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Y10 Bbl y3HaeTe

* Y10 TaKoe cnctematmiyecknuin ob3op nantepaTtypbl M YEM OH OT/IMYaeTCA
OT TPAAULUMOHHOIO AnTepaTypHoro ob3opa?

* [louemy cuctemaTm4eckmnin 0630p cemyvac CYNTAETCA «30/10TbIM
CTaHAQAPTOM» HAaY4YHbIX UCCIeJ0BaHUN B MeAULMHE, MCUXO0TUM,
COLUMONOTUN N AP. OTPACAAX HAYK?

* Y1to Takoe metogonorna PRISMA?
* YTO TaKoe meTtaaHanmns?
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Yem otanyaerca TpagmuumMoHHbIN 0630p nTepaTtypbl
N cucTtemaTuyeckmm obsop?

OnpepeneHue

Uenb

Bonpoc

CoctaBHble
yactm

HayuHbIn meTog nccnenoBaHus, KOTOPbIN NpeanoiaraeT TWwaTeabHbIN,
CTPYKTYPUPOBaHHbIM COOP M aHaNM3 CYLLECTBYIOLLEN AnTepaTypbl U
[AaHHbIX MO 3apaHee chopPMyIMPOBAHHOMY UCCeA0BaTENIbCKOMY
BOMpocy

O6BbEKTUBHOE, CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOE M BCECTOPOHHEee 0bobLieHne
MMEIOLLIMXCA HaYYHbIX AaHHbIX MO KOHKPETHOMY BOMpPOCY

YEéTKO chopMyIMpPOBaHHbIN BONPOC, HAa KOTOPbIM HY*KHO OTBETUTL

3apaHee onpeaenéHHble Kputepum otbopa
CncremaTmMsanMpoBaHHAA CTpaTerma NoMcKa
OueHKa JOCTOBEPHOCTM BbIBOAOB
NHTepnpeTauma n npeacrtaBieHme pe3yibTaTos
CnucoK nutepartypbl

KauectBeHHO 0606L1aeT gaHHblE MO TeEMe,
ncnonb3ya HedbopmanbHble NNK CyObeKTUBHbIE
MmeToabl cbopa U MHTEpnpeTaLmnm
nccneaoBaHUM

MpeaoctaBnseT pestome Uam 063op TeMbl

MoeT bbITb Kak 06L,as Tema, Tak U
KOHKPETHbIM BONPOC

BeeneHune

MeToapbl
ObcyaerHune
BbiBOAbI

Cnncok nutepaTtypbl
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Yem otanyaerca TpagmuumMoHHbIN 0630p nTepaTtypbl
N cucTtemaTuyeckmm obsop?

Konunuecrso Tpn 6onee aBTOpPOB OpuH 1 bonee

aBTOpPOB

Bpemsa OT nonyroga go roga Okono 3-4 mecaues

HanucaHusa

TpeboBaHuAa BbINONHUTL NOUCK BO BCEM CyLLECTBYOWMM 6a3zam gaHHbIX  BbinonHeHMe NOMCKa NO OAHOM UAUN HECKONbKUM
Pecypcbl CTaTUCTUYECKOrO aHanM3a (ans metTaaHannsa) 6a3am AaHHbIX

LleHHOCTb ObecneunBaeT 3HAKOMCTBO MUcCaen0BaTeNEN C CoaepKUT KpaTKnii 0630p nAnMTepaTypbl NO Teme

BbICOKOKAQ4YeCTBEHHOMW A0Ka3aTe/ibHOoM 6a301
MNoaaepKmMBaeT A0Ka3aTeNbHYO NPAKTUKY
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Mouemy cuctemaTnyeckue 063opbl 3HaUUMbI?

