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ABSTRACT

A Repletion Approach for the Traditional Meta Analysis

Sung-Sam Oh

(Professor, Kon Kuk University)

Any statistical procedure or approach can be misused or abused. Most of the
criticisms of quantitative approaches were objections to the misuse or abuse, real or
potential, of meta-analysis. A number of problems in conducting a quantitative
review have been pointed out. Meta-analysts have developed a number of ways to
analytically approach many of these problems merit the thoughtful attention of the
quantitative reviewer. But, some of these issues are not analytical but conceptual
in nature.

Regarding this issue, this article focused on as a repletion study or make up
study for the weak point of traditional meta analysis technique. As the study of
repletion for the traditional meta-analysis, summarizing of the strengths and the
weaknesses of meta -analysis were introduced to deal with analysis issues and
strategies in this paper.

This study as a repletion approach for the traditional meta analysis focused
how to deal with the effect size adjustments, analysis of heterogeneous distributions
of effect size, analysis of statistically dependent effect sizes, confidence interval, and
homogeneity test, analysis of heterogeneous distributions of effect size, weighted
regression analysis and additional analysis issues such as validity and reliability on
meta-analysis.

Finally, quantifying methods for the qualitative research results were
introduced.

Key Words : meta-analysis
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