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1+r

(Z: = ;Ln(;ES;,

bl allesll sl Ln(loge) dus

pll a3 o5 Zy 1 Q) Jigat g Jilatl ey L b LbLay) clubal ol 4y
LgSDUia) pnl ppeadill Ll JB) Z,. o Cun il paeadlth Bl Y) Jalaa () il Ll
Ga BLEY) Jalaa () Z, b daal) gl Jgatd oL y) Jalaa gulaea Jia daialy julae
:(Hedges & Olkin, 1985) Aul g3
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T Qe b eI Z O gy Bl Jalaa T G
-) dualsll il ladly @I al G ABMall (Z,) sdud el sad Jalae gy
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Gl gl Sl lasly M aES cp A8l A0 ana Jaugia clpdige (1) Jsaa

r

aya AZL) 5yib agas k) Glasal) Uadl) uad Jalaa zdsalll
ey Rty

0.000 | -0.211 -0.226 | 0.000 0.004 -0.219 e

0.000 | -0.193 -0.319 | 0.001 0.032 -0.256 SHlgde

bl Jalas Lasfia) A
Sl alaal A dalaty SN aaa Jagia cluald Jaladl) o)y Le (b clibull Julad e
1Y) Cilghil) Gadalig Jalail) elig La slaY Clshdl) ol g Ay
Jiaill sl L )l (e isgll :The mean effect size il asa Jawgia ibua
Huas) shal IIA (e dijigal) dules alig, KUl aaal pali bl Jgagl) Alglaa g
Abral) UadY) Glls (ugSea of ciglia Gob o S0 alaal g say Jgslag Alia
Gos o, SE; dahall b Ll aaad (glaall Uadlly cwy o8 | daball ¢y cuils 13
A laal) Uadl) Gl GusSaasl ciglia ga dufl)
1

" SE?
ida)yall jagall L aaal (gluaal) Uadl) SE; @
(—0.256) cxpiiall (o ABall L5 s Jauigia a1 By
b Laladin) JASY) 43l dejil) (ubiia :Weighted mean (g gall augiall cilua .
JS el gag e Ao Laguda andl) ggana a9 Mean lagiall Julatl) ¢)yg Lo cilupa
L) e ARlA Gluhall AL aaal gjsall Jawgiall Jakig Aigigall SN alaaf
Card, 2012; Lispey& Wilson, VS i dufa S e ES; Ll alaaly w;
:(2002)
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A Al g8 500 aaa ES; e
.8 aas hagie Mgl ES @

opsady BLLY) Jalaa elpw 8GN alaaf (e goi (o) (Ao (Galai dilud) Aalaall
Clpdigag byl dalra A AT Ba Jgau ol pdad sl Og)gal) baugiall Sk Eua Zr
Ll dupall b Eald) aaiely OddsRatio jises 9,ddie djlbaall cllugial) (3558
illy Jalatl) B Aa)all clahall ) aas cilead Al clibd lidg CMA gl e
A it el Gald) lgaay o
Oa sha Jia ) diagay 0g)al Jaugiall Jea duilasy) AYally A& i Glus
Al e dageaall hagiall dadd 4d ki of Jaiaall (e Al ainall B S alaal
(0.319- ) e BLiy) Jalae Jagia Jon ddlal) duhall b %95 A b gl
(1) Golad) Js2adl 2 LS (0.193-)

On i paiaall 2 Sl aas haagie o) 95% Jlial o) () Wi (aSs
Ol ML i ekl (LOWER — UPPER ) 4l i caca®i al 13y, osiasdl) ¢pila
A& 5 95% J0.05 dslas) AV et dis Lilaal gy LS ana Jaugie
g dgleg AR i i B 2 Y el il jia dadll b dullal) dual A
Agilas) Ay

adiy :Homogeneity among Effect Sizes il ?QJ O oadladll L) Lo
test Q JLid) ey Q slas) A e L8l alaal Guilaall duslaay) AV
0.50 4¥a Ggimag (37) dn 4349 (Q=2075.94) dad caly . wilsill Hedges
o ilal 3y pk L Ghall gajdll @by A P=0.000 cus Lilas) Ay ag
Al Gaby i Aglaal) Uad Ao slisgi Laa JiS) LAl alaal o CDUES) dsag
(Y) A dssadl A LaS Luilad 350 a2 (e GHuall