* CTPEMUTENIbHBLIN rN0BaNIbHBbIN POCT 0O6BEMOB IMMNNPUYECKUX
nccnenoBaHUin

* KOPOTKMUIN XKU3HEHHDbIN UUKA Hay4HOU MHPopmaumm (obbivHO 5-10 net)

* He0HXOAMMOCTb KPUTUYECKOTro aHa/InU3 INTEPATYPbI B NPEAMETHOM
obs1acTu

* BbliBI€HNE TEHAEHLUMIN U NpoOenoB B UCC/Ie0BaHUAX B KOHKPETHOM
Hay4YyHOM obnacTu

* Hanbonee BbICOKO UUTUPYEMbIN BUA HAYy4HOWN NyBanKaLumm
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[MpeanoyTuTenbHble CTaHAAPTbl OTYETHOCTU A1 CUCTEMATUYECKUX 0630pOB
N MEeTaaHan30B

4 )

Cucrtematnyeckumn ob3op — «0b30p YETKO CHOPMYINPOBAHHOIO

BOMNpPOCa, B KOTOPOM UCMOSIb3YIOTCS CUCTEMATUYECKNE U §
SKCMNITMUUTHbIE METOAbI ANA BbIABEHUS, 0TOOpa U KpUTUYECKOM
OLleHKM COOTBETCTBYIOLLNX UCCNeaoBaHNN, a Takke ang coopa u
aHanusa gaHHbIX uccnegoBaHum, BKITIOYEHHBIX B 0030p».

Siddaway A.P., Wood A.M., Hedges L.V. How to Do a Systematic Review: A Best Practice Guide for Conducting and Reporting Narrative Reviews, Meta-Analyses, and
Meta-Syntheses. Annual Review of Psychology, 2019. Vol. 70, P. 752. DOI:10.1146/annurev-psych-010418-1028
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4 Publish or Perish — harzing.com/resources/publish-or-perish
Rayyan — www.rayyan.ai
cabiva — cadima.info

— covidence.org
D

Review Manager (RevMan) — revman.cochrane.org/info
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Key PRISMA 2020 documents

e Expanded checklist
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A
e Statement paper P R | S M A

e Explanation and elaboration paper
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m.  PRISMA 2020 Checklist BETCTBA Mrnny

Location

Checklist item where item
is reported

Title | 1 | Identify the report as a systematic review.

ABSTRACT

Abstract | 2| Seethe PRISMA 2020 for Abstracts checklist

INTRODUCTION

Rationale 3 | Describe the rationale for the review in the context of existing knowledge.

Objectives 4 | Provide an explicit statement of the objective(s) or question(s) the review addresses.

METHODS

Eligibility criteria 5 | Spedcify the inclusion and exclusion criteria for the review and how studies were grouped for the syntheses.

Information 6 | Specify all databases, registers, websites, organisations, reference lists and other sources searched or consulted to identify studies. Specify the

sources date when each source was last searched or consulted.

Search strategy T | Present the full search strategies for all databases, registers and websites, including any filters and limits used.

Selection process § | Specify the methods used to decide whether a study met the inclusion criteria of the review, including how many reviewers screened each record
and each report retrieved, whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.

Data collection 9 | Specify the methods used to collect data from reperts, including how many reviewers collected data from each report, whether they worked

process independently, any processes for obtaining or confirming data from study investigators, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the
process.

Data items 10a | List and define all outcomes for which data were sought. Specify whether all results that were compatible with each outcome domain in each

study were sought (e.g. for all measures, time points, analyses), and if not, the methods used to decide which results to collect.

10b | List and define all other variables for which data were sought (e g. participant and intervention characteristics, funding sources). Describe any
assumptions made about any missing or unclear information.

Study risk of bias 11 | Specify the methods used to assess risk of bias in the included studies, including details of the tool(s) used, how many reviewers assessed each
assessment study and whether they worked independently, and if applicable, details of automation tools used in the process.

Effect measures 12 | Specify for each outcome the effect measure(s) (e.g. risk ratio, mean difference) used in the synthesis or presentation of results.

Synthesis 13a | Describe the processes used to decide which studies were eligible for each synthesis (e.g. tabulating the study intervention characteristics and
methods comparing against the planned groups for each synthesis (item #5)).

13b | Describe any methods required to prepare the data for presentation or synthesis, such as handling of missing summary statistics, or data
conversions.

13c | Describe any methods used to tabulate or visually display results of individual studies and syntheses.

13d | Describe any methods used to synthesize results and provide a rationale for the choice(s). If meta-analysis was performed, describe the
model(s), method(s) to identify the presence and extent of statistical heterogeneity, and software package(s) used.

