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1. Metagp-#rég 2 &

O020#-247, S, EFFMBIERAMAENTLERER—
B, EEMTEOIE

OATFTREZERGHE A xﬁ i 7y ik
e Simpson & Pearson (1904):@ it ++ & 5 52 3h 6948 % 2 369 P 314,
st % A2 B 4 R BT AR,
o Fisher (1932)#2 4 7 IR &ML R IEI5 4T, B FENMFRXOPLR =
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O£XEFLNCHEFZE. EFR. #F KGene V. Glass (1976)
o Fx I EMeta-Analysistg s : NEHCAMRERA B,
SR EENFRERBATREESIRITF N F X
o BZESMRSAZANER: (1) RERIBEWWF o4, (2)
BRI HIEG B M, (3) Metagy-#r
oMeta- i AT A2 “...2 )5 &Y, Meta-Analysisig 497k
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O g AHFIAALSFF
o Farly, J. U. (1982), “Patterns in parameters of buyers behavior

models: Generalizing from sparse replications”, Marketing
Science 1(2): 181 — 204.
o Assmus, G., J. U. Farley & D. R. Lehmann (1984), “How

advertising affects sales: Meta-analysis of econometric results”
Journal of Marketing Research 21: 65 — 74.
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Regression Analysis)
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FWIENFe gV, REEERE RIELERAFTEALEEZF
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o Elsevier, CNKI#: & Metata % &9 2 55 AT R :
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3. Metag #2515 F & A 89 5482

o Card, David; Krueger, Alan B. Time-series minimum-wage studies: A meta-
analysis [J]. The American Economic Review, 1995, 85(2):238-243.

o Cao, Zhi; Lumineau, Fabrice. Revisiting the interplay between contractual
and relational governance: A qualitative and meta-analytic investigation [J].
Journal of Operations Management, 2015, 33-34:15-42.
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3.1. 447 A

O ELA 5§30k 69 2 53 6 B AE A AR £ A
0 A K43 X — R F-22 0 B M6y LR 7, Bl B X 2k SR AT 7
0 RCRLAR VT 3K B HLELR VT bt
O WA : AR P BTG 89 Aot 4B
o FAX A Z ()
o fmA8 % & % (pcc)
o B )2 A M AR AR (SE) fe g by (df)
o EZAKMAFE W E
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O RIEAF EZF TR XA AT T k4 iE, B EHF
REXAE =2
oYi=a+ X +yC+
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O ¥R 5P 09 25 24 5 A8 % 09 AT 50 bk, PRIEAE A S
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O Xkt 7 ik
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32. XKEREE5HIFELE

Step 1-Key words: contractual set or

* relational set
ABI BSP 1S1 Science Direct
1,329 articles 1,343 articles 785 articles 1,501 articles

ﬂ In total: 3,176 articles

Step 2-Key words: governance mechanism;
interfirm or interorganizational governance

ﬂ In total: 516 articles

Literature search Step 3-Manual search:
process 170 articles

|

Step 4-Reference search:
27 articles

I

Step 5-Email request:
5 articles

In total: 3,894 articles

:{— Unit-interorganizational ? 3,3E4\9C::1c:ileﬂ
Empirical and Relevant? Exclulde: .
402 articles

Literature selection
process

Exclude:
4 articles

Sample independent?

|

— Final database:
139 articles
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O 3 IAT 7 818 KA

o BRI AAMT & AR ZORMTEL ZAM T F LR R &

e MIALE: ZHRAXZTWMNEARELZOLH

o FFRAE A AP 09 A2 BAF RAFAE. A2 A 42 &

o HYyLTrik: X#KEAF BT PORAA B XA, HEFEFE L
O F IR AR 2L
o FA XA Kr. @2 A HB. FFAEESE. A, plA. FEF
o AT k2 T AR ARR %6 BYE A K, T B a1 4 ot F R Al
N RRRBOTE AR
o ik bk %42 FAF AL HIEH AR, T Ak A B Metafy A f
L] SR 89 R B F R —, FZ%— %A (coding)




