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Abstract

Objective: To study the effectiveness of the intervention effect of Sandplay Therapy in Chinese
schools and which variables will affect the effect of Sandplay Therapy. Methods: Through me-
ta-analysis, this study explored the intervention effect of Sandplay Therapy on Chinese students. A
total of 57 articles with a total sample size of 3269 were included. Results: (1) The effect of
Sandplay Therapy in Chinese students was moderate (g = 0.736, 95% CI [0.666, 0.805], z = 20.765,
p < 0.000); (2) School age can regulate the intervention effect of Sandplay Therapy. Conclusion:
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Sandplay Therapy has a significant medium effect on Chinese students, and school age is an effec-
tive predictor.
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1. 5|15

FAREST V2 ORI BN ARIRTT , OB KRR RIE 57 AR R A T AR R Bl LR, 053
FIELASRAR B M O B2 N FRS SE R (5K H 5, 2006). FERESTIE, REEVRITHMIRGEE T, SRUT#E MBTEZE
FEBPGETCE, TR A NRRAE T AT BRI — RO BRI TVE(CE S, sk H A, 2013). W ALIF
AER 5 E AR I RO PR S S R A ST N B H A, I 44 AR RESTE(Enns & Kasai, 2003), 1998 4E7k H
FRH TR H ARSI E 237 AL BIITE, T4 R A — R 20 O 3 58 51607 4%,
YRV F INAG K Ait J135 77 DL A e O R 4 S5 A AR R g E H

40 22 SRR 7T OOk B A8 RE ST VR B A M, B nxd 2 RO A2 1) 9 ) 0 384 5 (Rousseau, Benoit,
Lacroix, & Gauthier, 2009)~ X o 2% 4E 2530 H FE 1) T (Chen, Zang, & Xu, 2006). {23k B FI%E JL#E A S5
R (Taki-Reece, 2012). [E N 2ZEFATRFERI R T 2500 S A R REAT 7 KRBT FE . Bt /N2
AVER R TFB(CES], 2018). AT AR NBRSSAERE I FR(ZR 75, 2016). X mh A R BRI+
B, 2550k, R, ZERnt, R, 2016). XA A A T I S 4SS, 2007). RFHUR:
SO PR BT TR 5 1055, 2018) M B B LB I TR (FE i T, 32258, 2013)%% . (HERMNCH
MW ALERKE, STRETIESRAENMARECHERE—DFEEHEN: F—, FETIENTIRNR
FEARK R, BARZHRNEHA, St s £, PAENECANENSCERTREMS
R AT 2R . E Meta 42T (Meta-analysis) 77 20T LLAR P IR AN R BTl =F
BT RSB A, 46 OF K TR ERISCEEET Meta 7081 & —FioG 2 A L Z &5
773 Meta TRV Z A RIERE ST, 2 N T B IEH T LT K& AT ds R
BEAT RIS HT 7 (LRSS, 1992), TTLLEIE Meta 73 M i KA RE T OREA B, LSRG 6 /7 .

FAREST T TURCR I 25 32 2R AR T 52, TEFRE T4 B 7 VA It 7 R BB SR U /N2 AR
T B 7))L SR R AR R TVE T ISR A — e 2 Rk, (EIRE A3 — D L & B 2 2
REMZERIE(EGE, 2020). A — PR FIFER B ER TR 8 B ZER, A7
B R R E N — N R ERAT T Sdh, O BRAE DR AL O B AN O 3
TR B B N %2 A o e O SRR (T 2% ik, 9k dy, 2011). O BIRIFFEIE R 1 A RES T A0 T 0 3
TEANPRR R ARRE. FHRER #E2EE POER. B3R, AT v, SISy T3A B & (%
Y, 2013)0 DN T BEGFHLREE 2 AT TG BIAE R IR AT 2, S5 A OB BT R SRR, AR R T
(T TR 53 R AR AR AN AR TR AR N 2 o B B3R R A BRI ABRiaidae /)55 TR AITaAR
AR BTN R AR TN T R E S AR EIT . g7 b, ARIFTARE
St SRR E B N AR R T VE T I BOR L IRERTT R RE ST 1T T AR AR A [R] 4 8 FAS R T07
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)X AN AR 2 R, AR AR T VR T DL SE A S Mk B T R 2 A A, SRR A AR R