13e | Describe any methods used to explore possible causes of heterogeneity among study results (e.g. subgroup analysis, meta-regression).

13f | Describe any sensitivity analyses conducted to assess robustness of the synthesized results.

Reporting bias 14 | Describe any methods used to assess risk of bias due to missing results in a synthesis (arising from reporting biases).
assessment
Certainty 15 | Describe any methods used to assess certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for an outcome.

assessment
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ltem Location
ection.and Topic # Checklist item where item
is reported
RESULTS
Study selection 16a | Describe the results of the search and selection process, from the number of records identified in the search to the number of studies included in
the review, ideally using a flow diagram.
16b | Cite studies that might appear to meet the inclusion criteria, but which were excluded, and explain why they were excluded.
Study 17 | Cite each included study and present its characteristics.
characteristics
Risk of bias in 18 | Present assessments of risk of bias for each included study.
studies
Results of 19 | For all outcomes, present, for each study: (a) summary statistics for each group (where appropriate) and (b) an effect gstimate and its precision
individual studies (e.g. confidence/credible interval), ideally using structured tables or plots.
Results of 20a | For each synthesis, briefly summarise the characteristics and risk of bias among contributing studies.
syntheses 20b | Present resulis of all statistical syntheses conducted. If meta-analysis was done, present for each the summary estimate and its precision (e.g.
confidence/credible interval) and measures of statistical heterogeneity. If comparing groups, describe the direction of the effect.
20c | Present results of all investigations of possible causes of heterogeneity among study results.
20d | Present results of all sensitivity analyses conducted to assess the robustness of the synthesized results.
Reporting biases 21 | Present assessments of risk of bias due to missing results (arising from reporting biases) for each synthesis assessed.
Certainty of 22 | Present assessments of certainty (or confidence) in the body of evidence for each outcome assessed.
evidence
DISCUSSION
Discussion 23a | Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence.
23b | Discuss any limitations of the evidence included in the review.
23c | Discuss any limitations of the review processes used.
23d | Discuss implications of the results for practice, policy, and future research.

OTHER INFORMATION

Registration and 24a | Provide registration information for the review, including register name and registration number, or state that the review was not registered.
protocol 24b | Indicate where the review protocol can be accessed, or state that a protocol was not prepared.
24c | Describe and explain any amendments to information provided at registration or in the protocol.
Support 25 | Describe sources of financial or non-financial support for the review, and the role of the funders or sponsors in the review.
Competing 26 | Declare any competing interests of review authors.
interests
Awailability of 27 | Report which of the following are publicly available and where they can be found: template data collection forms; data extracted from included

data, code and
other materials

studies; data used for all analyses; analytic code; any other materials used in the review.
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Abstract

young children.

This paper reports on a systematic review of the literature conducted to inform Early
Childhood Australia (ECA) in the development of a national Statement on Young Children
and Digital Technologies. The review examines empirical studies published between 2012
and 2017 identified through systematic screening to advise adults on appropriate digital
technology use ‘by and with’ young children aged birth to eight years. Four themes are
canvassed in this review: (|) healthy practices; (2) relationships; (3) pedagogy and (4) digital
play. Findings from the themes suggest advice for adults working in the early childhood
education and care (ECEC) sector about appropriate digital technology use ‘by and with’
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Anroputm PRISMA

BBeaneHue

e OBOCHOBAHME - Onuncatb o60cHoBaHMe 0630pa B KOHTEKCTE CYLLLECTBYHOLWMX 3HAHUN

e LLEJIU - MpepocTtaBUTb YETKOE U3N0XKeHMe uenu (uenei) nnm sonpoca (Bonpocos),
KOTOpble paccmaTpuBatoTca B 063ope

DOI: 10.7759/cureus.45396

Relationship Between Speech Delay and Smart
Media in Children: A Systematic Review
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Therefore, this systematic review aimed to comprehensively understand the relationship between speech
delay and smart media. The primary research question for this systematic review was: What is the
relationship between the use of smart media and the occurrence of speech delay in children?
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UHCTPYMeHTbI, KOTopble nomoratoT chGopmynampoBaTtb
nuccnepoBsaTe/IbCKuit BONpoc

