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“The fundamental premise of meta-analytic interpretation is
that all available primary research findings, typically in the
form of basic descriptive statistics, provide data for estimating
the overall observed finding about a given treatment or
condition across studies sharing a research focus. Meta-
analysis enables this estimate by primary research data
according to a common scale.”

(Norris and Ortega, 2000, p.426).




AT ElE?

EAOLVES

il

l
HERFEOR L

l
T—9DRG




A GO FiE%E T, FHurvEfE ] 2375 58 O Fah

52558 % 2EEOREOMRGI .. BHEI . 1-HE
XDBEDPSTHTT 5,







ST ERRE

HHT R 2 7o 25 A D FE6 1
THo TV WS DHEEIZEERT

(1) "\EIHMmMLITSH
(2) #EBHIHME LT Bh,

(3) IEfESH R LT DD







T— 5N

FATNREDF F7747 « LEa—
ERIC

Annual Review of English Language Education

ORI IX EGEAH - B B

JACET Journal

JALT Journal

ALHEE YR 2R




(1) OSEREY RV

(2) ERERISHE+FHE vs. EEDH

(3) fsS. \MHMS, IEHES

(4) YU 7IVYA X, FIME, RERETIEHE




T — % DY

Crookes, 1989
Ortega, 1999

Yuan and Ellis, 2003

Bl - #2005

Elder and Iwashita, 2005

Fujimori, 2005

Tavakoli and Skehan, 2005
Kawauchi, 2005
Fujita, 2007

Mochizuki and Ortega,
2008

W, 2009




T — % DY

xK1. BRMROERRT Y1 >

5%

e

=
mft

treatment

Crookes
Ortega
Yuan and Ellis

Elder & Iwashita
Fujimori
Kawauchi

Tavakoli & Skehan
e - Ll

Fujita

Mochizuki & Ortega
B

within
within
between
within
between
within
between
within
within
between
within

S >

unguided
unguided
unguided
unguided
guided

unguided
unguided
unguided
unguided
guided

unguided




T & S

- breakdown fluency

-repair fluency

- speed fluency
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- SMA (specific measurement )

- GMA (general measurement )
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Cl (EFR)

Cl ('FBR)

VEEDRE

breakdown

repair fluency

speed fluency
MaahUR S
FARRVEEM S
SMA

GMA

0.494
0.063
0.771
0.561
0.642
0.382
0.312

0.076
-0.230
0.472
0.342
0.291
0.063
-0.042

n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
< .01
n.s.
n.s.
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breakdown fluency

planning = no planning IR &

repair fluency

planning = no planning 1R =

speed fluency

planning > no planning #I1R&E F
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planning 2 no planning? R E
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planning 2 no planning? R &
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SMA

planning = no planning 1R =
YEEDRE * nus.

GMA

planning = no planning 1R =
YEEDKZE * nus.
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¥k planning > no planning

MEME¥ZX | planning = no planning?

SEEMEME | planning 2 no planning?

IEfES planning = no planning
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