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Abstract

Meta-analysis was used to explore the relationship between mindfulness and subjective
well-being in Chinese context and the regulatory factors affecting their relationship. Through lite-
rature retrieval, a total of 25 articles, 36 independent effects and 11,313 subjects were obtained.
Heterogeneity test showed that random effect model was suitable, publishing deviation test
showed that there was no publication deviation in meta-analysis; the main effect test showed that
there was moderate positive correlation between mindfulness and subjective well-being (r =
0.189, p < 0.001). The adjustment effect test showed that the relationship between the two was
regulated by the age of publication, the amount of male subjects, the way of subjective well-being
measurement and the type of population of the subjects.
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KA T ERTHETR T ESE5ENERBHRR RN _ERRNATER BT TRER,
FIRB25R R, 36 MMM EN 11,3138 8. RRMERKERY, GEEIIBPET R EE;
H R ZR R TN AFERRME; ERMAARRI, ESE5ENRBBEHFRERN LMK (r=
0.189, p < 0.001); HWITHSMERY, —FHEXRAZHUBRFEN. BEEAR. EUFRBRNET XN

RAHE R T
Xiia

IE@; EM$?EEZ; Metaﬁ'ﬁ, ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁz
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1. 5]

1E& (Mindfulness) 2 B HIXT 2 N 250 AN VE A 5 51 (Kabat-Zinn, 2011). ¥R, B EIR T,
I 51 1 A SNBOR 2 O 22 S R . B4, IR TIEE VN RAT T i RV BoR 51 2t
W, FEIGPRATR S T W e, DLIE S OSSR KT TN SR RO AT g7 ik i <28 =3l .

F U EAR K (subjective well-being, SWB)/Z [ WEAMAZE G I & 1) H BB bR, F8 MARTE B Q¥ e AR
e, X B AN B BRI A T T B A VAN, B AR R SRR A PR R 2L, ARG A AR
AR VE T P (life satisfaction), TR 7 )6 55 AR AR 1% /B (positive affect) FHTH A% 1% /B (negative affect) (Diener,
1994) o 2B 05 2 BLR IR/ B O IR AR V0T 5 050 AR AR D RRD R W, AR 1 BN Y AR A R T
LA AN B AW B )5 B 55 (Diener & Ryan, 2009).

BT, TR IR T DASR i AMA [ TR 7K F , AT 25 A Ao BERUIEE DR 1) k2> A0 2 AR K 142 157 (Zeidan
etal., 2010). B P 2EE X IE S FUWEARRZ H B8 REAT T RERSSUEF T, (B2 FFRIG — 84
W SoR, RS F AR A AR —, FHRREN-0.418 F] 0.658 ZIAIFH#RkIE, H5
W FAFEREA ARV B /NS W . R, 1B 5 B SRR 8 R I e A A . ks, W
T ) (1) 5% 8 HAA S R 8 TR 3% 1) s 0 A A I 4518 . T, WE s o A i 7k, SRAa 5 A
N -, EoSEWERBAEERNRR: B2, ES5 0RO 5 AR S0 N 2 1)

.
2. ARAZE
2.1. XEhiEESHRAE

e o o R ) S e S A v [ R S A SO B BEAT A R, T NE TR L 5T
Pe\ FHERBEAT A AN, T E A 2018-12-1 ZFA R IES S B ARG R TR R, B
FER RN EE; FUWSERRE TRy, SRR 3 S AR A T e B RO« AU SR
AR

ik
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PINARHE: 1) CEANBRFERTMRIESE FWERBERIRR: 2) OIS T A R R/ r
BUERERER r 0 F B ¢ 25 3) CPREARLHAR . Wit FRAREIN, AR B0k 252 &,
T S I SR A A ok R SOk 116 R, FLUCE I EE R PR AR SRR ST AR 76 R, HedE il 4 S A R
A RN & T 2 AR B SR SRR 2 AR R A O R SOk 34 0, B 2 Bk S A8 IR — e 1)
SCHR 1. AINTTANTRISCERECE R 25 4, MOLFERNE 36 AN, R ECUMEAR 33 N, mAAE
667 N, MFEAR 11,313 Ao SCRAIFIELFEE LI 1.

