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The purpose of this study is to synthesize empirical studies on innovative behavior conducted on Korean
corporate employees through meta-analysis and to systematically identify the factors that influence
innovative behavior. The factors that had the greatest effect on innovative behavior were identified in
the following order: absorption ability, workplace spirituality, job stress recovery experience, speech
behavior, learning agility, innovation performance, creativity, creative self-efficacy, informal learning,
and motivation. Furthermore, dividing the influencing factors into individual, job, and organizational
dimensions confirmed that in order the individual, job, and organizational dimension factors had great
influence on innovative behavior. Differences were also found depending on the type of company, as in
private sector companies team trust, absorption ability, workplace spirituality, job stress recovery
experience, and speech behavior were more important, while in public sector companies, job crafting,
creativity, self-directed learning, positive psychological capital, and suitability of supervisors were more
important. This study contributed to the expansion of research on innovative behavior and provided clues
on what factors should be focused on to improve innovative behavior in Korean companies.
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N

rr

=5

HN

8|

§2
=
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mlo

3.4.3 24 A5

Hedges®} Olkin(1985)°] #|¢t
Q#tez A FtolAlF X
gtk BEA AS 23, Qitol BAHCE F93)
w7 AFse] ERA F4 sivte M
71748t (Borenstein et al., 2021).
Higgins £(2003)7} Akt [*EA &) 9lom <
T3 olAA Axe A7E FHIY. P F &
HA7] FAF F o)A R Qg AA ZHAT] ¢
wAre] AAletE W&ol 0odlA 100% Atelo] gk
< 7P PRkl whet 25%, 50%, 15% 7152
2 ool v, F1L, iﬂ%‘% gtk (Higgins
et al., 2003). Q& I rEste] BAIA o]
AGE HES T A7) %@"é% e W= 1
2 2728 (fixed effect model)& A3k o] 2A]

< 7H e wle Y483 %28 (random effect model)

S Abgake] WEREAS AAlETH( QA4 2002).
WHERRYE NEAFAN 5 EE] T2
ohal U BTl +2H Aew & ? e o

g =

1334

., 2021). ¥ REA g
IAE ABE W 97 b A7 AolE 993
W o]t (DerSimonian & Laird, 2015: Schulze,
2007).

3.4.4 594 7P St 24

U4 7P e sl A=A s ol
o A3E Adveta e A 2T vEEN
< N AFEe] SR A2k 7P kAR st
AT=olA el Z3ta718 Baske 45 AR
H AR7F e R AR di] 534 7MY
of giutdnt, 594 7P Awte o] Hel 3 o
T glAM sl gatarE Addet He A

BT Fel AR o] 2rHsit. o 2AIE

3143171 S8l Cooper(2015)7F AIAI 3 4] 9]
ol WS &t B4 @9 ols2 HA &
HA27] EAF s #4024 B9 E 2elet

= Aot} B A AH §337|2 33 o
o BA T2 3w Y B4
A Q2 slo] 2pge] £48

=
L
i 594 K 9 BAE Ads

v
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(36.0%), HAkerel=o] T8 (12.1%), St=A17t
3349 (51.9%) o= Yelgtt. dydes 19994
7 20001 22 199 AFER AlFste] 2021
doll= 1113 (17.2%), 20229+= 58H(9.0%)
o] AF-Eo] F=tt. 19999 5H 20057k ]
AT7F 169(2.5%), 200635FH 20108744 &
T7F 579 (8.9%), 2011958 20156714 A7}
1469(22.7%), 20163FH 20204744 A57F
256%(39.8%), 20213} 20224 4771 169
U(26.2%) o2 AU 79| E & 200
o] 300 w|¥te] 233%(36.2%) % 71 B,
300 ©]/d 400 m|rto] 17991(27.8%), 100 ©]%
200 wlgto] 74 (11.5%), 400 /¢ 500 W]tz
500 ©]/ 1000 w]gte] 62%(9.6%), 1000 ©]/do]
319(4.8%), 100 mgto] 3%(0.5%) &% LRSI,

ATFEe 299 135S 98] Funnel Plot %
HE AFEsle] @lelgith. Funnel Plote] X&F2

89371 (Hedges's g), =
o AFEEY] AAAR BxE AT */F
(Figure 2)¢} #Z°] Funnel P
25 oA 2HE gl ¢ ‘”E} E‘Jﬁsﬂ
SAE 7 AFEo
5 z