32. BFEREFELEHKIELE

M

Varnables Description Mean SD Min Max

Premium Coefficient estimate for the energy label (the effect size or 0.08 0.10 0.1 04
premuium}

Categorical = lif the measuring scale for EEC is categorical, = 0 for 041 0.49 0.0 1.0

Scale continuous

Voluntary = lif'the EEC 1s voluntary in a country. = 0 for mandatory 0.67 0.47 0.0 1.0

Sales Market =1 if the effect size 15 with respect to sale price, = 0 for 0.61 0.49 0.0 1.0
rental value

Age of Cert The age of the EEC since introduced i a country (= "study 1528 5.32 5.0 240

Scheme year — year introduced”™)

Residential =1 1f the ECC effect 1s with respect to the residential sector, 047 0.50 0.0 1.0

Sector = () for commercial sector

Compares to =1 if effect size measures premium over non labelled 0.72 0.45 0.0 1.0

non-labelled houses, = 0 otherwise

Published = 1 1f effect size 1s from published study. = 0 unpublished 0.49 0.50 0.0 1.0

No of Authors The number of authors involved conducting the study 255 0.69 1.0 4.0

Year of Study The vear of study 2011 1.75 2008 2014

Method of =1 if the study uses OLS. = 0 otherwise 0.65 0.48 0.0 1.0

Estimation

Crossectional =1 1f study uses crossectional data, = () panel data 088 0.32 0.0 1.0

Data

Sampsize The sample size from which effect size was estimated 41856 86399 83 323840

Asia Singapore, Japan 020 0.40 0.0 1.0

Europe Austria, Belgium, Nether Sweden and UK 023 0.42 0.0 1.0

Aunstralia Australia 0.03 0.17 0.0 1.0

N_America U.s. 0.54 0.30 0.0 1.0
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O W T AMetay; #749 Lok EA L. AR HRHE. AR
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3.3. BABAL Ao

0 Q&%

Kk
Q = ) w;(ES; —ES)* ~x?(df)
2

o E; (Effect Size) 4 FIANFT 7 89 A KB 26,891+ =

o IS A A 50 5o AR A 3B 80 40 44

o W; = 1/SE? AiNBF R AT j 77 £ 698 4, ARMEAFRGE

o df = k-1, KBTS M
0 BREHy: SRR R 0, =0,= ... =0,=0
W G RREH,: SRETRAAE R O, £ 0% . # 0,0
B QU XTI TARE, A8 %Hy, B &K AR A TR
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3.3. FRAMKE A

0QAIAAM AR LI B TILm T, BRIEZXERS,
AR A 4 R 69T A
O 124 30 A BT 50 1) T 57 & & T 5749 bt

o H#& 3 H=Q/df

O BT sd RoR U &k AT 5 A1 57

o i@ iT I 20 5 #r(Subgroup analysis). Meta = )2 54712 %) F-J5m R R
‘ X’\ BRI BT AR B BT L 89 AR S F BMeta s




3.3. Fa Ak

O FZAAE

o B R T B/ IR
SEAF R0 O
St . 95%
HEAERE. &30
AL (75 £ 4]
%) 2%it=

o B X AR Tk
&, ZAETAL
“%it & XL

c EFRMEZEY
BT

p)