AR E 0 BEARR KT
2. 5k

2.1 AN S 4w

SCERTRE AR AN & 1 B, IR AR E RIS 3 B A AT X = A P A s, xR
1998 4 1 H #| 2020 4 11 H A RABREST LR AL T Pt TE AT R 2R o A 3R SR A ], R AR “ %
A7 OIEE CYARNERT . CURIRITT L “FERTIET B —INFEARERIT], IR R Sk
152 1542 f5 o STERANAARHER LA JLAL: (1) BFAREIN A N R SRR T Va2 A g A7 10, BARis
THAK R RONAR, 3% L A ] A6, 455 S0 2H 0] R 2H 1) 22 S P 40 B R T i 22 S Ve o #r s (2) W0 g R [
KEGMIFE SRR, Hoh 2R RN g B AR . R4 kLI 244E 5 2% (3) Wkl SR
FERE, REAR KN o SCRRHEBRFRIEA 40 R JUAT: (1) SCE A A X R RES 7 T TIRICR 6 £5d 7 T (R 560 5
(2) BAMSE RFTEREA, BT EER A Se A L A R (3) EFX AR REST b B 4 B Ay T
BRI TEAHNA R TT T TEE . Sid ik, &4 59 m A ROCkEE T o, Kb T 199 X
RPNE, FEARBER 3269, HE AR 867, S/MEAREN 4.

PSR P
FM Ty 4ET
(n=1542f7%)
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Figure 1. Literature inclusion process

1. XERANRIE

2.2. BiEHREL

PEMOIFGm b B s SCHR PV RFAE RGN 5 R IELHs o SCRRRFE SRS 7 A 46 1 FEH . FEARE. 24K
B FebRRAY, BRGmAS LR 1. 8RR 0N 2 25, Sl ARRMRAT o B s B AR R i bR AV AR AT I
SIHFRIE MR IEAR . AP RRAR PR RS T W N LA HIRAEEE. AR KR HAEERNRE . OER
JR 71 EMEARR. HEE 1. R, BB BEE. XS TRG HREERR RS TN LA T
VAR OB R BI(SCL-90 /%) MISREE. ZET . NFREERE. OHES. ENAR. HHE, %
WER, KA. FAERR LS TR haE ] BRSEA . REEAERRRLE %4 . HdEriei
RGN (1) A5 W S50 8 1 F R0 SE 6 4 6] HE 20 S 56 v (R I B 50 38 T AN B8 0 bt s (2) #
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(7 62 iy I S BRSBTS 40 A ) Bt k4T e 0 s (3) AR 1)
I L5 B BONT R R S O LS SRR 73, 35 R B R A BRI R 4

Table 1. Meta analysis of intervention effect of Sandplay Therapy
= 1 HETETISRT O E A SR

TEEE R ok L anwi TRbRA A
L 20 REE THHAR bR
ZFK T 15 PN PR AR bR
RER 42 REE TR R
fkrese 100 R AR R
E R 25 PN EDLE A
SR ] 12 /g THRAR bR
Pt 47 Rk AU E T
BLILHE 84 e THHAR R
k&R 10 ik THRAR R
HHANE 12 REEE AR R
FHuE 35 R AR AR R
I i 14 REEAE MED &L
5} 9 K2 AR AR bR
FEABFA 50 R AU L
LIS/ 15 i ML
MR 32 REE THAR R
R 17 R THAR R
Foi 8 REE Bk AR bR
Gatyis 158 REE TR R
R 4 Rk LE MEDLE LA
X/ ¥y 25 PN AR AR bR
i 30 REELE ERSE T
44 11 REEE MERSE T
P57 282 Rtk THHAR bR
NS 12 Rt THHAR bR
BILE 6 REEE AR R
SL50 1 REEE BARAR R
JA 2R 12 PN EDA& LA
FER 6 R ED& LA
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EHER i3 % T AR B4 fRbReal
A 10 e LS T
R 80 KEE AR AR bR
KA 30 Rk TR bR
1 148 BRI AE THHRAE bR
SRS 24 Fepked FRIER
KK 72 KEE FRIEF
Z#H 12 g TH AR AT
fies 124 BARAE FELIE T
B 36 A TR AR
BT 46 KA LSS
W 72 R THIRIRIT
F 36 NS S
A 40 KEA: MR &R
R 867 REE TR AR AR
EREE 172 AN AR ARR
# 3 120 HRRLAE bER S E =1
R 16 KEE FURIRIR
A 42 Rk L3 THRAE bR
IR 60 IR AE MEDE L
MRFIE 80 KREE TH AR bR
G 40 gk L BB b7
JEUEAL 20 BRI AE THRAE AR
TEH 30 KA SELEista
%95 6 KREE THRAR T
ik 22 PN o TH AR AT
b 30 KA TH AR AT
2511 B 20 BREE 5 TR TR bR
E(53 24 IR AUt

