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H AL REIER (self-efficacy ) —Irlfnc i p 3L [E 243
A. Bandura T 1977 442, B2 MAAEE B O
A5 —TT 55 T RE S Y, R PHIA N R T
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FEAUR AR P, ROk H NS B &R 5%
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SRR R A TER G 5 500, — 5 T A DL R S b
P (5 B R SE A RAUBER R ZFE, DI 52t
TP —E NS 5 — A AR5 S Bt e 45
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5 BRI A IRRGRRYE T AT X HAF B R
AR RE, WA A CiE B E R IIA O,
fA T2 BRI AN R 5 R DR, A0, AT s
A AT RE LRI B S R AR L )
2.2 SCHEKER
MEA A, FHAHE R R IR A RAGRRA BT
FEAARE A
(1) fFBRIFAFI 2 T A%l S. S. Kur-
banoglu 55 2 il T 15 8 % 3% H RALAEE (ILSES) &
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i, JF AT ARG i ) — A% 2 A 20 #r, T RevMan #l
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538 CMA3.0 ( comprehensive meta-analysis3.0 )
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3.2 XHESRIESTRIE

ARWFFE R F LA 7 3 Sciik . O se ek
RERER RERR” RRLME” “FEREN “A
Fne” PATHIS, KRIEE TS, e E
MW TT5 . dEE . OBA . EESFBIRIEIE TR
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%, XJ Web of Science, PQDT. Scopus, Emerald.
Elsevier, Springer S 4l EHA TR R s B MBI 1k 3CHik
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PEATHE— 2 I TE , SR SCERTRE RN T . (DFF
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FHC RBERES AN C R BN SE T HE RS (40 BAE.
tfH. FIEH. ) ; @FASTERN Y 2 /D45 —
AEME BRI ARG R . Sl k5 s
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AW G B A OC R A e MRS R0 B, A SCHR
ORI A C R B, RIEREBAE. tfH. F{H.
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SR PR R AEAN [T b A Il FH ) 44 PR e 22 5% (A
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A TESI T SCHRAS R )™, WIS 2 i 75 4
A 955 & SCHR A 0] BE (A5 T A5 2 1 A 800 N
2% Bgger ML RER (WFE2) , pEH0.169
KT 0.05, #EN 1.811, i 1. %1, AKoosr
MIRETE B RAmMT R, WS RA %

42 REEKRIE

1 T AW IE A TC o BT AR SCERAEF 5883
FEARE: . SUIRIE R AR T AR 25 5, S EGRO E1Y)
AU HAhFE R 225 S, 75 2L A S0 A5 (R 1Y)
S, SR R L Q Gii i s bR (A e Hop
Q JERNL I A INBCE A, R T BB RS, 4 Q
4 8 LK F P<0.05 B, ULHARIFSE el A7 78 S bk B%
1 S5z e 5 S M8 e A A58 o A SR T A R, T

(79—



I At 4205000 e

F1 HIERD (H5)
Table 1 Data encoding (partial)