K A S A I B SR ECR: (n=252)

n v

530 ik B S SCRR A A5 B R SCHRECR: (n=136) —| AIERCEEE (n=116)

w1
i

i ST I 5 15 BRSO (n=60) S| BIBSCHRECE (n=76)

Y AR A AR SCRRECR (n=26) S| B (ne30)

\

PNGENES ISR (REEVEN)  (n=26)

\

HNERA L (meta 08T ISCHRECRE (n=25)

oh8F

Figure 1. Meta-analysis document screening PRISMA process
1. ST HTSCERTFIE PRISMA i

2.2. CRRFHEYRTD

XPINBISCERIBEAT a0 Nt 1) fE#E4 + KERFW: 2) SFEARE: 3) #iliaa; 4) gls
W5 5) IR EMERBEANET X 6) HXRE: 7) 5. LhikE: 8) HRELA.

A RBOAE DRI U BRI 1) DISEREA g BT AT i, BIEE N JRSLFEA W 77 A — AN OB 5
2) MR RINAR & T 2 AN SIREA, 53 BT 2 IR G655 3) AHIR RECY NI S5 L IR AR R,
GRS, TS T AH G RT3 ME .

SCHR B (A 801 2 S B PR IR i 1) — BRI T 5% . ARBE TR AR 2 A S T OO SR
AT A, PIRGEREEAR L, U SCER YW AL LU SO AR ) . Ak, T B =5 X g A AN — B S
BRIEAT TINEERDT, AR H T I hnite o
2.3. BRALEE

KH CMA 3.0 (Comprehensive Meta Analysis 3.0)i& H Mt 47 703 #7

23.1. YNEHE

NHEEREAR BRI, 7K Pearson FIZEAH R R r WG T iR KT H AN AE (Hofmann,
2005; Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006; MRul#t, mifisl, & Hifk, 2012)i#id Fisher Z #4k r 15, MRIEHEAZE
BB 95% I B A5 X 8] .
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2.3.2. FIRMRERITEERIEE

TETCHT R, (8] 5 RN A5 (fixed effect model)Fl Bt ATL 2N 45 78 (random effect model) A& fili 11~V 51 20w
1B HU B EE B P A i SR (Hedges & Vevea, 1998)0 ARG RE 2 2 I SR FHBE LSS ALY, e 2 Tk H
[i] 58 2 MR AY . SR A Cochran 42 H Y Q B RS 56 24 0 & S 1tk Q (A w35 IR B N &2 = i . (H2 Q
TER IR MG AR B S YA 50 75 5 AR AR M, Kk Cheung (Cheung, 2015) (B BUE R 45 & 12
FeHIWr . PN R E SR H BRI R, 2 P B 25%, 50%, 75%H, 2> IR a7 a2 A
ICRE S v BRI B S B MR T 48, 2013),

2.3.3. PAHHRRLE
[ 5 T A 4 2 A AN [ IE 7 2 TR S 5, U SR AT B LSS AR TR R P 5 RN o AT o 2418 5 28 B e
SRR, SRATTRIASHT, N RAR RN, BT SRR 5 E R AR .

2.3.4. HERERL

HH i 222 2 i AR SCHE SRR R R e, BF 3w e AR T R SR, s 1 R AR SCRR
XRES S ETT T BONAL = T S (Kuppens et al., 2013). #0596 AW 2 ) 7% — A IR FE . k%
4= Z8(Fail-safe Number, Nfs). 52 4H 5<% (Rank Correlation Test). [A] 474 7J:(Regression Intercept) &
BT MZ(Trim and fill).

3. 458
3.1. EIRMSHRE REREE

B 7 BRI & T RS R R AT ER, g s, RAMEISNEREE S, N TP
SEAE A BE R U0 R — A U4 R A v DVRR SRS B R A T, AT R RS . SR BN, Q fH
4 1082.00 (p < 0.001), I-squared {E 4 96.77, Ut BH FH 2SR 9 3 55 72 e 36 B 48 S & o5 A8 5 1 96.77%
Tau-squared {4 0.097, UiHAWE T A RE 9.7% 0 F TiHEACE . 255, WF7TE A BENLSRAR AL A
R