4.1.3 g337) ¥4 A3

4.1.3.1 24 Y5 JgF= F=
P aA7]

2 ATE A vERA Y] AA B o dTE
9] $(k)E % 64490 AA TE F£(N)E 2,294
olt}, 71 ALY FalA Yol 9F
FE 20l9 A4 FFaFHA7|(ES) ¥ TAA
A3} thy (Table 5)9 2t} BAXHCR 3
S 98 5849 A4S A, Q2 33038.252¢]
ZH’T (AN 7} 643, patel folatezn B9 2y
o] FZHA%E AFME 71439

aelo A

~
_

o oY o
o obJ

il

rﬁh

2HEH ZE

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Hedges's g

0.0

0.1 e}

Standard Error
o
)

o
w

0.4

Hedges's g

(Figure 2) Funnel Plot
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(Table by A Wr=n37| ¥ 52N Z#E Zo} (Hedges's g)
95% CI )
model k N ES SE I Q df
Lower | Upper
fixed 644 | 2,294 | 0.843 | 0.002 | 0.839 | 0.848 es
98.054 | 33038.252 643
random 644 | 2,294 | 1.011 | 0.016 | 0.980 | 1.042

k=9A7% 5, N=Alg <, ES(effect size)

Cl(confidence interval) =187}, [2=Higgins, I** Q=Cochrane’s Q test, df=2+f%

Al gk, weka 2 dgeig A9
ol t2vty B3 7 g3 BEgo
(Borensein et al., 2013).
skt 7)1 AL gilA zsg% o
99 AA FgEsnarl= 1.0112 0.8% 2
q3ar|gk & 4 I (Cohen, 2013). 95%
7 0.9805 5}_ 02 1.0428 4gte 2 o
AT 02 23FeHA] Fol BAHRE F9
g Ao G oA HA S faE B4
A3, (Table 5)¢ o] AA| £4F 5 A A+
Bako] W&ol 129 gro] 98.054% Yeh} 7+ o
F9437]7} 98.05%% o|FAYLE & 4 Sk
Zy AFe] g3t3717F 98.05% % o)A Aol
14 4= 9ok (Higgins & Green, 2011).
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o
fo e
i ore & o
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oS ot
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W o et
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o

[

y r\o
ol

tu

4.1.3.2 8418 &3} IF8e 23477
44 A5 BAZF Qe 1457 9% &

#37]% thy (Table 6>ﬂr 2 g4 o 7}
A A4 9IS mAE o

FUAA, a4, By, R B,
FAeFe £o ERlESITt. Z#A7171 0.8 o4
Zaar)) ez ¥ 29o] 1017H, 0.4~0.8 1
RFIAT) o2 Y 9ol 3274, 0.4 mlgt

egar)) ez & g9lo] 12712 gelEnt

—

2
o

L

1336

=38337](Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =%+ 2.3},
***p

*k

(.001

1
2 39l }E}. %%:_“é 4"7Ur Qb7 2768.
o] pgkol FolstmE 1457 Jaa9L o]

AQ A4, A% A4, 24 A9 4FaTel 3

FEH}A7)E T (Table T3} 204,
9125 BREANTT) BAAME 9Fad 2
A £727] wEe 99 vE P ADG F R
1A A

Mtk B4 Ad, 7F Aol g3t37
A(ES=1.163)°] 7} 2A Yehgn agLoz

[¢]
27 2 (ES=1.133), 24 A (ES=0.959)9]
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(Table 6) SMA WEnt Jtel 7F FNF7|(EF7|E)