2.3. WRENHTE

1 bR UEAL Y8 % Hedge’s g, B Cohen’s d FIMEIER, 1ERNOHETHIRUR &, Hedge’s g Ml idfi A
TS R FREAR R 5 I (B08 B &) M ERbRHEZ, B CMA 3.3 TRk #iidE
HbRHEZE, WIEH 42, to FSE. ZORERIFMIRAEN: 0.2 /NEURE, 05 N EERIRE, 08 N
KB B (Kallapiran, Koo, Kirubakaran, & Hancock, 2015).

2.4. GiH4LIE

N FH office2010 HEAT 1D HIEHE it 2, ] CMA2.0 (Comprehensive Meta Analysis)ilt 1T Meta 441
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Mgt it 5.
3. &R
3.1. HiRRIRIELE

DRI AR N T 53 AT B SCHR S 75 A H RO iR (A AE , ASHIE 98 18 56 R B U = B th R i i g AT A e AR
P 2 TR, KIEBAH T ROSAE S AR EIR S B T SR AR, 0 RUSAEAETE T AT L L, X PR
75, FIREAFAE— 8 B AR i L el . H TR SR AN 3R BEREAT B VP A, B — e A,
FLVRAHI FE 3t — 25 SR FH 45 24 45 22 8k (Fail-safe Number) ()77 V53— 35 BEAT UM AR ORGSR 56 o 45 DL, ki
A RHCN 95,725, AT 5 K+ 10 (K NN TC/ TR i3 H), X EWEILTH LI 95,725 i@ A6 k2T
T PRCR AR B2 1S3 A2 B R W% (Egger, Smith, Schneider, & Minder, 1997). 45421 EIfI %k %
4 Z BRI I6 25 R IA IR TG 43 T A AE U = B T B/, Wt 7R 48 A AL

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Hedges’s g
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Figure 2. Funnel plot of effect value distribution

B 2 MRESRHE

3.2. FRMEE

[ Jo PG 6 45 SR B AU 25 R n ok 2 s, e Q B0 1458.199, p < 0.001, 15t W& RN B W] 52
SR, 12 {H KN 86.422, HRYE | HARRRJE U (Borenstein, Hedges, & Higgins, 2009), i B 78 A6 KE 7 5 1) 7
SR 2 HA 86.4229% 1728 S A2 FH RIS IR B SE 22 S 3 ), T BEATLIR Z IR 5 L 13.578%. ikgh R
B, WSCIREAE— Rt BTDCR A BN LRSS R AT T/ W o EAh, 500 P P 25 AL idE— 215 13 B
TR BT R S AR R RO AR BTV T TSR AT R T RS AL

Table 2. Homogeneity test of intervention effect of Sandplay Therapy
2. METETHRERMEEE

it FFEs
Q df (Q) P I

SER IR 57 1458.199 198 0.00 86.422

3.3. EWMKRE
K FH SRR SEARE TR S R R 7 VR T TR HEAT RN AG 56, 48 bR vEAL Y502 Hedge’s g 1ENFEREST 5
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TSR &, FBNAR B RN A E—oofl+oo 2 [H],  GIERARIRT 0, JUJ 5 B BT =5 52 R 3 %) S0 0 5= A= 1F
RURL, 7T O JUIER B i 28 2 DR 20 SIEH0 X R = AR RN S AL, 52/, 2001) . RCR & IVEAIFRIE -
0.2 /MR E, 0.5 NhEMEE, 0.8 N AR E (Kallapiran, Kirubakaran, & Hancock, 2015). % 3 f4k
REIR, FETIET RSO R IMEY 0.736, B IX R 4[0.666, 0.805], MTEMEXEAGE 0Hp <
0.001, FTAFEREST VR T IR B35, MR PEAbRAEE T R S8R 2 T T

Table 3. Main effect test of intervention effect of Sandplay Therapy
3. METETMBREB NG

RSB F 95% B 13 [X ] WA B
it A EL N
=X i TBR LBR z P
BEAL AN 57 3269 0.736 0.666 0.805 20.765 0.000

3.4. BRI

T AR R F X A RE ST A T PR B2, 7 0l X AN B R 2 BN R AR 2R A 2 AN AR B gk AT 11T AL
LIRS, 45 5 LA 4B T RN, 2 BN A B2 ST VR T TSR A G TR E A, e Q B 31.881, p < 0.001,
TR I ST RSB R I, A ST R TR LR U TSR B, . ANEARIRE, REEAEFIIRRE
A PR A AL AR A — B RUR s TR bR R A T TSR A B W5 ER,
Q{li} 1.926, p>0.05.