3.2. HEREKLE

I =HEI(EL 2)rTBAE H,  Te5 B ik B SOk 2 B R i e iR - BT, BOSTERIS S R 4 AT AE PN,
BRI, R SCHRARAE R 22 1 e REVERL/DN o DR S T R B EVPHIME, 3 —2D R
M 7S ARG R 25 . Egger’s #i36% B, Egger’s Intercept 4 0.90 (CI = —5.40~7.20, p > 0.05); k%4
R Nfs=3341, KT 5K+10=5x25+10; TaufH ~-0.13 H p AE3E; BANEFWIES 0.19, %
fH9 0.11, ZBAMEH 0.08, XEiFFEIME MR 8. 25 b, FET I NREA I I0 5 1 25 R HE

CIE
3.3. MR

MEEAAR F A6 TE AR W AR IR ¢ R, B 1 TR, TE 8RN 32 U 248 B OC R 2R 3 (r-bar = 0.189,
p<0.001). KIELIEMBFF, |r-bar| <0.1 BARAHDE, 0.1 <|r—bar| < 0.4 B NI, |r—bar| > 0.4 K
AR (Lipsey, 2000), BRI IE S5 320 SE AR IR 2 [0 52 B IEAR G, 95% 01 B A5 X [3] 9[0.085, 0.294],
AL 0.

3.4. WIS
(e i 1P A 6 2 W 8] 57 o, AT BE LA (3R 1 S8R B o 9 78 3 B URERAR B3
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LA AR B S AT FURFAE A IE 25 5 U AR IRk R TR T OB AT B 42

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Fisher’s Z
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Figure 2. Funnel plot
E 2. imHE

Table 1. Analysis of random effect model of mindfulness and subjective well-being

F 1. ERSENERRMENINARE 54

N ) R R 95% [ BAS X ] G
i) W T4 P4 -
=X ina R LBR Z Ak pfE
i AL 35507 A 2 36 11,313 0.189 0.085 0.294 3.544 <0.001

3.4.1. HIREFER, BUERLHRABOBETHN

HARCEEARS B B O SR, KR A To e Hr [l e B H 5 1 o 20 31 BASTHR HY
ARG TR R At BN B AR, IR S W AR R [A] A AR S A8 B Ok AR 9 A A B HEAT (81U 3 A o
I 2 S5 RNH R ACRT DAGA 00 IR 5 W AR O 2 s MBS B 2 7000 R 5 W
SEARIRZ AR 2 S PR v DA e T IE 25 55 SRR R &R

Table 2. Regression analysis of the relationship between mindfulness and subjective well-being between male and female
subjects in published years

F 2. HEER. BalENESSENERBRXANEISH

I 5 P 43 #r ‘ BN K 95% 1) B A X [ KA 56
R A 2% -
o af P RAtTH TBR BR VA pfi

Hlx -0.025 -0.038 -0.012 -3.710 <0.001

H AR 13.767 1 <0.001
R 50.653 23.993 77.313 3.724 <0.001
) Pl -0.0001 -0.0001 0.0002 0.449 >0.05

Lotk E 0.202 1 >0.05 i

R 0.174 0.131 0.2175 7.889 <0.001
o plZ -0.0009 -0.0011 -0.0008 -11.242 <0.001

B E 126.382 1 <0.001
el 0.335 0.303 0.368 20.321 <0.001

3.4.2. HERER, WEHR. HilXRPHHH
St AR L IE AN 3 S AR Iy 2, R S AT RN 0T, AR L 3

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.93068 548 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.93068

M &

Table 3. Type of publication, method of measurement, adjustment effect of subject type

3. HARER, MWEAN. HLLBMNFETRE

WA 25 k SPEIORLAE 95% CI Ow O P
o 11 0.233 0.073~0.393 298.305™""
A ) 9 0.053 —0.243~0.349 518.731™" 1312 0.519
AL 16 0.238 0.103~0.373 241.611™
EAREs FFMQ 20 0.198 0.055~0.340 498.732: 0.027 0.869
MASS 16 0.180 0.024~0.335 550.488
IWB 6 0.416 0.261~0.572 71.893™
MHQ 3 0.061 0.004~0.118 127.839™
PANAS 7 0.094 -0.128~0.316 82.457""
T AR IR 2 75 50 SWB 3 0.418 0.157~0.680 30.652"" 19.082 0.004"
SWLS 5 0.297 0.157~0.437 34.100™"
WBIS 5 0.347 0.257~0.437 9.908"
Fofts 7 -0.151 -0.421~0.119 226.4417
KE¥A 25 0.165 0.045~0.285 667.084™"
eSSt Eiann 5 0.487 0.297~0.677 69.812""" 10.084 0.006"
HoA 6 0.031 -0.247~0.309 145773

TE: k FORMOLEEARNER, CINEREXIE: Op NMARRYERS: 0 WA R FRIERE: p WALRFE I R REAKCF: p <005,
"9 <0.01, p<0.001.