St BREG RARR A N BPUER B BoEE i e
A. Adalier et al.”"! 2012 142 T ZEE ARVE PER . SEFEACE . AL IR F/t/r
A. Amit-Aharon et al.™ 2020 148 J P41 ARHE “FARFHL r
A. Hebert!™ 2018 51 J eS| A SRE R RIS r
A. K. Gecer™ 2012 703 J +HIL AEHE g5 AR L ARG, TR R . Mk Fir
EIEE N
A. Oguz et al.™ 2016 292 J +HH ARPE 2ty o) L R, FERFREI R, E Fior
K- B PR KT
B. Dincer et al.” 2016 127 J +HI AR PER . ARG BB PRI RH . BAEME P
RPN, Berar AR
B. Akkoyunlu et al.™” 2011 169 J +HIL ARHE AN KT r
C. M. Wendekier™ 2015 88 D S AR FBEERIIKE r
C. Seng et al.”*” 2020 461 J I %E AR {5 B EFRIN /R r
D. Bakbak!®! 2019 100 J +HI AR PR HHEALEIRAG | SRR F/t
F. O. Mbagwu et al.”” 2020 178 I JEHHE AR R /PR, B2 o) IR r
I. B. Kokic et al.™ 2014 283 M FEFHT AR, B SIRE R RETKE r
J. R. Spisak"™” 2018 397 D EH A BUIREISE S e r
M. L. White!*” 2018 260 D B AR AR FRERFRRI R r
M. Demirel et al.”! 2017 200 J I AR AEBE R VER. RS THENLREKE . & Fiur
AR B . B SREFARAEE R R . IR A
M. Shonfeld et al."” 2021 101 J P4 0 TERARAE . TP KT r
M. M 2016 419 J BEE AR, Wi ABEs B R T AR r
M. Ross et al.** 2013 585 IR ARVE S ARG, FREIL. ) LAY F/tir
M. Ross et al."*” 2016 585 T WORHNE AR PER . FEAREHL r
M. A. Naveed™ 2021 121 ToEIUR RBlEER AR ML D FRAD . BRI, 5 Fi
BRI U
M. A. Naveed et al.”*” 2019 350 T BRI RRE OB, AR PR AR SR T AR T RINLEGREKOT . Fir
ME EEFEFERI
M. Tuncer et al.*! 2013 783 J +HI AR THAHL A TR r
N. Aharony et al.!"” 2018 136 J el AR ik %?ﬂ‘ﬁiﬁ\ . PR AR, PR S5, Fap
&4
N. Aharony et al.”” 2019 117 J ISR = N i ?jﬂg%gw TR A TR BRG], B Fr
5 R
0. C. Hee et al."*” 2019 200 T ESRVG ARE, BiE. 2B IR B
Tt
P. Stokes et al."” 2010 194 ] e[ ARE A 3Tk x
P. Stokes et al 2020 86 J B[] ARE 200 :
R. Demiralay et al.*" 2010 1801 J +HH ARVE FHABUL IR . THEHLERRACT . THSLAL A
P TEAL
S. S. Kurbanoglu®! 2003 179 J +HI AR THEHL A TR r
S. H. Soroya et al.*”! 2020 201 T e AR YABACT- | 54 A5 RBEFRERI /R t
S. E. Zinn!"! 2013 29 M R U {5 B FEFRET / R r
S. Ozbicakci et al.1*¥ 2015 137 I +HHE AR EEEIREAI R SR oy’
S.K.Y. Chow et al.”* 2020 504 J i ARHE FARFHL, Ll r
T. Lerdpornkulrat et al.™ 2019 584 J R ARHE HRRERR R r
Y. K. Usluel™ 2007 1702 J +HIL ARE MR F THRNLEGREACT | R I F
Y. Tang et al.®" 2017 98 J Ed AR {5 R FRI /R F
PURIIE 2021 193 J HE Bk WA PERIL AR ARG SSEOKOT . AR IR Fir

G 25%. 50%. 75% 3ol FR SRR, ST FE AR S B, EREREALALN B A A AL

ERREEE, 4 T AE/INT 25% BT DIA k&5 [l B, WA I, S A [ RO

— B
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Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher's Z
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Table 2 The result of publication bias I‘H i—f %‘ *ﬂ; E & iﬁ ﬁ.E JRR E{/‘J Q {E 36 % % 2z X m
Fail-safeN  Egger’s Intercept S.E LL UL P ii *_% IE % %lﬂjﬁ 7 , ;H\:é% ?ﬁ ﬂrﬁj %% %‘%}m Hj ﬁ Eﬁ
955.000 1.811 1.290  -0.807  4.431 0.169

SRVER IR AR LR 3, A5G DlkARdE, &

52K, B LR B T A (145 0F
it

*3 BY¥MERRRMEKIESR
Table 3 The result for heterogeneity test of each influencing factors
WWEE  BEEE KN ; 93l z SR :
LL UL Q I T

HE R/ AR [i] 5 9 2240 0.418 0.383 0.452 20.933"" 138.763" 94.235 0.071
FEAL 0.391 0.226 0.534 4.430™

THENE KT [&] e 7 5026 0.201 0.174 0.227 14.413™ 51.719™" 88.399 0.013
B 0.272 0.184 0.356 5.880""