oy 95% CI

no g3kgol k ES SE Lower Upper Z D

1 Fred 7 1.906 0.297 1.325 2.487 6.425%** 0.000
2 AdH 94 3 1.888 0.512 0.884 2.893 3.685"** 0.000
& 2 AE A3 57 E 4 1.835 0.154 1.534 2.137 11.933*** 0.000
4 EisiiES 3 1.822 0.214 1.403 2.242 8.519"** 0.000
5 SERAA 25 1.814 0.109 1.602 2.027 16.716™** 0.000
6 EREES 3 1.804 0.553 0.719 2.888 3.260™* 0.001
7 ol 32 1.771 0.130 1.516 2.027 13.582%** 0.000
8 A AR 257 9 1.744 0.202 1.348 2.141 8.627"** 0.000
9 T8 6 1.730 0.332 1.079 2.380 5.211%%* 0.000
10 5715 4 1.656 0.203 1.258 2.054 8.152%** 0.000
11 ARt =y~ 9 1.637 0.166 1.312 1.961 9.889*** 0.000
12 BRI 5 1.622 0.257 1.118 2.126 6.305%** 0.000
13 FEA 8 1.537 0.193 1.158 1.915 7.950%** 0.000
14 2| 453 5H 4 1.531 0.074 1.387 1.676 20.733*** 0.000
15 A7 F gy 3 1.513 0.165 1.189 1.837 9.158"** 0.000
16 5D 6 1.493 0.068 1.360 1.627 21.957*** 0.000
17 AgalF 8 1.464 0.111 1.246 1.682 13.150™** 0.000
18 S5 B A|SFA 9 1.451 0.114 1.228 1.674 12.769"** 0.000
19 A &8 4 1.435 0.188 1.067 1.803 7.6427** 0.000
20 A4 EE 3 1.430 0.090 1.253 1.607 15.837*** 0.000
21 22538 3 1.425 0.417 0.608 2.242 3.419%* 0.001
22 22} 3 1.420 0.134 1.156 1.683 10.573%** 0.000
23 Z2Y4 14 1.399 0.127 1.150 1.647 11.020%** 0.000
24 293 3 1.397 0.074 1.252 1.541 18.931%** 0.000
25 2| A 9] 103 1.388 0.058 1.274 1.503 23.757*** 0.000
26 dojofn] 14 1.382 0.114 1.159 1.605 12.160%** 0.000
27 7 2 914 A1 e 6 1.381 0.055 1.274 1.488 25.285%** 0.000
28 YA 4 E7] 17 1.368 0.097 1.178 1.558 14.101"** 0.000
29 2| A 3} 20 1.366 0.087 1.195 1.536 15.687*** 0.000
30 o 7] 85 5 1.359 0.173 1.020 1.698 7.853*** 0.000
31 T3 EAHET 9 1.355 0.050 1.256 1.454 26.868*** 0.000
32 A B A 85 1.347 0.057 1.234 1.459 23.474*** 0.000
33 g 25 1.346 0.097 1.156 1.535 13.944%** 0.000
34 R Ere 7 1.340 0.210 0.928 1.753 6.369*** 0.000
35 22 7| HEAFgA 8 1.321 0.118 1.089 1.552 11.176%** 0.000
36 2| A g 16 1.272 0.088 1.100 1.443 14.524%** 0.000
37 ZA A A 20 1.271 0.084 1.107 1.435 15.184%** 0.000
38 Za) g 39 1.260 0.126 1.014 1.507 10.010%** 0.000
39 2] 2 0194 5 1.255 0.390 0.491 2.019 3.220™* 0.001
40 R EERS 6 1.253 0.203 0.854 1.651 6.161"** 0.000

k=Atdl 4=, ES(effect size) =& 37 (Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =% 22}, Cl(confidence interval) =417t
Z=Fisher's Z, *p (.05, **p (.01, “*p{.001
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(Table 6) 4IH Wt Jeel 2F FNF7|(237|E) (H5)

