauA stk YA, PBE 7SS MEE
< E5F ARgSRaL QoL WIS AAEdEAE AskaL e A5
ghal s = VIR AaaATE obd S Wzt FRBAE
AL = A= ALdsiint. HsEHEA o7 HEREHL 7R
Aoz 47 @9le dA 2HE 2 7] WEeld oA
A, HOWHol 9§ wEHEA o] ¢ 22 A7 oA 59 B
ARE AAE O] Qo kg0 7}#3}\:}. SHANE HSHE o] A9 27

ool oheh 24 WM WASE BAH 0RE S
AalA Mol BAXE DU HePHol ST oA
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AT %
A 202 100.0
20001 o] A 2 1.0

49 s 2000 ~ 2004 16 8.1
2005 ~ 20093 44 22.0

2010 ~ 20159 140 68.9

U SAA 192 94.7
SAIFEA 10 53

AEALAFUA A 33 134

g ztEsyRAE 15 8.1

Z3A 178 et 24 13.4

Hopy A G/ 1Tz 41 22,0
A= 17 8.1

Sy 48 23.0

7€} 24 12.0

M ANE 4 A 203 3 2298 T EH A MK

23)% BT FAA WA 249S AE35te TPBE TS

8 AEETre anar)E HsPHe weE TP

=
olgd E=71E HOLH(A

o,

EX43 g=¢ PFo)= IAMESHH =456, HOWH=.500), T

74

S BAE
A L1~2 1400 o8 A=d 47
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HEtRA ZotoM SHN 27| Hel: sl - 27

()

ST} BIES - 0/ o] HT 24

(% 2) BRI BFol 1 olep2Y Zot 2 bl

o HEHEA 5 B
A e £ » o, o, 95% CI 80% CV
HSWH 456 033 182 432 ~ 479 224 ~ 688
HEdFols ———————— 240 77,99
HOWH 500 - - 471 ~ 527
Z=3hA . HSYW 402 036 191 377 ~ 426 157 ~ 646
ol — 240 77,114
YPso= HOWMY 438 - - 411 ~ 464
Azt H=ex.  HSTH 412 o 68 037 191 387 ~ 436 167 ~ .657
PFol= HOWMY 443 - S A16 ~ 469
Papan) HSWH 340 034 185 304 ~ 375 103 ~ .577
e ; ———— 110 35475
BESA-BE oy 392 - - 354 ~ 429
HS*H 469 036 189 432 ~ 505 227 ~ 711
Y= Py — 109 35741
HO®H 503 - - 456 ~ 547

ES; % EHA7), & EFHT] T o FEIDY), (Ti: T4 B FBAT WE, o0 F

4o
O}i
ol
u
o

3

E

A E2HAL, 95CL 95% AIB T3, 80%CV: 80% Al

2 3 PS5 HSTH =402, HOWH=438), AZH B554 9}
Y E=HSTH=1412, HOYH=.443), A7 PF5A2} YEHS
W =340, HOWH=392), FF=2} FFHSWH=.469, HOWH
=.503) 5 TPBolA 7Ig3la &= BE FA tis] HOWH o3
HEREY ARyl B3 oA 1# e HSHET o A YERd
I AU oleld A= HOWH I HSH O] ztolol] thgk 7]&9)
Z7H(o)l: Field, 2001; Johnson et al., 1995)3 YX|3h= ALz el

FHoatd olo] TANEe SHeAE HYY JAWAS vhg
}\ O _Otv]:-

o2 HSWHT HOBHE] Aol & Avingth FYee] AL
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o 52 25)% Hg3te] FaEglom, oFA WP TPB 7 T
9 e HOWE o8l AEH zzke] Awpas|eh W
LA SHAE 1T AS BULAATE ol§ste] Au
_’_":

t}. o]ol that éﬂ% <X 3>0| xil/\lﬂ o] S ed = Y

I A3 Hxe FFo|=HSHH =524, HOWH=500), &3 It
M3 5o =HSWH=472, HOWH=438), AZ4H FF5A} PF
O EHSWH =493, HOWH=.443), AZd FsTAt AsHSHH
=403, HO¥H=392), FTY=e FFHSWH=.538, HOY'H=.503)
S HSHH 93 A3yt HOWREY & Ao®E Yesth HSHHY
TS 3 Hogts BHATHS 1E S wof] vl SAHLLAA

HAD 49 ddem A Srksta AU ol di= HSW

(% 3) AR} FY2A S8 2o e ez 2o 3 8w

WEHEA
ZA ES, 3 ” o o, 95% CI 80% CV
g
HSWH 524 042205 497 ~ 550 261 ~ 786
HEdsds — 20 77,99
HOWH 500 - - 471 ~ 527
=g 7. HSH 472 074 272 437 ~ 507 124 ~ 820
ol —_— 217 77,114
Yol HOWY 438 - - 411 ~ 464
Azt HEEA.  HEW 493 065 255 460 ~ 525 166 ~ .819
o — 219 76843
PBEol= HOMMY 443 - - A16 ~ 469
Azte P5EA-  HSEH 403 044 209 363 ~ 443 136 ~ 670
e —————— 132 35475
A% HOWY 392 - - 354 ~ 429
HSWH 538 105 324 477 ~ 599 123 ~ 953
PFoEPyg ————— 104 35,741
HO®Y 503 - - 456 ~ 547