MeTtopa PICO

P - Population (HaceneHue)
* rpynna ato4en Uan otTaesbHble MHANBUAbI, KOTOPble NOABEPraloTCcA U3YUEHMUIO.

| - Intervention (Bmewartenbcrso)
* M3y4yaemoe BO34eNCTBMe

C — Comparison (CpaBHeHue)
* CYeMm CpaBHMBAETCA BMELIATeNbCTBO: a/ibTepHaTMBA UK APYroe BMELLATEeNbCTBO

O — Outcome (Pe3ynbrar)
* n3mepsaembin 3pdeKT nnm pesynbrat

HenpoceTtu
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Anroputm PRISMA B

MeToAbl

e KPUTEPUU NPUEMJTEMOCTU — yeTKo chopmynnpoBaTb KpUTepumn
BK/IHOYEHUA/HEBKIHOYEHUA NCTOYHMKOB B 0630p M TO, Kak uccaenosaHua oyayr
CcrpynnupoBaHbl A1A CUHTe3a
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Studies were included if they met the following criteria: (1) focused on children, (2)
investigated the relationship between smart media usage and speech delay among
children, ﬁ3) employed cross-sectional, cohort, case-control, randomization, experimental,
meta-analysis, and qualitative research designs, (4) were published in peer-reviewed
i’ournals, and (5) were published in English in the last five years. This is to account for the
atest evidence available. Studies were excluded if they were case reports, reviews,
opinions, and other non-original research articles.
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MeToAabl

e UICTOYHUKU UCCNEQOBAHUU - YkarkuTe Bce 6a3bl AaHHbIX, Beb-caliThl, opraHun3sauum,
CAUCKWN NnTepaTypbl U gpyrue NCTOYHUKU, KOTOPble MCKAIN UIN C KOTOPbIMU
KOHCY/NIbTUPOBA/IUCL ANA BbIABNEHUA NCCeA0BaHUN
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Media in Children: A Systematic Review
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We comprehensively searched databases such as PubMed, Scopus, PsycINFO, Google Scholar, Web of Science, and Embase.
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[Mpnmepbl UCTOYHMKOB UCCAeA0BaHNA

KnuHHyeckas 4 cnenHaibHAsA NCHX0J10THA Clinical Psychology and Special Education
2024. Tom 13. Ne 3. C.5-22 2024, vol. 13, no. 3, p. 5-22.
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Teopernyeckue uccaepopaHnuda | Theoretical research

[IcuxuyecKkue 1 COMaTHYeCKHEe CUMIITOMBI,
CBsI3aHHbIE C SMOLMOHAJ/ILHBIM BbII'OpaHUEM:
CUCTEeMAaTH4YeCKUI 0030p UCCIeA0BAHUHA

Bbln npoBeaeH NOUCK NyBAMKaLKUIA Ha TEMY CBA3M SMOLMOHANbHOIO BbiropaHusa (3B) ¢ pasnnyHbiMu
CMMNTOMAMM NCUXMUYECKUX U COMATUYECKNX 3aD0NEeBAHNIM B HaYUYHbIX 3NEKTPOHHbIX Bubnmnotekax elibrary,
Knbep/lennHka, GoogleScholar, PubMed, ScienceDirect, Medline, ResearchGate, Psyjournals
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CTPATEI'MA NOUCKA — OnucaHue cTpaterMm NoncKa ana scex 6a3 AaHHbIX, peecTpoB U

BebH-canToB, BKAOYaA Ntobble ncnosnblyemblie PUALTPLI U OFPaHUYEHNA (KNtoYeBbIe
cnosal)
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The search was performed using keywords such as “speech delay,” “language delay,” “language development,” “smart
media,” “digital devices,” “smart media,” “screen time,” “electronic devices,” “television,” “smartphone,” “tablet,”
computer,” “child development,” “language skills,” “media usage,” and “children,” “toddler,” and “preschooler.” We
combined these keywords using Boolean operators (AND, OR) to create effective search queries.
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KaK uckatb no pasHbim 6a3am AaHHbIX

4/ Publish or Perish — harzing.com/resources/publish-or-perish

(. Excel

* co3faHue Tabnuupl (aBTOp, Ha3BaHMe, roj, CTpaHa, BbI6OPKa,
aHHOTaLMA, MeToAbl, OCHOBHbIE BbIBOAbI, MOJ/IHbIN TEKCT U T.A.)