Table 4. Test of the effect of Sandplay Therapy
A FRETT AT MR HLELE

R B 95% B X (]
WA R 25 Q P z P
K g TR FR
£z K 31.881 0.000 120 0.592 0.519 0.666 15.795 <0.000
L7 VI 16 1.790 1.276 2.303 6.836 <0.000
N 11 0.774 0.600 0.948 8.717 <0.000
B 52 0.693 0.527 0.859 8.184 <0.000
HE 18 1.068 0.790 1.347 7.520 <0.000
(=t it N S L oy 1.926 0.165 143 0.698 0.619 0.776 17.443 <0.000
A E LA 74 0.818 0.667 0.969 10.602 <0.000
4. Whig

4.1. FEEFTET RS EHE

AW FEEIL T AR RSV BT TR B AR B AT T VFAY, 45 BRI BRI T AR &
HHORE. CEAM AR T IEERHA R —THUERS, BAER RN, #lw, Chu 5
N T IR0 TT A2 DI T iE N 2 AR AR AR A IR TT ROR, 45 BRIy b B xR 6 T BUR
AR T B 2593697 (Chu, Hai-Zhen, Sun, Yuan, Wang, & Zhang, 2015), 4% A% B 244 V38 fg
BEAT 15 KIAEA BT IERC A& IV AS 5 70 BRI B (R A8, VR, MESE, 2017). H
kv I LoEE B CANE L GIEFARELE S, A HTIPE R A, TR B B R 10
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AR RRE I Ao TG Ve ) 1 R JEE A1 i S R3S S B A i AR S AL AT B KA S SRV 3 T LAE 534 T )
19T E TR A CREE R,

H TSR B 0 SCRR A B B B A i v, T FE IR A A S AU 32 21 T AR R 2= 152, ()
IR 32 2] 1 LR RZE AR . RO ASHIT FEHSCER B SCIR T 00 SAHE T/ Ik, b B
Aoy REFEDURRRLE, $ORRHARS EEOR. MAh, ETpditd, B 7 LR g R R R s B
T8 RIS AR A AR AR AR A5 T, BEANFEAR Z A B AR T IR FBAAAEAR . Frel, BMESH 14
FETF IR T RRCR B ISR, BRIV D B S TR R AT HE

4.2. FRETT AT HBRAET R

421 FEZFE

AT, AR A B RS AR o B 45 R T DA, AR AR BU AN AR I 7 iR R ROR A 5
EMZERME, FRRLEM TR RERK, FNFARTIRSERERZ, B RR S A T TSR
XA

FAREITVEAEQINL 2 W], e B Bt ) LB OB U TR T, E Ry a T TR L2 52 it Bt A1 32 Ok
PRI (AU, Wik, gkHaZE, 4RUL, 2018), JLHAEIAEFIE N A CEME SR, R®ILEHE
OEVAITITRCER . B, MEITEIES R ATERENE. BRI AL PR ORYOR B B R
RS FE BRI T VEAE BN S R AR IR S A (R S A A MR 38 . IR, FEFERE S, BEXTRRRR
JLEZ S LR IR R, 8 ) LB Db KRBT REEAL, Refg iy Ao, FBEA R54, Rik
Ao, BoECEEE. BE, MEmERERnTiEdiiErm, ERERRILERAPRRR.
SRR iR R BEITHREER . ARBEFRIEIN 6 FXTRrR L i)+, Hrh i 2 HE
JiE JLEE SR 2 R AR BREREE ) LEE R SCHR . 2 RvER JIEE ISR, ERERIAZ, BT R LE T
BCCEHER D, FARTEEREIEWRRILE, (£ )50 S ER i — PR Rk ) L& 58 T
ET TSR AT S AT B E

KEMFBETEV R A, FRETTEE— M) LEE RGN TRCES, 5KH A, 2013), —H
MR LER B E A R RESTVE, (R AT T R S A8, AN T IRCR £ 3R
GO, TR R B AR BRI ORI RO & X AT LLUER] T BEE R R T VA I R, ORIk
2 WREARER AT DUl I 48 BT v 25 T T B ) A5 2 R R T ICR . AR AN i, AW
WA B2 T2 P] DAL T & AR RSB BRI N, X e ip s 1)L DA DL (Pearson & Wilson, 2001).