B T E3HAY, £ NE EHA) g, o BRI, 4 B FAS ¥, o, 7 W
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/)
FBAS FEHUAL, 95CL 95% AF TR, 80%CV: 80% Al
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HI

AS ARERE 7129 vElEA dTtel Akl H3 9, 20159 &
At AB/E HAFIIT

22 AAE HSHAA AAsE FAAIC wEl 8oF A

st o3 2t TPBAlA 7HEskE Bl=St AEolwe] #Alol o

& HF FF ABAFHE 45602 YERTE =3 FheAte =

AoAE HASIY FAHH AA HF AF(crue mean correlation)S

+ ¥ (Cohen, 1988)°] AA8h= E3=7] 4 7]l

nEd, & G35 zte AeR 4T & Aok son FATIE

(261-.786)9 A1 0& EFsIAL A omg Hxol 909 o]/do] A3
S Holal 9} Aoz S 4= ot 18y WEHRA ] £3}

=2

o] 3] e Ate} iﬂgi}ﬂ] o8l 5.05%
AReH, YA oF 959 WFS e <l ol
AWEa ok mEbA dEIQF U E(Hunter & Schmide, 2004)%]
7% THE A8 B FhHow zUueld] o@ BHo| Be
sohm SAE 5 AUk

8 JBBA
wro] nis|

§“
yo i
fo
e
__>|4_¢1

E§ B A7E eE 52 Adsn Ewol @ wrve
o deEA WA 5 Qe BHY RS AAsne A%
= st & ERAgel JALHE AFeAA] s 2Aw

A o

(Rosenthal, 1979)9] A B (fle drawer analysis)Z} Z2w7] 1™HE
o] &3t A GMT BAe B B meHEdo A3E Fa3sl]
AalMe 43 B o 5H FEES| EAEIF sk ZeE U
EF Chfail-safe N=231,951 ~ 1,896,667). & 73 22 AAA AFE
Bl A7te AETAL} PFo=el et AA d dde] He B
ATAHE FEZ 3] YsliEe EH/3717F ool AY IR &
< EEEE ME AFel A4 231.951707F EAE ok gt
wEbA] oAl TPB TA/NERES] Al gk &3 37 A
o] £A7F EAE] oJHoa & 5 Utk
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(E 4) HSYHol| 23t TPB miEZA 2ot

A 3 N P SD, 80V 95%Cl  9Var r  SD SN

ATT-INT 240 77,996 524 205 .261~786  .497~.550 5.05 456 .182 1,896,667

SN-INT 240 77,114 472 272 124~820  437~507 345 402 191 1,389,344

PBC-INT 240 76,843 493 255 .166~.819  .460~.525 399 412 191 1,389,797

PBC-BEH 110 34375 403 209 .136~.670  .363~.443 576 340 .185 231,951

INT-BEH 109 35,741 538 324 .123~953  477~599 203 469 189 374,935

ATT: 5] g Blx, sN: =844 579, pBC AZ4E 584, INT: 5%, BEH: A, £ /N2
anar) &, N AA ARE pr FHE AA HFre sore), SDp AA A AR FAHE mEA
2k 80%Cv: A M Aol AT INcredibility interval), 95%CL AA A4 @ Hol 95% AT
ZHconfidence interval), %Var: FAIZ AF=ol o& A== WF] HE, r: BEIVE 7FEA @

B VAT, sp: FHLA WES AAT § W FWATY] REUAL N ARTVNE 00
Z 7E7] Y3l 3 NE AT (fail-safe N)

Fe A¥E A3 TPBOllA ZHEEAL (= H=o A9

% il
=37 ;pﬂ_,)r EgE/]E x]ﬁg 6g£5xﬂ,o4 33%9]_1-_; ;{]21‘»15]_ &)

3l TR B AT HEs FEos, AFo|xst 6354 wA
gk Z)7] 2ol
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FunnelPlot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z

Pso|=-Ps WA

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z
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The Effects of Statistical Artifacts on Outcomes in
Meta-Analysis: The Comparative Analysis of Hedges-Olkin
and Hunter-Schmidt Meta-Analytic Approaches

Lee, Byoungkwan
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This study attempted to review and compare two major meta-analytic
approaches, the Hedges and Olkin approach and the Hunter and Schmidt
approach, in the aspects of meta-analytic methodology. The basic methodological
assumptions and characteristics between the two approaches were also discussed
in terms of the analytic techniques, methodological procedures, and
interpretations of the results. In addition, the two meta-analyses of the theory
of planned behavior, one of the major social cognitive theories, were conducted.
Based on the results, Fisher’'s z-transformation, effect size estimation,
heterogeneity assessment, correction for sampling error and measurement error,

and confidence interval and creditability interval were discussed.

Key words : meta-analysis, statistical artifacts, Hedges-Olkin meta-analysis, Hunter-

Schmidt meta-analysis, Theory of Planned Bebavior
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