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R2: Using meta-analysis to synthesize survey
responses in relation to heat-related iliness (HRI)
Synthesize effect sizes 2 “summary effect”

In a random-effects model, individual studies are weighted to minimize both within
study variance and between study variance

Can quantify heterogeneity of effect sizes between studies:
T? — estimated between studies variance
|2 — proportion of observed variance that reflects real differences in effect size
Q — test statistic to assess certainty of apparent heterogeneity

We used a random-effects meta-analysis model with restricted maximum-likelihood
(REML) to estimate T2
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