Study ID ES (95% CI) %Weight
1 Eichholtz P et al. (2010) —_— 0.10 (0.02, 0.17) 2.40
2 Brounen D et al. (2011) * 0.04 (0.03, 0.04) 5.33
3 Bond S A et al. (2015) — 0.07 (0.04, 0.09) 4.61
4 Chegut A etal. (2013) : 0.21 (0.09, 0.33) 1.32
5Deng Y ctal. (2011) L 0.11 (0.08, 0.15) 4.17
6 Deng Y et al. (2013) ¢ 0.07 (0.06, 0.08) 5.32
7 Freybote J et al. (2015) I -0.00 (-0.02,0.01)  5.11
9 Shewmake S et al. (2014) k3§ 0.05(0.01, 0.08) 4.34
10 Dermisi S et al. (2011) : 0.12 (-0.10, 0.33) 0.47
11 Kahn M E et al. (2013) T 0.03 (-0.02, 0.07) 3.74
12 Kok N et al. (2012) = 0.06 (0.03, 0.10) 4.13
13 Wiley J A et al. (2008) —— 0.12 (0.06, 0.18) 3.11
14 Reichardt A (2013) S 0.06 (0.02, 0.09) 4.18
15 Reichardt A et al. (2012) [ 0.03 (0.00, 0.06) 4.63
16 Fuerst F et al. (2016) 9= 0.04 (0.03, 0.05) 5.24
17 Yoshida J et al. (2010) == : -0.07 (-0.09, -0.05)  4.90
18 Yoshida J et al. (2014) L] T -0.04 (-0.16, 0.08) 1.32
20 Pivo G et al. (2010) —— 0.09 (0.06, 0.11) 4.59
21 Eichholtz P et al. (2013) 5 0.07 (0.04, 0.10) 4.56
24 Koirala B S et al. (2014) ! 0.23 (0.18, 0.29) 31
26 Wadu M J et al. (2013) == 0.05 (0.02, 0.07) 4.67
27 Jaffee D et al. (2012) —* 0.09 (-0.16, 0.33) 0.36
28 Marcelo C et al. (2013) : 0.18 (0.12, 0.23) 3.24
29 Bruegge C et al. (2015) - : 0.02 (0.00, 0.03) 5.19
30 Fuerst F et al. (2016) o 0.02 (0.01, 0.04) 5.15
31 Walls M et al. (2013) i 0.04 (0.02, 0.06) 4.80
Overall (I-squared = 93.4%, p = 0.000) ? 0.06 (0.04, 0.07) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis !
I |
-0.335 0 0.057 0.335
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3.4. KA ARAFIR A Doak¥age

OB RFRLFTERATFEXNFRBRIALATFEXNHRE
5T REE, BEMetay 25 KT T £ RN
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3.4. A xAmHiR A

O 48 &R 69 & 42
o JARYE— NI AR O NEAT AR 2R
o F5 & R 69 NI AT AR AT MR, 09 BRI AT
O 4 &t 69 F2 L
e J&-FA 47 (funnel plots, funnel asymmetry tests)
o %44 (fail-safe number, Ng)
o HRARAE
o HANK




3.4. A xAmHiR A
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0 #-FH
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3.4. K & ARG IR A oY

0 S R A AR B AT AR OB AR R £ AT R B vk 9 4
pecy = Bo+ BiSE;+uy, i=1,2, .., Ny j=1,2, ..., S
o pCCy A BN R F FjMETH a2 &, SEA LT R Z, NA
R 6E, S ATAA R MBI KA, kAT
o b T AR A AMEZ IR RE R R, B SRR R A
A ftE, R A AOLSHATHR T, B sbsiA:
t, = Bo/SE;+ B, +vy, i=1,2, .., N; j=1,2, ..., S
o 4A BIANF I FAE I R KT =, t;= pec;/SE;
o RARiEHy: By RH H0
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0 X442
o 3 : Metag bt HE % VR LE XGRS T a4
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O—B&mz, —BZ2FFLIEMALEKLEE SN 24E4H, 4o
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& E a5 (Multilevel Analysis)

o ZIEE| FF E R, AT Tk

n ka
z +u+e




3.5. B A0H Aol e g
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o Benefit Transfer Analysis
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2 Z 5 M (Meta-Regression Analysis)
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5. i i INIEAFAE WA PREMIUM
| |
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