BN TCHTE SR ARSI S A =2 (k= 11), EFl(k=9), #fi(k=16), RER, =K
HRRR I T M O R A (O = 1.312, p > 0.05), T AR AL A Ui W & 2 [ 9 R k25
Xof = RS AL T PR TE R T 0 S A R A 8 SR A AT A BT AR B, ORI = 2R RS I TR SR 3
SEAR IR A % RS B E )RR 04 Oy =298.305, p < 0.001, T4 Q) =518.731,p < 0.001,
FALR LA O =241.611, p<0.001). XEWRE ZHKREAAAERGE R, ZHAPE LRI .

BN SR ) 1E & & 5 o AP FFMQ (k= 20), MASS (k=16), 455587 FiZ & 7 a4
KRAKEFRALEE (O =0.027, p > 0.05), T IF &7 B WP #H Z B8R 3256wl
7 2N B IE SN 3 SEAR R A 0% RBGHEAT R PR SG A PFRI 5 J7 2U A E A R E W SE AR R
Fe R BUFAE T B 35 (FFMQ 41 Oy = 498.732, p <0.001, MASS 41 Q) = 550.488, p <0.001), X7&
WRE —H RKRICAFERG AL R, 2 H AR AL 5 1R 520

B AN SCHR ) 32 0 A8 B B 0o B35 TWB (k= 6), MHQ (k=3), PANAS (k=7), SWB (k=
3), SWLS (k=15), WBIS (k=5), HAth(k=7), &R TR E TR R B ZE 7 (0= 19.082, p
< 0.01), Ut BH 30 24 B & 07 s P & 2 [ G &R o g — 20 X Lkl 07 20 A 1E A R 3 0 SE A Uk
(AH 8 R ECHAT R PRSI -G Ak 07 30T (9 1 0 32 W SEAR BRI A OC R R R . E (IWB. 4
Ow=71.893, p<0.001, MHQ %1 Oy =127.893, p<0.001, PANAS 41 Q; =82.457, p<0.001, SWB 41
Ow=130.652,p <0.001, SWLS £ Q) = 34.100, p < 0.001, WBIS 41 O, = 9.908, p < 0.05, HAt 4 O, = 226.441,
p<0.001), XEIRE FKREAERFE R, ZHALRE R .

BN SCHR IR BE R BT A N =2 K (k=25), (k= 5), HMlik=06), 455 5xR=u
FEAR SR R R R A 7 (0 = 10.084, p < 0.01), WA AR i & Z A1) R &R o 205t
SRR RS AL T 1 T S0 3 S AR R A 8 R B AT [F) BT e AS B0, R I = Rl T ) IR S =
W SEARIBR AR o< R BT bE B35 OB 4 O = 667.084, p<0.001, ¥4 0y =69.812, p<0.001, 3
flZl Q= 145.773, p<0.001), XEMHE _FHRXRICAAERGAL R, ZHAM TS & 170
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4. g
4.1. EZE5FNEERATEHN

JCA TS FORIIE 5 0 S 4 2 2 AR B IR AH G (r-bar = 0.189, p < 0.001), 455 3CHF 7 AT
FR IR AN 3 SE AR R R A DG e IR M S T 2 I U SE AR R ? B Y SR O T T AR
B 1) miE&MEN B SRR 1 EAE, B S B RIER I 0 T R & 028, Fitk
RO @ FE AR, SeAh, ESPTrEE e . ROE. 95, T8 2 SRR NN 1) 3 0 S A
AT ROE T R G AL, 2017 g, XIRTAE, AEHE, & T, 2015). 2) HIRWATTEIRIAA
T AN AN AE AR R AR O BETh B T T S A . 0 E sk s d N TR AR A A SRS S R M
EAA— SR, MXANESC RV, EET UEE B RIFETES) . SEI A FR AT B SR A
OV HE T SRR AR, R R PR R B R IE T R R IE S, (A 1 R DA X 2 7R
SR ACREH H AT (DR, 2016). 3) IE&MEN—FEZEFLOHEAY R, SWaE S NTETE
F WAL RNV AE S AR AR . R O, B AN IR O R TAE B A N
AR RILE I, AMER I BT LA R B SRR TAE ", AAE AT LLMET I A FE T R T AE 7 K
FR R 1) R, BN L SEAR R (R B & ER/NTT, 2017). 4) EIESHIAMAE BT Y N IESD, Bob ki
KKFESF, BARGIT ZATLHIRE, DRI IERSZ 20 58 5 (I () Fe M kI (] ZE A8 I AN AR 30 B8 22 A i
TR R, AR T A OB, drmit e R, e, & RO, 2017),