Jualsil) el cplasly ) ad G ABMall L5l alaa) Gailad Gl (Y) i

|t e iy Bl oy Q Jija
98.218 0.000 37 2075.943

Analysis Model for Meta—analysis Julaill ¢))g Lo Julat z3gal
i e I Al juae Ao 00 alaal ow ouiladl) s (B b
o Sl alasl e Lo Spiua Lie pa Jalai Judadll ¢lpg Lo cBlalad of LaS dijlaal)
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sdag Ableal) Uad & clahall o GRS jalaae cidag o s Shall Gasdl) Gab)l
Random 4sjgdal) c il zigel Gaald) g Aad) oda By . Laaaal <ar Y jalaal)
Uad ) aan ol alaaf o CY) o ol of pass 3 effects model
Alaad) Bl e A Algde
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P < )sball ga Sl el un dipdal) @8l zigal milli o alaicy) Juailly cuulia
D (0-319-) G cagli BLEY) Jelae hgia Jes AR i 95% iy (01
uly Ailgdall iUl zigad aladial Gald) e ask zlEl) 13y (0.193-)
L A b ddacaial) L8l alaal G ouilad qulbly cudal) zisalll oY cufiall z3gall
LJelal) ey
Publication Bias ,&ill juai .z

sly sl jad addal Light & Pillemer (1984) Jase Lo dald) adic)
S a3 Gandl e Gpan bbia gl Gag e sMly gall) (S5 gag GAT s
Lolaia¥) cluhal) Gl 8 Saliie §gan psiiug Jibaill sy be b QAT cfad gl
e (@haal) adl) Bale) duhall aan (bl bhis oo §le aadll Jahday . Alud¥lg
AN JSa (B LS (A jeaal) Ao il aaal ag ) gaal)
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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z
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Sl Gagll o) gy piia laa Uad Ll Bl cliall alaa) cd clupalle ¢ \/iﬁ
O BEY) Gbe By bugiall Jes AR @) 95% el Anafyll dghdl)l Ly
JSAN by Aasiiceal) Jaghall ddaal) aadll Jak 2 clubdll e 95% ol bl
Laa 8 Z, Ul aaa sdge O (At 139 Badd) jlaw Ao A Bl (2t a0 Gl
cClaal) B 5uad dag A sdu 13ag sliadgs

Lo sag pddll jad pf (9A) el Aol pall) JS& Al ade i (Sayg
o) ¢ Egger, Smith, Schneider, & Minder (1997) gl e caldl 44 i
dalsad) o el ) a4l Gaadll ased jdige g pall ud gall) JS& dalliT) o
GA) patbad g Al galind) sady ABUS dati cluhl) Gu ARuds DGR agag Jie
i) agiall il o) Auadl) Cleha¥) o) lgalad o) ddall aaa Jia clu)al
oubial) e Allatl) cfehaY) o) Bpial) cludall
el jaad maaaal L2

aluhal) gais ) B Aiyhl) agli Cua 'Trim and Fill' aul dihll cipl
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Jugia o)) Gua Bagdie clul gl Y 4l Aihll 258 julaall oda aladdaly dacgiall
— [ 0.31918-) s Agiiall clupall /40 AR gy (—+.Yoh.Y) Ll aaa
caal) i i o1 Trim and Fill alaiiuly (0.19286

S WY Jualgill CilSad Glat) I s (o ABall & Gt aaaal 1(3) Jga>

Duval and Tweedie's trim and fill

Fixed Effects Random Effects Q Value
Studies Point Lower Upper Point Lower Upper
Trimmed Estimate Limit Limit Estimate Limit Limit
Observed values 0.21853- 022603 021096 025602~ 031918  0.19286-  2075.94283
Adjusted values 0021853 022603 02109 025602~ 031918 019286-  2075.94283

(Jsanilly o LaiaY) Gualsill CilSad olad) Jabadl) elyg Lo :Lals
gall Clelaly Ouaailly dadall julaay clissally medall Gadi Mol Joladl) adic)
AT e Gl Jtadl) b ST paa Glusy Sl ddes sy wsSilly yaally

<G il

Social networking _slis¥) Jualsill clSd gladly ,duasdl) :daball clpada .
internet <y Olaly facebook addiction dgwwdll (lea)y addiction
addiction