0,

no g3kgol k ES SE Lowzfé CIIJpper 7 D

41 AR Y F 38 1.240 0.076 1.091 1.389 16.345%** 0.000
42 i 44 1.236 0.065 1.109 1.362 19.145%** 0.000
43 2| 2 AA 6 1.213 0.128 0.963 1.463 9.503*** 0.000
44 2|8 T 61 1.207 0.061 1.087 1.326 19.759%** 0.000
45 AT T4 51 1.188 0.059 1.072 1.303 20.149*** 0.000
46 A7 A% 14 1.184 0.167 0.856 1.511 7.086"** 0.000
47 B 26 1.175 0.054 1.068 1.282 21.615*** 0.000
48 LR 7 1.166 0.168 0.838 1.495 6.962*** 0.000
49 AY4YsHE 101 1.164 0.043 1.079 1.249 26.801%** 0.000
50 Z241%] 12 1.158 0.115 0.932 1.384 10.036*** 0.000
51 oA 5 1.144 0.148 0.855 1.433 7.753%* 0.000
52 A7 G573t 44 1.135 0.100 0.939 1.330 11.385%** 0.000
53 7197144l 18 1.127 0.082 0.967 1.287 13.799*** 0.000
54 7194 % 3 1.120 0.241 0.647 1.593 4.645%* 0.000
55 QAR A HAA 4 1.119 0.159 0.806 1.431 7.020%** 0.000
56 ZA e 11 1.093 0.094 0.908 1.277 11.605%** 0.000
57 3| EeEA 8 1.090 0.262 0.578 1.603 4.168*"* 0.000
58 PR 7 1.089 0.134 0.826 1.352 8.118*** 0.000
59 B! 14 1.088 0.132 0.830 1.347 8.260*** 0.000
60 A= 4 1.084 0.140 0.809 1.359 7.722%** 0.000
61 ol 72|t 4 10 1.076 0.113 0.855 1.297 9.562%"* 0.000
62 KR 20 1.063 0.113 0.842 1.285 9.415*** 0.000
63 A st 4 1.062 0.136 0.796 1.328 7.832%** 0.000
64 2 E4 104 1.059 0.048 0.966 1.153 222747 0.000
65 gl 7 1.045 0.189 0.674 1.416 5.522%** 0.000
66 Uk s 6 1.036 0.079 0.881 1.191 13.089*** 0.000
67 I FE 10 0.982 0.044 0.896 1.067 22.452%** 0.000
68 TMX 11 0.970 0.095 0.783 1.157 10.176*** 0.000
69 U 8 0.970 0.216 0.546 1.394 4.486*"* 0.000
70 YAl 73} 46 0.966 0.057 0.854 1.078 16.884*** 0.000
71 AEs} 10 0.962 0.107 0.753 1.172 9.000*** 0.000
72 T EEY 47 0.958 0.051 0.858 1.058 18.847*** 0.000
73 bR 8 0.955 0.095 0.769 1.142 10.037*** 0.000
74 ZAA Y914 62 0.949 0.057 0.836 1.061 16.547*** 0.000
75 ZEHAZEH 3 0.945 0.097 0.755 1.135 9.743*** 0.000
76 e84 3 0.935 0.135 0.670 1.200 6.911%" 0.000
77 =R 6 0.918 0.277 0.376 1.461 3.318** 0.001
78 LiERERI=RY 103 0.913 0.037 0.842 0.985 24.942%** 0.000
79 27 %24 %9 5 0.906 0.346 0.227 1.585 2.615*" 0.009
80 B 3 0.906 0.114 0.682 1.129 7.948"** 0.000

k=Atdl 4=, ES(effect size) =& 37 (Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =% 22}, Cl(confidence interval) =417t
Z=Fisher's Z, *p (.05, **p (.01, **p ( .001
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(Table 6) 4IH Wt Jeel 2F FNF7|(237|E) (H5)

