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(vote-counting method)
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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 treating primary research data according to a common
scale” (Norris and Ortega, 2000, p.426).
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B JEATRIED T T 7 7 - L B 2 — ERIC, HARENO i HEEE (Annual Review of English Language
Education, HiiX 558 H T2, JACET Journal, JALT Journal, A& S5EHE TS0 EE)
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— Crookes, 1989; Ortega, 1999; Yuan and Ellis, 2003; #14 - (11, 2005; Elder and Iwashita, 2005;
Fujimori, 2005; Tavakoli and Skehan, 2005; Kawauchi, 2005; Fujita, 2007; Mochizuki and Ortega,
2008; Ji#H, 2009

£ 1. BWFROFERT A

WF5E ZnE THA L R treatment
Crookes 1989 RF4E Within 10 mins  Unguided
Ortega, 1999 KRFHE Within 10 mins  Unguided
Yuan and Ellis, 2003 PN Between- 10 mins  Unguided
Elder and Iwashita 2005 PN Within 3 mins Unguided
Fujimori 2005 IR 1 A& Between 15 mins  Guided
Kawauchi 2005 R¥g, EvE Within 10 mins  Unguided
Tavakoli and Skehan 2005 (R) 4 Between 5 mins Unguided?
wi - B8 2005 KRFHE Within 10 mins  Unguided
Fujita 2007 RegE (B7E) Within 10 mins  Unguided
Mochizuki and Ortega 2008 R 1A Between 5 mins Guided

2009 AL 1 AR Within 10 mins  Unguided




4.2. 53T & G
B % S : breakdown fluency. repair fluency. speed fluency
W EMES BRI S . FERERIEMES

B EffE X . SMA(specific measurement of accuracy)., GMA(general measurement of accuracy)

K 2. KWIED IR

fRAR 17 =Y il
breakdown fluency # of pauses, # of total silence 72 &
LS repair fluency false starts, repetition, reformulation 7¢ &
speed fluency speech rate , length of run , total syllables 72 &
- Tt GBI R = # of words (clauses) / T-unit(AS-unit)72 &
RS FETERME S TTR, MSTTR, # of types
specific measures TLU of noun-modifier, article, past tense 72 &
S general measures % of error-free clauses(AS-units) 72 &
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(5) BEMEORKIE (test of homogeneity)

* BEMEOREIIEMEMODEER TR TELONE I NERET 5,
* BEFHOBTICIZ R 2 L7z,

|5 =2
3. WG S, S, IEME ST 2 MEMIF O R, (FRIXH & B EMEOBIE O R
95%CI BIEE DR IE
nl n2 k gm
upper lower Q df p

breakdown fluency 180 180 6 0.285 0.494 0.076 7.79 5 n.s.
repair fluency 355 355 12 -0.083 0.063 -0.230 2.23 11 n.s.
speed fluency 368 365 21 0.622  0.771 0.472 24.41 20 n.s.
Syntactic complexity 672 659 37 0.451  0.561 0.342 38.12 36 n.s.
Lexical complexity 267 269 16 0.467  0.642 0.291 4258 15 <.01
SMA 308 305 16 0.223  0.382 0.063 13.28 15 n.s.
GMA 246 248 14 0.135 0.312 -0.042 7.834 13 n.s.

Notes : n=FEBRREEDY o T NVW A X n, =KD TN A X, k= 7 —5 Y — 2%, CI={E X [H]
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planning > no planning ( speed fluency ) %h% &9

planning = no planning ( repair fluency : % &N, breakdown fluency : ZhF &7 L)
PYEMEORE : ns. >IEMOMRETT X THELNLEZLND,

WSS

WUEEMI#EME S ¢ planning = no planning BhHEA/]N) ¢k PRREE CUT VY

FEEEAOMME X planning = no planning FRE/N) ¢ sk PRIV

PYEVEDORE : p< .01 GEEMNEMES) —» thoBRPEELEZ TV EEZLND,
W OEfES

SMA : planning = no planning (Zh4:&/]N)

GMA : planning = no planning (ZhHE &7 L)
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> G ITPREE R E (speed fluency)
> BHESIIM B L7, R EESLT UL PREL ETIE ey REEMEMES . SEREmEME )
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WO L H Y  (Fujita, 2011)
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(5) WEMEORKIE (test of homogeneity)

Q = Ewi(gi - gm)2