3y A (87) LAl e dlee 2 clufdll 2o Alaa) iy sdaad) clbadilbal LY
(17) clahall 3o Ay slaiuly Guadalll pulaa Guudad

o9t i 3s8al) @ld paii o3 Evaluatig Coding Process il dlec algli LY
tlaa G 33k

dafpal) B paadl) ald duw clag By :Intracoder reliability 43l e aBlud) —
(14) 2= B Gy a3y (17) clubal se Jlaa) Eus %82.3 L paill e 4l
(3) ot byl

i @b oo (pagSall ald i K5y ¢ Intercoder cpalida (pagSe Gm Bl -
(YN pale ) palillae o 8) VIS jakig (AR) Agreement rate L)
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AR 13 100 = 76.4%
= — X = .
17 0

Sl Gl i Lae %70 A Ll Jsaiall s2al) AR dagd i a8
Fisher (Z,) jéud ,sa3 Jalaa il 3 :Computig Effect Size il asa cilua
Jdeaal) b LS (0.074) Gl Uasy (-0.108) Ldlal) Lu)al) b :transformation

A
duanilly Jualsil) @lSad glady (Z) Sl pas Jaugia clydiza (4) dso>
ayay A 5yb agan ) Slurall Uad) b Jalea zdsalll
ey Rt
0.000 | -0.107 -0.142 | 0.000 0.009 -0.124 )
0.145 | -0.037 -0.254 | 0.006 0.074 -0.108 s

Jualgil) il glad) e ABMRl) cdglin dadd (17) O Jeladl) ehy Lo il (e giad

A aas Jagia Jga Ldlal) Al B 790 AR b gy Juanilly o Liay)

(4) Joad) 2 W< (0.037-) M (0.254-) ¢

b Jalas )i . ¢

A aas hugie 4l 285 :The mean effect size il aaa Jaugia Glua

(0.108) (ppiiall G 43Mall

Jae A&l ¢ cuagll r(gial) Jagiall Jea Auflasl) AYally A8 @) Glws .o

(0.037-) A (10.254— ) bLiiy) Jalea aigia Jg

48 csl, :Homogeniety among Effect Sizes il e‘eéi O ondladll jlas)

Gaa Lilas) A a5 0.50 A¥s @siway (16) La daja (Q=1024.91)

1539 o) Guilad 209 a2 ras Ghual) sl by A Lilaas) Ay cilsy P=0.000

A Jgaal) (B e Ailaal) Und Ao olinfgh Laa i) il alaal ¢ cidlu)
Jpanilly dualsil il Gl L planl Guilad il (5) dsas

| s side Ay Bl da Q s
98.438 0.000 16 1024.910

ase b 2 :Analysis Model for Meta-analysis Juaill ¢y L Julad zigai .z
laiey) Jailly culia je i) zagadll aladia) b ULy A0 alaal o uiladl
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Publication Bias aill juali.e

el padddl (aadll khiy) Light & Pillemer (1984) Jas Ao daldl aic)
AU JSa) 2 L i)

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z
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(Jraadll — o laiay! dualsill clSuli cladf) L& a3 el aadll Jabia (4) JS&
e ) (i 13y A Gaany Sl Ao ad B (2 a8 Gild) JSA A
pd g8 Badl LS . clubil) (bt agag N ada iag adgiall (e (B Z, oSG paa
Agdiu) a3 (B o Jaly gag Goluda i S8 jlaally Cadl Ao ST alaal
SV g€ e afl) o LAl sl Gl o Lilaa) 3 clu)all Citation bias
Oiall) J (e Lgr Agdiudl dallaia)
" Trim and Fill" ,ai) sl gaasai .1
95% A& 8y ( 0.10822-) sl ans haugie dieg sdall zisall aladiul
¢ Trim and Fill alasiuly (0.25392- , 0.03749-).Jsa3l @ Ad)al) cluful
(0.37077- & (m 4 539 (0.21270-) Sl ana haugia puald adl) @i ¢y pas

0.05462-)
Duval and Tweedie's trim and fill
Fixed Effects Random Effects Q Value
Studies Point Lower Upper Point Lower Upper
Trimmed E stimate Lirnit Lirnit E stimate Lirit Lirnit
Observed values 012413-  014167- 010659  010822-  0.25392- 0.03749 1024.91010
Adjusted values 3 018006- 0719692- 016320 021270- 037077 -0.05462 1566.38896 ,
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(Jaaadll — ) ki ) Juladl elyg L TG
el Clelaly Gaaailly dadlall julaay ciasaally medall udi Alal) Joladl) saic)
CdA] aa cpilad) cpliail) A il aas Gluag wsall ddes angily upSilly aailly