R E 7 1880 0.180 0.136 0.224 7.859™" 16.1407" 62.825 0.007
FEAL 0.208 0.130 0.284 5136

HEIE KT [ 52 6 1065 0.163 0.104 0.221 5328 3275 0.000 0.000
BEAL 0.163 0.104 0.221 5328

g E 6 3952 0.097 0.066 0.128 6.114™" 10.278 51.352 0.002
FEAL 0.110 0.061 0.158 44117

2] I [ 52 6 1482 0.417 0.374 0.458 16.982"" 13.074™ 61.756 0.007
FEAL 0.425 0.353 0.492 10.524™

AR [i] 52 5 1958 0.444 0.408 0.479 21.055™" 32.126™ 87.549 0.019
B AL 0.408 0.291 0.513 6369

=] [ 5 501143 0.182 0.125 0.238 6.183"" 5.529 27.650 0.002
FEAL 0.191 0.121 0.259 52717

SFRE BRI [l 5 4 819 0.432 0.374 0.486 13.1217 17.627"" 82.981 0.029
B 0.427 0.260 0.568 4718

THEHLE NG SE 3 3645 0.305 0.275 0.334 19.008"" 175060 98.858 0.089
BiEAL 0.266 -0.069 0.548 1.5637°

ST E 3 983 0.294 0.236 0.351 9.463"" 3.115 35.785 0.003
FEAL 0.293 0.206 0.376 6.362""

4531 [ 5E 31950 0.099 0.055 0.143 4379™ 5.117 60.916 0.007
B 0.156 0.036 0.272 2,538

THEHL B R AR E 31079 0.471 0.423 0.516 16.724™ 2.684 25.472 0.001
FEAL 0.468 0.403 0.528 12.407"

% FIR p < 0.05
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43 XFRBE

KA FEIEIR A MBI R 515 BRI AR
JECZ TR AH 56 R B R /N, MKl J. Cohen A5G R 8K
FIWTFRUE, r(H/NT 0.1 IR r{H7E 0.1-0.3
Z PN SE FR s 1 fHAE 0.30-0.5 Z 8] AH
KKF; tfHKRT 0.5 MM R DY, 1wHh, PIE
/NF0.05 R R BE . FEHLRI N, X
P3P IR, Lol FRMRLE, 13 A E
() PAEYI/NT 0.05, HARWE, THEHLA KRR
(r=0.471) . LB fHEERFKT (1=0427) . &5
)RR (r=0.425) | EARBIML (r=0.408) FilfFE
ZFREI IR (1=0.391) 5158 %5 A RAAERL
BEREIEME; %k (1=0294) | HHHEMLE
AEAKF (r=0.272) « FHAALE IS (r=0.266) |
AEHS (r=0.208 ) . 2717 (1=0.182 ) | i /K (r=0.163 )
H5ERBFEFARARIRE B ERE EMHE; FX
(r=0.099 ) FIPER] (r=0.097) 515 H %7 1 A HE
JEAE B S IR ARG
4.4 PERESH

SIFVER I R ZE R R, AT T BIRRA SR

ARSI, R 1 SR s g T 0, 4%
TR Z M AR SR AR R 22 57, O S o™
AR R 2 — o H it & BUREAS SCRRYY B T A2t
Fb X, SXSEPR A AT RS A S R A R T AR o
TN THREASCHER IR FH—Fh 5 B 8dE , mTLA
% &L [R] 773278 5+ (common method variance, CMV)
HORRFEI, R SE 5 AR R A = AT REAY I 5 AR
i ZR b, ARTFGEER X bR A Gk S T 2 2R B 2 Y
SR R A TR RO A S, DU REERL S G A A
BRI e R, BRIz 4, K5, K6,
TN TR AR AR AR
44.1 FERIGURAIE TR

BFRH o M B E I BRI AL =2k,
X B R IR A IR ARG i PR 28 3R 47 I8 15 R0 4 B
(INFE 4 PR ), RIS [F AR %00 52 34
IEAE B, 100 2R B S AR i (QB=8.468,
p=0.014<0.05) . 44 (QB=7.166, p=0.028<0.05) .
2ARFPL (QB=6.235, p=0.013<0.05) . LhrfEE %
72K (QB=17.544, p=0.000<0.05) 515 H &5
FRALRBIRZ (B B TEAH OGO RS T e d-EH]

