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[ Abstract] Objective To comparatively analyze personality characteristics of the left — behind and the non — left — behind
children in China, and to provide references for carrying out targeted personality education on the left — behind children. Methods A
computerized literature search was carried out to collect articles about personality characteristics of left — behind children published up
to March 10, 2017 in electronic databases CNKI, Wanfang Data, VIP, CBM and PubMed. We screened literatures according to the
inclusion and exclusion criteria and exiracted relevant data , and the quality of included cross sectional studies was assessed using an 11
—item checklist which was recommended by Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality ( AHRQ). Meta — analysis was performed by
using RevMan 5. 3 software. Results Finally, 14 studies were included. The results of meta — analysis showed that the score of left —
behind group was significantly lower than that of the non —left — behind group in introversion and extroversion (E) dimensions (SMD =
-0.15,95% CI. -0.28 ~ -0.02, Z=2.31, P=0.02), and significantly higher than that of the non — left — behind group in
neuroticism (N) dimension (SMD =0.24, 95% CI; 0.10 ~0.39, Z=3.37, P =0.0007). There was no significant difference
between the left —behind group and the non —left — behind group in psychoticism (P) and lie (L) dimensions (P; SMD =0.01, 95% CI .
-0.26~0.27, Z=0.04, P=0.97; L. SMD = -0.06, 95% CI: —-0.20 ~0.09, Z=0.75, P =0.45). The score of left — behind
boys was significantly higher than that of non —left — behind boys in N dimension (SMD =0.21, 95% CI. 0.07 ~0.35, Z=2.93,
P=0.003), while there was no significant difference between left — behind boys and non — left — behind boys in other three
dimensions , and between left — behind girls and non — left — behind boys in four dimensions. Conclusion Compared with non — left —
behind children, left — behind children are more introverted and more emotionally unstable . Left — behind boys are more emotionally
unstable than non — left — behind boys , while girls”personality characteristics are not significantly different between the two groups .
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Z=9.09,P <0.00001; Q4:SMD =0. 14,95% CI.;
0.09 ~0.19,7 =5.66,P <0.00001) ; Ifi 7£ 52 ¥

ATEPE B YE OB FEEYE | EEORE A A A
L BT H SR B ST A 2R ISR R X
(P¥]>0.05), Meta M4 RILE 6 ~ K 19,

2.3.2 TAHSH

1L EPQ JLEE A A A& VT i R 5 v (4 %oF
Zor B A, X BA A RO S 1 5 A
g3 ARG E BT WA AT SRR AR
ARG UTORI R 28 S P AR B |, TCSE T4 S bk
(I ¥J<50% ) , K I E RN RS0 Hr . BB LR 4
Y AR ARG R R R (>
50% ) , K FEHLAL N LRS-

Experimental Control $td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Su Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
FHE 2014 B6.56 1.78 5013 6.87 1.81 1831 801% -0.23[-0.28,-0.18]
E1rE 2008 523 177 B53 548 1.72 679 199% -0.14[-0.25,-0.04] —
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% -0.21 [-0.26, -0.16] *
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.97 df=1 (P =0.16); = 49% -IJ'.S -IJ.'ZS ﬁ U“ZE 055

Testfor overall effect: Z= 8.66 (P < 0.00001)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Eo WHRBMTES Meta THTER

Experimental Control
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Filt 2014 5.24 1.93 5013 579 1.88 1831 54.6%
S1tE 2008 602 193 B53 626 181 679 454%
Total {95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau*=001; Chi*=651, df=1 (P=0.01), *=85%
Test for overall effect Z=2.70 (P =0.007)

-0.28 [-0.34,-0.23]
012 [0.23,-0.02)

-0.21 [-0.36, -0.06]

05 -025 0 025 05
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

E7 WHEEMTS Meta SHTER

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Experimental Control
Study or Subaroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
Fi 2014 6.5 217 5013 697 222 1831 B0.2%
SIFE 2008 506 188 653 4628 201 679 39.8%
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=2.94, df=1 (P = 0.08), F=66%
Testfor overall effect 2= 3.37 (P = 0.0007)

-0.2210.27,-0.18)
-0.11 [0.22,-0.00]

-0.17 [-0.27, -0.07]

025 05
Favaurs [control]

05 -025
Favours [experimental]

0

B8 WHIZTEMS Meta TR
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Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% ClI
i 2014 281 185 5013 264 1.88 1831 801% 0.09[0.04, 0.14]
21 & 2008 5B9 192 653 543 186 679 199% 0.13[0.03, 0.24] —
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% 0.10 [0.05, 0.15] *
e R = - - R t + T t t
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 048, df=1 (P =0.49); F= 0% 3 05 0 05 H

Test for overall effect Z=4.09 (P = 0.0001)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

9 MAMTMES Meta SR

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Fit 2014 532 168 6013 551 1.59 1831 801% -0.120.17,-0.07]
=1LE 2008 587 172 653 576 175 679 19.9% -0.11 [0.22,-0.00]
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% -0.12 [-0.17, -0.07] *
Heterogeneity: Chi®= 0.03, df=1 (P = 0.86); F= 0% »EII.S »0_'25 ﬁ u.és 0:5

Test for overall effect Z=4.82 (P =< 0.00001)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