02
ook
r
r

s 95% CI

no A2 k | BS | SB |ttt Z P
81 W e g 15 | 0.900 | 0.039 | 0.823 | 0.977 | 22.893"* | 0.000
82 AR AA %S 4 0898 | 0612 | -0.301 | 2.097 1.469 0.142
83 AFA= 3 | 0.890 | 0.094 | 0.705 | 1.075 9.435"* | 0.000
84 LMX 49 | 0886 | 0.045 | 0.798 | 0.974 | 19.718 | 0.000
85 ] 3 | 0.882 | 0.090 | 0.706 | 1.057 9.826" | 0.000
86 245N 4 0880 | 0123 | 0.639 | 1.120 7.170°" | 0.000
87 FRRE] 25 | 0.879 | 0.086 | 0.711 | 1.047 | 10.256"" | 0.000
88 AR 43 | 0874 | 0.041 | 0.793 | 0.956 | 21.102" | 0.000
89 AeA 14 | 0.874 | 0.075 | 0.727 | 1.020 | 11.695"" | 0.000
90 Fo o] 8 | 0868 | 0.066 | 0.739 | 0.997 | 13.195 | 0.000
91 AR 14 [ 0.861 | 0.081 | 0701 | 1.021 | 10.573"" | 0.000
92 A&7 4 | 0856 | 0079 | 0.701 | 1.012 | 10811 | 0.000
93 ERA TS 16 | 0.846 | 0.198 | 0457 | 1.235 4262 | 0.000
94 42527 16 | 0.833 | 0.092 | 0652 | 1.014 9.027°* | 0.000
9 ERLLD 6 | 0824 | 0.025 | 0.774 | 0.873 | 32.387" | 0.000
96 A E T 21 | 0.820 | 0.102 | 0621 | 1.019 8.076"* | 0.000
97 ERES YRR 4 | 0811 | 0122 | 0573 | 1.050 6.666"" | 0.000
98 ERELIER 47 | 0.805 | 0.059 | 0.688 | 0.921 | 13.564" | 0.000
99 B 13 | 0.804 | 0.083 | 0.641 | 0.966 9.678"* | 0.000
100 4757 5 | 0.803 | 0.397 | 0.024 | 1.582 2.020° | 0.043
101 EERR Bk 5 | 0.796 | 0.152 | 0497 | 1.094 5.223" | 0.000
102 CAAAE~ 4 [ 0781 | 0.150 | 0488 | 1.074 5.217* | 0.000
103 FelEst 9 [ 0780 | 0.123 | 0539 | 1.021 6.343"* | 0.000
104 A 25 8 | 0766 | 0.176 | 0420 | 1.111 4.346™ | 0.000
105 =444 4 [ 0762 | 0.127 | 0514 | 1.010 6.019°* | 0.000
106 R 11 | 0.755 | 0.129 | 0.503 | 1.007 5.875" | 0.000
107 REELELD) 47 | 0.735 | 0.051 | 0634 | 0.835 | 14.337"" | 0.000
108 A5 3 | 0.729 | 0.149 | 0437 | 1.020 4,894 | 0.000
109 AL 18 | 0.725 | 0.085 | 0.559 | 0.892 8.535"° | 0.000
110 Fhel 2okl e 4 14 [ 0.720 | 0.094 | 0.536 | 0.904 7.671°" | 0.000
111 Y 3 | 0.717 | 0.141 | 0441 | 0.993 5.090°* | 0.000
112 423473 14 [ 0.713 | 0.095 | 0527 | 0.898 75327 | 0.000
113 £aAd 7 | 0703 | 0.088 | 0531 | 0.875 8.005"* | 0.000
114 ZANEAE 3 | 0691 | 0.049 | 059 | 0787 | 14.061"" | 0.000
115 A% 6 | 0687 | 0.217 | 0262 | 1.113 3164 | 0.002
116 =4334 82 | 0.682 | 0.035 | 0614 | 0.750 | 19.691" | 0.000
117 EIEDERY 7 | 0674 | 0.145 | 0339 | 0.959 4636 | 0.000
118 I3 10 | 0.674 | 0.076 | 0526 | 0.822 8.925"* | 0.000
119 2R 3 | 0672 | 0.264 | 0.154 | 1.190 2.541° | 0.011
120 Z o] 6 | 0671 | 0.083 | 0509 | 0.834 8.103"* | 0.000

k=A 4, ES(effect size) =& #=7](Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =%F 2}, Cl(confidence interval) =212 F7F,
Z=Fisher's Z, *p (.05, **p (.01, **p(.001
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(Table 6) 8418 #Fn d&eol 7t Zu37|(E037|F) (HIF)
no gaFaql k ES SE 2o (O 7 D
Lower Upper
121 AR A A 7 0.666 | 0.134 0.404 0.928 4.975%* 0.000
122 347 3 0.624 | 0.305 0.027 1.222 2.048* 0.041
123 A & 38 0.584 | 0.078 0.431 0.737 7.490*** 0.000
124 THHgEd 5 0.577 0.188 0.209 0.946 3.071%* 0.002
125 Ay A oA 9 0.552 0.119 0.319 0.784 4.656%* 0.000
126 7 735} 8 0.527 0.176 0.182 0.871 2.999*" 0.003
127 A A2H 4 17 0.493 0.113 0.272 0.714 4,377 0.000
128 8284 3 0.466 | 0.406 -0.331 1.262 1.146 0.252
129 e 3 0.382 | 0.220 -0.049 0.813 1.739 0.082
130 A E3} 17 0.381 0.092 0.201 0.561 4.156%* 0.000
131 9] 5 0.376 | 0.235 -0.085 0.838 1.599 0.110
132 71ER A = 9 0.340 | 0.030 0.281 0.400 11.190*** 0.000
133 A7 AR E 7 5 0.221 0.187 -0.145 0.586 1.182 0.237
134 EERTA 4 0.178 | 0.388 -0.582 0.938 0.459 0.646
135 HALS 4 0.157 0.374 -0.576 0.890 0.420 0.675
136 s 3 0.007 0.233 -0.449 0.464 0.031 0.975
137 2 BAEY A 15 ] -0.054 | 0.095 -0.241 0.132 -0.570 0.569
138 A5 4 -0.099 | 0.078 -0.253 0.054 -1.266 0.205
139 AR A A 2 6 -0.281 | 0.155 -0.584 0.023 -1.813 0.070
140 oA % 12 | -0.380 | 0.067 -0.512 -0.249 -5.661**" 0.000
141 o WxA 3 -0.405 | 0.232 -0.860 0.050 -1.745 0.081
142 AZ Az 3 -0.447 | 0.309 -1.052 0.158 -1.447 0.148
143 ZAY 459 5 -0.541 | 0.155 -0.844 -0.237 -3.489*** 0.000
144 FAAE 8 -0.584 | 0.275 -1.123 -0.044 -2.121* 0.034
145 H A A= 3 -0.869 | 0.295 -1.446 -0.291 -2.949** 0.003
o 2,294
k=~ 4= ES(effect size) =& 37 (Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =% 23}, Cl(confidence interval) =417t
Z=Fisher's Z, *p (.05, **p (.01, ***p (.001
(Table 7 7Hel, AT, =2 A HAEW37|(E01=37|%)
0,
T k N ES SE 95% Cl 7 Q df
Lower | Upper