x4 FROBEAFATEENRIER

Table 4 The test result of

subject as a moderator variable

95%CT WU 56 ST
MR R RS K KON
LL UL z P QB df P
A HEHK 1 0.090 0.016 0.163 2.388 0.017
P2 2 0.191 0.100 0.278 4.087 0.000 8.468 2 0.014
Foply 4 0.263 0.168 0.354 5.276 0.000
AR EGEES 0
BEAE 1 0.213 0.053 0.362 2.605 0.009 6.235 1 0.013
oAty 4 0.447 0.338 0.545 7.290 0.000
FbrfE R IAKT EES 1 0.279 0.168 0.383 4.796 0.000
oS 1 0.334 0.134 0.508 3.202 0.001 17.544 2 0.000
FHoAt 2 0.533 0.463 0.597 12.508 0.000
4.4.2 RIS AV T SR BN XA E(E H O, P BT M SO R

K AT T 3 34 iy PAE B 73 O AR 5 [ KR P T
R 2, X EERIR A BRI N R AT
PR (WL 5) , KBS [RIWF 5 b 3 Y

FIRA /5 (QB=8.317, p=0.004<0.05) 51&
BRI A RREIEZ 8] /9 1 A 5656 R 3 T 4
ER -

&5 HRHESEARTEENRRER

Table 5 The test result of area as a moderator variable

= —_— N 95%CI WA 55 SR
A G]ES e P AR B K SRV
LL UL z P QB df P
R B FFERN /R IR 7 0.451 0.277 0.596 4742 0.000 8.317 1 0.004
[y e 2 0.151 0.048 0.252 2.864 0.004

— B3
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4.43 HFRFERET N

KT T7 360 S HOIR g M) G 8 A 2, X
FERIE H IRALAE G N R A TR 800 o (L
K 6) , KBRS Tk RN A O TE AR H 3

Ui 98 7 S B R IR IREE / 551 (QB=7.639,
p=0.006<0.05) . % & % > & J& (QB=9.500, p=
0.002<0.05) 5158 Z ¢ A AR Z 8] 1Y 1EAH XK
FEE| THEER.

®6 MRAHREANATEENRELER

Table 6 The test result of research method as a moderator variable

e AR K Ak AERE ST
LL UL z P QB df p
(E=S ==l WavS it He S 5 0.523 0.326 0.677 4.692 <0.001 7.639 1 0.006
RS /HES 4 0.216 0.135 0.293 5.185 <0.001
LB IR X LS5 1 0.580 0.473 0.670 8.764 <0.001 9.500 1 0.002
BEESEES 5 0.392 0.345 0.437 14.869 <0.001

51 FEERFEHERMERNZMEER
511 AOFEXR

PER . AR | ARGUCRIEE D SN AR R 5 R
I H BRI A OC R AR TTI BT i)
FEASCHR A 11 R0 X — s m R &R, S
AL 3 WIS IE S ) 25 e SR 9 5 8 R R A
e, ATt R R, HAlSFEERR
F I AR R AR A G (1=0.097 ) o [AJB, 37 Rk
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A Meta-Analysis of the Influencing Factors of Information Literacy Self-Efficacy
Pu Qingyun Huang Tiyang
School of History and Archives, Yunnan University, Kunming 650091

Abstract: [Purpose/Significance| To investigate the influencing factors of information literacy self-efficacy is
important for guiding information literacy education, however, there are inconsistencies and discrepancies among the
existing empirical research results. These existing empirical research results at home and abroad are sorted out and
re-analyzed to clarify the differences in the degree and direction of various factors affecting users’ information literacy
self-efficacy. [Method/Process| In this study, 13 groups of correlations and 67 independent effect sizes were identified
from 37 empirical studies. At the same time, subject, area and research method were moderating variables, and the
different influencing factors on information literacy self-efficacy was explored by heterogeneity test and moderating
effect analysis by meta-analysis method, and the significance of the moderating variables was tested. [Result/Conclu-
sion| The results show that the factors affecting information literacy self-efficacy can be divided into three categories:
demographic, intrinsic and extrinsic, including 13 independent variables, all of which are significantly positively cor-
related with information literacy self-efficacy. Additionally, the study found that age, academic motivation, and actual
information literacy level are regulated by subject areas. Information literacy training/courses is regulated by area and
research methods; lifelong learning intentions is regulated by research methods. The research results have a guiding
effect on information literacy education and are also of reference value for follow-up research.

Keywords: information literacy self-efficacy influencing factors meta-analysis