T ARG BT V20T T B 25 A R R 2 A 1R o B AR ) R FIUSOR AR R ARG, B R SO & . AT
IR LRI RN A, R S A AR 2 A 1 5 ARk R JJ MR RE D SE i, AT DAAER ) 7] O B 5 ) I 0
HH AL RO A R 1) R 1 5 R0 AR 3 LA AT THE (RO B2 I > 2R AN F 5 15 U7 20 v e 5 58
X FE )7 A I i sgne 1AV RHE, BEsafiresr ik 2 AR—AMAEIEFIE L. REM
I, P HRARR 2B AR R 22 AR T & A BT VEAT IR AN R o — PR O BT 17 32

422 FHEIRER

AT TR 45 0T LA H AR AR AR B TR A 8 S8R W % & 1 T At 90 30O 2 (R AN A AE B 3 2
Fo MAERESTVET TR AR AR R — AN O BRI R, oI X T A B 5 TR (1 15 7704 2 T
OVEE SR IIE S, TR IR A 72 1) R0 A A g o R 0 %o 2 A 1) o A B AT 5 00

MHETCAH RIS, DAEBEFF T IR B0 58 7 R M T TSR BT s L. %3
WONTE O3 X R SR A B AT T TR I R b, AR A R R S AN O SRR 8 ) R B 1 26— 20,
T R B bR U2 55 R R AR bR DL ORE O B R SR K 19 5 (Keyes & Lopez, 2005). MAHE F 25 R K E,
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FEREST A B BAT SEAR AR AR FR AR TH AV T AR R b B0 77 1 ) AR, AR W] T A e TR AE Lo B
RN A AR (13 1

43. RE

AT LR EI, H5E, BNE TR TR IE G BB, I KRR SRR R TVE A T
BE— AR BB =, TRAh T E B RRES TV Meta 70 T HOAs Bk AENCHR B BESCIR A I R b A B
REICHR AR TREARM A EREA LTI A BN 2228, THR N D228 AR S 3D
BRAHT T S AR B 22 Ah, RS E thA] BE o0 R RS T I T BB R B T R AT, BT LAE AR SR 1 3C
BRI T, TR AN D R R IR Nz 2, IR EZ MM RE. 55 BT AR kK
AR B A AR, R IR R AT M [ AR AR R T ik 1 T BRI AR B 1 5 AR ], X
FEARK T E B TR TT 1A .

BEAh, G g OG- BE ST 2 SCHR I 0 A 25 SRR, xof /N2 AR RVRR R ) LB T R R ) SR AR D>
FEBES TR B0 R 3 i B /N A AT VA 3 A b (KRR R LB, (EURE B T Voxd - 5 T ZER B
VF 2 /INERVRFIRE AL AT BT 7 IR ANE AR MECRAIE REAS 2 AT AL 06 B0 AT U3 5 A AR E 7 A I o L k4T
FERETT IR T TR RS T VR S I N R E A (81 0F 20 4RI TR), HLizyr ik i L0 B — R 51
RN, Fir AR 2T 1AL B 58 A8 22 B SR AT W I T B e I TR 3 b, AR TVEA G B
Xt T AR RE AR BEAT AR, ERINTOR U I ERR T, B RGRIEE, XEEREN T RN
I R AT R 2 T O A el B A T ) ) P52 SR SR U B B 7 A o JC LR AE IR LB AL
HI TR BES PR T T PRI O3, B LA SE A% AR R ST VAR I R L LA A OB, ARIE D B 5 46
e 0 5 R R R Y[R I InaBr KkTe,  EAT O B SR A BRI ORAE . AEFRE R "R R 0
BAERRAOE 5N, RIRETEROHE A T BRI N 2 MSCHE, 1R IR E AR AR A RE S IR R T
KRR IT HABRESETH 0B ARE BE/K Pt IR BATARSKR TAESS J 77 170 45 A

5. R R

1) FRSTIAT A RO ER TR, HACREDN 0.736,
2) FiBCRA TR

E&UH

AW FEIRT P B R0t 90 AL 208 BB TR B BB H 45 = gxun-chxps202048); 2020 4] Pt i
R A AR BUA BUE R 5 S BRI 7L IR (500 H 9w 5. 2020LSZ069) .
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199-205+86
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