M 2 52 706 1.163 | 0.021 | 1.122 | 1.203 56.314"**

A5 244 21 388 1.133 | 0.024 | 1.087 | 1.179 48.185%** 67.931%** 2

x4 A4 72 1,200 | 0.959 | 0.013 | 0.934 | 0.984 75.660%**

=980 0l 4 N=AH 4, ES(effect size) =& 3=7](Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =%F23},

I(confidence interval)

1340

=M 37t, Z=z value9} zkol that p-value, Q=Cochrane’s Q test, df =A%, ***p (.001
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o= Yedrt 37} A9e B 48770 02
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Qb7F 375.721°]2 p#te]l 0.0002.2 froste=z

1474 &L folm|g Aol 7}

o= Hoa 3o

A AN—

A A Ak, AR A, 24 Akde] 147 3

9354

Y a7l the (Table 8)7 2t

A 23, A Ao s A - 7125, BF)

5y

=t

Q0 & ooE =
»
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fuj

N, 1

3
ge lo -
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(&1, 571, 7k,
q2a7171 glE

O

(Table 8) 7Hel, AT, =AY stO18Y HrEn37[(Z0t37|
ol 4912 k | BS | sE o 7 p
Lower | Upper
A4 - 7=(EE, d5) 218 1.262 | 0.042 | 1.180 | 1.343 30.1717** | 0.000
N = (&, 571, 7)) 464 1.125 0.024 1.078 1.172 46.848*** | 0.000
24014, §4) 24 1.007 | 0.132 | 0.747 | 1.266 7.605"** | 0.000
e 20 1.366 | 0.087 | 1.195 | 1.536 15.687*** | 0.000
A 25 = 219 1.351 0.033 1.285 1.416 40.427*** | 0.000
o A5 120 0.851 | 0.029 | 0.794 | 0.908 29.119*** | 0.000
R GE 29 0.538 | 0.066 | 0.407 | 0.668 8.086™* | 0.000
o< - T 141 1.235 0.037 1.162 1.308 33.189"** | 0.000
BA - Q% 27 1.111 | 0.120 | 0.875 | 1.347 9.227*** | 0.000
224 E3} 378 0.949 | 0.024 | 0.903 | 0.995 40.385*"** | 0.000
23 BRERY 434 0.928 0.019 0.891 0.965 49.150*** | 0.000
AL BE2 " A9 153 0.891 | 0.029 | 0.833 | 0.948 30.261*** | 0.000
QA - Mu 2 40 0.786 | 0.063 | 0.663 | 0.909 12.513*** | 0.000
z49] 244 g9 27 0.603 0.083 0.440 0.766 7.241*** | 0.000
Eiv 2,294
k=At 4°, ES(effect size) =& #27](Hedge's g), SE(standard error) =%%923}, Cl(confidence interval) =412 73

Z=Fisher's Z, *p (.05, **p (.01, **p (.001
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