10 FARRMEITES Meta FTER

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Fit 2014 533 1.75 8013 536 1.77 1831 3801% -0.020.07,0.04]
Z1rE 2008 537 229 B53 542 232 679 199% -0.02[-0.13, 0.09]
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% -0.02 [-0.07, 0.03]

Heterogeneity: Chi*=001, df=1 {P=0094); F= 0%

Test for overall effect Z=0.74 (P=046)

A

0 05

+
-0.5

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Std. Mean Difference
IV. Random, 95% Cl

11 FEERMETESS Meta DER
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random. 95% ClI
T 2014 6.3 1.84 5013 655 1.88 1831 56.2% -0.14 [-0.19,-0.08]
SIPE 2008 488 1.83 653 4388 1.83 679 43.6% 0.00 F0.11, 0.11]
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% -0.08 [-0.21, 0.06]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi®= 4.86, df=

Testfor overall effect Z=1.13 (P =0.26)

3 .

1(P=0.03),F=79%

05 -025 U0 025 05

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

12 AAHEMTS Meta FHTER

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subqroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI
Eit 2014 527 1.96 5013 586 1.99 1831 51.5% -0.300.35,-0.25)
=k 2008 508 1.78 653 513 1.75 679 485% -0.03[0.14,008)
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% 0.17 [-0.43, 0.10]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi*=19.61, df=1 (P < 0.00001), F= 95%

Testfor overall effect. Z=1.24 (P=0.22)

.05 -025 0 025 05

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

B 13 FHAEBCAMES Meta HHTER

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
FiE 2014 558 1.49 5013 562 1.53 1831 801% -0.03-0.08, 0.03] T
=1IE 2008 558 209 653 547 214 679 19.9% 0.05[-0.06, 0.16]
Total (95% ClI) 5666 2510 100.0% -0.01 [-0.06, 0.04]

Heterogeneity: Chi®=1.65, df=1 (P =0.20); P= 39%

Testfor overall effect. Z=0.45 (P = 0.65)

05 025 0 025 05

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

14 FEGRMEITS Meta FHTER

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subqroup  Mean _ SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
i 2014 501 1.66 5013 4.98 1.7 1831 80.1% 0.02 [-0.04, 0.07]
=ILE 2008 583 158 653 578 159 679 19.9% 0.03-0.08,0.14]
Total {95% CI} 5666 2510 100.0% 0.02 [-0.03, 0.07]
i ChiZ= = = B + t T } t
Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.05, df=1 (P=0.82); F= 0% 05 095 b 055 05

Test for overall effect. Z=0.84 (P = 0.40)
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Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

B 15 FATEHHEITESS Meta SHTER
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Experimental Control

it 2014 455 1.44 5013 456 1.41 1831 60.4%
Sk 2008 531 1.77 653 514 172 B79 39.6%
Total {95% CI} 5666 2510 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*= 290, df=1 (P=0.09); F=66%
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.67 (P = 0.50)

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subqroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV. Random. 95% Cl

-0.01 [-0.06, 0.05)
0.10 [-0.01, 0.20]

0.03 [-0.07,0.13]

-5 025 0 0325 05
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

B 16 WALEMEITSD Meta SHHER

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subqroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 85% Cl
Fiit 2014 48 1.88 5013 435 187 1831 B801% 0.24[0.19,0.29]
=IE 2008 64 1.82 653 612 181 679 19.9% 0.151(0.05, 0.26]
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% 0.22[0.17,0.27]

Heterogeneity. Chi*=1.94, df=1 (P =0.16), F= 43%
Testfor overall effect: Z=9.08 (P < 0.00001)

, .
035 05
Favaurs [control]

: |
05 -025 0

Favours [experimental]

17 FEAMEMEITED Meta TR

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subqroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI IV. Random, 95% Cl
i 2014 7.3 219 5013 767 21 1831 541% -0.17 [-0.22,-0.11]
Sk 2008 488 178 653 4.89 185 679 459% 0.00 [-0.11,0.11)
Total {95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% -0.08 [-0.25, 0.07]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi®= 7 36, df=1 (P=0007); *= 86%
Test for overall effect Z=1.09 (P =10.28)

B 18 WHEBE

05 025 0 025 05
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

439 Meta TR

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subqroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Fh 2014 333 197 5013 303 188 1831 6801% 0.15[0.10,0.21] |
SIilE 2008 B26 174 653 613 171 878 199% 0.08[-0.03,0.18]
Total (95% CI) 5666 2510 100.0% 0.14 [0.09, 0.19] *
Heterogeneity. GhiF= 1,65, df= 1 (P = 0.20); F= 40% 4 o5 7 o 1
Testfor overall efiect: Z=5.66 (7 < 0.00001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
B 19 FHEHKEIES Meta SR
WA HTER BN AEMA Y, BT Qe EIERIFR IR SR AT REAEAE R R i

P> TAE B SF 4L (SMD = 0. 21 ,95% CI:0.07 ~
0.35,7=2.93,P =0.003) ; iy Hofth =443, B4
PRAL RISy 22 R TCE 24 L (P ¥ >0.05) s A=
SPAUFIAE A SF AL AERS PR AR ) B o A A
PUANLERE [ PP 22 R TE8e 2 # R L (P #>0.05) ,

2.3.3 EuRMESH
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0 SE(SMD)
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SMD
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1 05 0 05 1
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o
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O
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o
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