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3.8809 6.7E2 939 4323 T.437 144 17.6% -0.06 [-0.18, 0.05]
2,333 2.004 112 1 0.0001 114 121% 0.632 [0.36, 0.90]
1.33 0.7a r2 1.26 062 74 10.2% 010022, 0.43]
3 3.7584 114 2 BBY a.7a 124 1245% 0.09[-0.17,0.34]
2.333 3114 30 2687 3114 30 6.1% -0.11 [F0.81, 0.40]
4244 1 100.0% 0.10 [-0.05, 0.25] -
T T T
?’Dq -0.8 -0.25 u] 0.25

el b
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.03; ChiF=23.41,df=7 (P=0.001); F=
Test for overall effect: Z=1.28(F =0.20)
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#—1EE () BEAR A% HEAH AN (%) ss%fEEEm | BEhRswAEEM |
Chapman ( 2011 ) 129 163 125 160 103 106[062,181] ——
Cuper( 2013) 171 246 125 160 112 064[040,101] S
Curtis ( 2015) 89 135 109 146 105 066 [0.80,204] —_—
de Graaff ( 2013) 696 939 328 444 138 101[0.78,131] —
de Graaff ( 2014) 66 112 61 114 103 125[074,211] T
Kaddoum ( 2012) 54 72 54 74 78  1.11[053,233] ——
Kim ( 2012) 39 54 38 57 71 130[058,293] ——
Perry( 2011) A4 61 49 62 69  069[030,157] S —
Rothbart ( 2015) 51 114 90 124 102  031[018,05] ——
Sun(2013) 17 30 10 30 52 262[092,746]
van der Woude ( 2013 ) 27 43 23 45 67  161[069.378] e
o 1383 1969 1012 1416 100 0.90[067,121]
=R Tl =015 Chi = 28 81, df = 10 (p = 001): I = 65% : M 1' 1 é

MEEEE G ITRLYMEE R

ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂl:ﬁ Z= ﬂﬁ?{p 50)
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STALSMRAE AR e mEws | R
MAZ FEA @Al (%) sefmEm | BEERoswEEEM
BEREHT © B HERNEAT 1 |
Graaff (2013) 125 260 42 100 425  128[080,204] ire
el 2 53 23 53 280  1.58[0.73,3.39] —r—
Kaddoum ( 2012 ) 6 10 9 18 103 150[031,719] _
Kim ( 2012) 14 24 5 20 139  420[1.15,1537] —
van der Woude { 2013 ) 8 16 1 13 54  1200[125,11536]
FHERT 182 363 ] 04 1000 183 [1.06,318] <5
EEMERE : Taw’ =013; Chi’ =609, df=4(p= 19). I =

H =

AEEREHT Tl <388

Chapman ( 2011 ) 7 51 34 56 140 1.71[0.76,3.87] —
ETNER! 7 86 52 99 206 109[061,194] .-

Curtis ( 2015) 18 43 31 50 136 0.44[0.19,101] —

de Graaff (2013) 210 344 108 173 285  094[0.65,137] a

de Graaff ( 2014) 19 39 15 38 122 1.46[0.59,3.60] —+—

Kaddoum ( 2012) 7 10 11 13 32 042[006,321] _

van der Woude ( 2013 ) 14 23 8 23 80  292[088,967] | S

AR 352 596 == 452 1000  1.07[0.73,156] &

EEERE T’ =009; Chi’ =991 df=6(p= 13
SHEEA : Z=035(@= 72

KRR fBE > 85 B
Cuper( 2013) 3 40 21 28 176 078[026,231] —

i -l 5 166 45 68 579 1.15 [0.63,2.10]
de Graaff (2014 ) 18 36 19 36 245 0.89 [0.35,226] %

FAEE 161 242 32 1000 101 [0.64,1.60]
BT : Tau® =000; Chi® =047, df=2 (p= 79

SHEEAE, : Z=005 (p= 96)
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F—1EE (F0) %)  95%fAEEM FER 9% AR EM
Chapman ( 2011) .;nm_n.nwn_m_l.m_lzso 0.00 [-0.00, 0.004]

Cuper( 2013) 1333 0746 248 1333 0746 236 0.00[-013,013] ‘T

Curtis ( 2015) 1580 1070 135 1430 1070 146 167 0.15[-0.10,0.40]

de Graaff (2013) 3889 6763 939 4333 7437 444 34 044[-126,037]

de Graaff (2014) 2333 3004 112 1000 00001 114 65 133[078, 189] _
Kaddoum(2012) 1330 0750 72 1260 0620 74 182 007[-0.15,029]

Rothbart(2015) 3000 3754 114 2667 3750 124 26 033[-062,129]

Sun (2013) 2333 3114 30 2667 3114 30 10 -033[-191,124]

Rt 1813 1338 100.0| 0.11[-0.05,0.8] ) |

B RRE ¢ Ta =002 Chit= 2559, df=1 (o = 0006).

SHEEIR : Z=139@=17

F=73% \
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