<) paidiall

Juaailly o)Al ads s dafyal) &) piia Y

39 Al (172) Sl pae dlee 3 cluball ase Alaa) ) clbadi)bal ¥
+(33) cluhall 2o Al alaiuly Guaalll pulaa G

DB (e 39Sl @l paii & Evaluatig Coding Process asill dulas aypdi .Y

e (e

Gluhall e Alea) dus %84.8 waly :Intracoder reliability 4303 e 43lud) —
(5) A uayly (28) 22 A Gy &35 (33)

i Gub e (pagSall @l i &3y :Intercoder (palide cpag€e (e Bl -
(YN ale sl palillas :8) YIS aky (AR) Agreement rate 3Ly

13
AR =—x%x100 = 76.49
17 %

sl @il i Laa TV o g Ll Jgaal) saal) AR dad ciads s
(Z;) b a3 Jalaa il By :Computig Effect Size 5l ana Glua .
b LS (0.031) (glra Uady (0.232) Ldlal) duyall b :Fisher transformation

t ) J gand)
Saanilly ) pad G Al (Z,) il ana Jaugia cldde 1(7) Jeaa
ayyy AZL) 5yib agas k) Slasal) Uadl) b Jalaa z dsalll
=Y RN
0.000 0.236 0.213 0.000 0.006 0.224 il
0.000 0.293 0.172 0.001 0.031 0.232 Slsde

I il G ABall Al culgli Auln (33) J Jaadl ey L @il e )
o ol aaa Janigia Jga Ldlal) Aahal B /40 AR i cagliy ol Juanily
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bl Jalas Ladliad Lo
Aall 5l aas hawgie 4 289 :The mean effect size il ans haugie Glus .
(:232) Gusiall o
Jae A& ¢y gl tOgisal) agiall Jes duilasy) AVally A& B Gluws .o
(0.293) L ( 0.172 )3e BLiy) Jalaa busia Jsa
48 caly :Homogeniety among Effect Sizes il ?gﬂ O owiladl) Jlad)
P=0.000 G Lilas) 2 a5 0.50 A¥2 Gsimas (32) dup daj35 (Q 665.20)
Om CDES) 3sag ol Guilad asag ae ey il (il by A Lilaa) Ao cilsy
P A Jgaal) B LS Lilaall Und Ao olindgh Laa i) Sl alaa]

Juaanilly A jads (s clBlall L5 alas) uilad Glus (8) Jsaa

| g 250 iy Al das Q 4

95.189 0.000 32 665.202

aie JB 2 :Analysis Model for Meta—analysis Jdaill ¢)g Lo Julad zigai .2
laiey) Jailly culia e i) zagaill aladia) b ULy AN alaal o uiladl
i 95% oly (P<.01) 2@l G st Wil Gua Ldlpdal) @bl Figal il o
(0.293) A (0.172 ) Ga canglyi by Jales Jacgia Jga AEE

Publication Bias _iill jali.a

P JSAN (B LS A Sal el (aadll) dakia o daldl adie

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z
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alu)all Citation bias slgdiud) juad 80 Ao s gay (golude dad JSou jlunlly

L lgiadld dudlaia) SSY) \gisS el o Al il Gl Ao Lilaa) 4214

" Trim and Fill" ,éa) 5 gaaal .

A& g (0.23225) 5l aas baugie disg uaall) B Jlpdal) zigaill aladia) a3

pskl) 5 ol anall) 329 (0.29263, 0.17186) Juladl 3 Adlal) clupall 95%
Juaanilly A 5l cp clBlall HE) il maaad 1(4) Jsaa

Duval and Tweedie's trim and fill

Fixed Effects Random Effects Q Value
Studies Point Lower Upper Point Lower Upper
Trimmed Estimate Limit Limit Estimate Limit Limit
Observed values 0.22428 0.21251 0.23604 0.23225 017186 0.29263 665.20227
Adjusted values 1] 0.22428 0.21251 0.23604 0.23225 017186 0.29263 665.20227

Dbl Jadas ey,
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(Rasmg) Slia¥) Jualsill @il Glay (A3 b gste Jaandl ol liel Ay
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A pads i) SNS (lay
1 SNS (L.
1 -0.108 Jaaaiil)
1 0.232 -0.256 A pads

