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Background Two Procedures
Artifact Correction: originated from validity The correlation-based artifact correction Is built upon the theor that artifacts attenuate the true correlation coefficient by a multiplicative fraction (Schmidt,
generalization studies (Schmidt, Hunter & Hunter, Urry, 1976; Hunter-Schmidt Procedure). [ = p \/ Iy +€ (1), where
Urry, 1976); It Is the intersection between e, Is denoted to represent the sampling error assouated Wlth I
meta-analysis and psychometrics (Hunter &
Schmidt, 2004). Raju, Burke, Normand & Langlois (RBNL Procedure, 1991) 0; = p; +€; (2), where = Tt @ @ o
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error, extraneous factors that affect the _ o | | | Jmemal | () coeny) | (0D
relationship. Artifact correction meta-analysis | | S@mpling/Data Search: Sample studies included in Kohler, Cortina, Kurtessis & Golz (2015) Average |
- - - - .- Reliability for 0.8247 0.8785 0.8104 0.8478
generally assumes pairwise independent * Both published and unpublished citations v j
- . - ° The tlmeframe between 1986 to 2011 Note. Each of the bivanate correlation yy will be meta-analyzed by Bare-Bone, Hunter-
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Research Challenges 277 studies retrieved studies meet this criteria (this number can be increase by searching and ety ditfosent o o el conststency and B0 ntra-rter
Disconnection between the focus of Including studies that were conducted or published after 2011
methodology development and the practical POS: percelved organizational support; JP: Job performance; » There were no statistically significant difference between the
use OCBO-organizational citizen behavior-to organization (Table 1) population validity estimates from the three different procedures.
e Individual vs. Distributional correction (RBNL Is known that overestimates the true validity the least).
- Monte-Carlo testing vs. Real-world studies | |Result Summary | | |
Table 2 * However, RBNL procedure provided the largest variance estimates
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The necessity of correction (High low bt tvoe POS (internal consistency) POS (internal consistency) east variance estimates. (This actually contradicts to Mont C_ar 0
values; with range restriction) T conclusion that RBNL tends to produce smaller sampling variances).
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* The use of mixed types of reliability (reliability type) sclf-rated e self-rated B0
estimates (Murphy, 2003) cniff:ﬂi} (intrarater) mﬂ:ﬁﬂﬂi}.—} (intra-rater) Al_though the correlations bgtween rellab_llltles were S|gn|_f|cant for the
» The assumption of independent artifacts Number of studies 44 79 86 116 pair of intra-rater of JP and internal consistency of POS, It does not
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(Kohler, Cortina, Kurtessis Golz, 2015) L oo S 0 41445 01190 01059 appear that t_he pc_)pulatlon estimates deviated too much from the se_t of
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To empirically examine the impact of Hunter-Schmidt 0.2437 0.1746 0.5037 0.2267 consistency was not significant.
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