4.2. MSHERSETIER

SRR, IR S AR B OGN AS 2 e M R R RN I I T s T, BB
AR DR RN TX LA FORFAE L AT — B AN

B A FRRZE) 7 HBRER. BEgalE . 20 A N 77 sC sl B i R . B
FURR, BEH ARG, IES S EUEARE A O B SS, WREIRER, BEHSKARE, Bk
2 (AR R 22 5 2S00 AR R RGOk, HI8S 1 IR0 W AR AR, anlE AT ANt
FETFIEH T — 3 (B B rh A R 5 RO8E, A5 IR 5 R 2 AR R R GUBR R 2% . EAh, S RK
Bl BESYERCERIE, 1B EU SRR R RBORMES . ATRESR AR, B S A2 R
Mt i ®, PrRZKIEIRZ, ARSI EWERRN RGEONE A, HISS 1 IR &0 20 S 4R &K
M BN BRI, EOERREINE T AR S S EWEREZ IR R WG4 R Lok
B, ERAERRRINE T B, AT A R R AU B AR, AT R 4R
TR, D ERI N E GG R, AN R R ) I & 5 W AR IR 5 R
WAAEESR . f)a, WHURR, POl AR M IR S S BRI R, KRR TR SGEX A [H
ARSI I ) 1 0 WS AR, XA [ AR AR SRR BEAT AT BE X PE 900, (H el TAS T 4 2R
PN 2 BAOR R, R B 1 Z AR AR AR Ay — 2K, (45 HAR O I RN el BB 2 R
DL S 2R RATE E AT A0 56 %ot At sl 2 SC R KB 7, SR AN S TR T 22 1, A5 IR SR AR I
A HERRR R,

43. MRTEMRE

By UM R ERASCIR E 4, 4% CARCRIONUR AR I, BT T e 2 AR IR ], XEfe
AAAERR R A s 20—, WETC A A S ST O SCRREEAT TR R M, ARORITFE T WA R SCAT 5t
Mk, AR iE R, F=, OO MR, SR ol METTAL gold
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FEASS R AT M RN A 38, DU OB T TR R 75 A HAh A St IR & 5 L SE AR I 1 58 R A7 AE T 9 1R
s Bwa, WHFUBCA X IE S S B AR R T Y A AT e i, RRBE A frilE— D i KRR
B IR N R T AR, DL IE & U S A B 8] ) A EAE LA o

5. &t

1) &5 0 SEAR B2 R TP S RE R 1 IR AR G
2) IE&EEMSEMREZ R0 252 B HRER. BFFE R B MRS 0 24 & 7 XA R
RIS ER .

HEEmE
LU 7G4 B T Rl 2 — 05 H (201804 1027-4) B BE: il R

SE 3k

M, £/ J7(2017). E&XHP LIS RS EW RN LRTHER. R4 3202), 73-76.

FRANEE, e ar, B /K (2012). EMEARIR S R = NS FFEA SSBE S T o b, ORI R 20(1), 19-26.

MRER, H/ANE, BRCEE2017). IE&. WM ARRS TSR CR. OHFHE 7(7), 883-887.

aﬂg—ﬁiﬁ(zon) KFEIE BN PG EHEFGBPIHRZ: WA EH TR TEA, A, B 1Y)

Z8(2016). SIS K FE R BRI e i IEERFAER. iesr, Jeat: bRtk

XUWHE, XIRILE, ZEHH, SHI2015). KEA TES 3 0 SR BRI F 015 26 15 S LBk iR A E . O ZER
38(4), 889-895.

FERRLE(2013). Meta A Hr AT S SEoaEDr. Aba: NRIAEHRAL.
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