08 oaa Ao Cppiia JS Julall oy Lo il cjiud

oali o iy elaa¥) Jalgll cld oletly duaadll Gu il Bl agag e
L oually o LiaY) Jualil) @Sl aladiad 5345 ) (s4% duaaill

sl il Gladly @I il w dule ABle gy Ao @il s g e
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S e asab (Mlly dudi 08 LA By ey SN i e L o laay)
Jualgil) ClSadd AT (e i ) LA ggsd ) (gags 4T3 o8 RN daal)l dulall
<& LY
deand 3 WS o () Juaaailly I i G diage ABe agag ) Aubdl) Clagig e
couSally A 5 e e ) (595 (R ral) Gl
zisaill 2a goodness of fit ddilhall cus cilpdia JLidly luall cBlalra Gilua ¥
Lisrel 8.51 J_ja! galin aladials Jaladl) (e il 7 3galll sag g silal)
 Alasy) Jalatl) <)
Lisrel galind codaas Juaill ¢y Lo qagbad (e daalill Blijy) clalaa aladiul. §
(1) o) Jga> Juladll (e lil) S dial) aaa Alligy 8.51

AL 58 aaag cluhal) axe 1(11) Jsas

5 aaa K Julal) e
232 33 Jsaal — ALl il
-.256 38 SNS (lad] — ks
~.108 17 Juasi — SNS e

dualgll @l glay O ClBlall ¥ el zigeill dilhall Cldie (o (FEaI) LY
padiu) Lilas) Jo¥) Gl daua SLEANY bl Juanilly M) iy o Laay)
Jalas gl adiu) By LISREL 8.51 J jalll zalipd ddiludl Jalii ) ddgdan Cialdl)
Tl (o il Cids 48y .Maximum likelihood (ML) Jlais) i Ayl jlal)
1A Alaat) alipd) Jaef 3 Gladll Al

Goodness of Fit Statistics

Degrees of Freedom = ()

Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 0.0 (P = 1.00)

Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square = 0.0 (P = 1.00)
The Model is Saturated, the Fit is Perfect!

Aidha say clhiia) G GUBLEY) GUAS JS digial dlaas b gisalll o) 130 g
O bl by Ao sl Al Baad) 4 i) 4.a1aY) o 2 1y clibll dali A0
rcptiall Cp Aand) RSB b b Lady . clpitial
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A A leas Al Cpitial il 350l 1(6) JS

X2= 0.00, df= 0, p= 1.000, RMSEA= 0.000

sl 9 @ aidy glaal) Uadl) adg clpitiall o i) a8 L Lk
AR Jlesal) Jalad r dgail Byileal Sl add 1(12) Jgaa

& dad Slarall Uasl) Lt bl ial) Jiiuall yaiall
-2.95 0.087 -0.26 SNS L) pags
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dualsil) Sl Gladl () S o e il e il 3509 08 il Cuid
S e Wilas) g cage e Ll Al QIS a8, Lilas) WIa olSy o LaiaY)
Qld gladl e Wilas) g 5 b a il aag LS cutl) Juaadll ) il
) Jaaadl) ) o LaY) Jualsl
dualgll @l Glay O Blall J¥) awll zigeill Ablhall Clpdige o GRa LY
padiu) Lilas) Jo¥) Gl daua SLEANY bl Juanilly M) iy o Laay)
Jelad cislud ariiu) B8y LISREL 8.51 J 5l gabisel ddlad) Bl ¥) ddghuan cualal)
gisal oo i) cidds g .Maximum likelihood (ML) Jlais) i ddijas lual)
: AU Alaad) galipull el Y gl al
Goodness of Fit Statistics
Degrees of Freedom = ()
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 0.0 (P = 1.00)
Normal Theory Weighted Least Squares Chi-Square = 0.00 (P = 1.00)
The Model is Saturated, the Fit is Perfect !
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e
X2= 0.00, df= 0, p= 1.000, RMSEA= 0.000
sl 9 @ aidy glaal) Uadl) adg cfpitiall o i) a8 L Lk
oA el Jalat ¢ dgail Bpileal il wib 1(13) Jgan

& dagd Glaall i) oty Bl ial) JEiual) yiall
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Best path analysis model for relationships among achievement, self-
esteem, and Social Networking Sites Addiction using meta-analysis

Abstract: The study computed the meta-analysis of 88 studies and tested the
causal effects of self-esteem, achievement, and social networking addiction.
Using content analysis and descriptive correlational approaches to test study
hypotheses. The study revealed that there was heterogeneity of studies which
analyzed according to meta-analysis outputs. The study used the random model
of meta-analysis to interpret the data analyzed. There were negative causal
effects from self-esteem to SNSs addiction (beta= -0.26). There were positive
causal effects from self-esteem to achievement (beta= (.22).

Keywords: Meta-analysis, Causal modeling, SEM, SNSs addiction, self-esteem,
achievement.
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