* MOWCK MO AOCTYNHbIM 6a3am AaHHbIX (eCTb 6a3bl AaHHbIX, rae

CyLIk.)I,ECTB €T BO3MOXHOCTb CKa4yaTb UTOroBbln pana B popmaTe *.csv -
PubMed

* MCNoNb30BaHMe nornyeckmx onepatopos AND/OR
KBHGCEHMG NaHHbIX B Tabauuy /

11l 33pa4a — cobpaTb MaKCMManbHOE YNCNo paboT
13 BblOpaHHbIX 6a3 AaHHbIX, MO KAO4YEBbIM C10Bam nomnckalll



MOCKOBCKUMN
rOCYOAPCTBEHHbIN

Identification

Screening

LEHTP MEXXAVUCLUMNAWHAPHBIX rocygApCTE
B _ WUCCNEAOBAHWUI COBPEMEHHOIO FERATE s EGHaIT
fl K X N\ AETCTBA any YHUBEPCUTET

Identification of studies via databases and registers
/ Ty 6-tmamsm, TyGaumames, \
Records removed before E HIEHTR)HUNPOBAHHEE Yepes HACHTHATHPOBARHLIC Fepes
screening. Scopus (n=315) Semantic Scholar (n=1638)
Records identified from™: {[?]ui)ll)cate records femoved.. g_
ggt?gt‘:?ﬁé" ;J:J o Records marked as ineligible E I I
g : by automation tools (n =), |
Records removed for other E Fea—
reasons (n =.). Beero HailTeHELX }D:I.'HIJI'.IH:E! nocne
my OTHEaIRR {l‘-‘l-l'?ﬂ) YARIEHRS Iy OIRKITOR
’ (n=061)
h 4

Records screened

Records excluded*™”

_—

(nz) (n=)
E Ty6omamas, npome JjmEe Hexmosenmsie mySaHkEamm
v 8 cKpHHHET (n=48) (n=013)
Reports sought for retrieval o | Reports not retrieved
(nz). l nz)
¥
Reports assessed for eligibility ToanoTexcTOBME CTATEH, Hexmosennnie
(n=z) EE— Repgrts exc%u?etyi;l OLCHCHHBIC HA NOMHOTEKCTORKIE CTATRH
eason 1(nz= 5 -
Reason 2 (1 ) OpHEMNEMOCTE (B=13) (n=33)
Reason 3 (n=).
etc.

h

Studies included in review
(n=) _ ]
Reports of included studies
(nz)

/

Brmovesmnie [Mpresttemocts

Hecaeaosaning, Bl moYcHRBE
B KI9ECTESMMEIN CHETE
(qualrtive synthesis (n=9)




MOCKOBCKUMN
LEHTP MEXKAVCUMNNHAPHBIX rOCYBAPCTRE KL
B JIOK-CXeMa Q NCCNEROBAHMI COBPEMEHHOIO B T
RETCTBA MrTInY VHMBEPCATET

Rayyan — www.rayyan.ai
capiMA  — cadima.info

i Excel

* B Tabnnue nctoyHMKoB youpatotca aybamkatol (MHCTpYMEHT «YaannTb
nybnnkatol»)

e KaXapbln nccnegosatenb pabotaeT CamMoCTOATE/IbHO M OnNpeaenser,
BK/1t0MATb UM HET UCTOYHUK B AaNbHENLLINK 0630p

e [lenaetca cBoAHasA Tabaunua BKAOYEHHbIX CTaTeW, onpeaensaeTca
KO3dDDUNLUMEHT MEXKIKCNEePTHOU HaAEKHOCTU

e lenaetca HoBas Tabaunua, Kyaa BKAOYAOTCA MCTOYHUKK ANA
NO/IHOTEKCTOBOTO U3y4YeHuUA




CBoagHana Tabnnua nccnepoBaHum

Pe3synbTaTthl

MOCKOBCKUMN
rOCYOAPCTBEHHbIN
Nncuxonoro-
NEQATOrMYECKUN
YHUBEPCUTET

UEHTP MEXAUCUUMJIMHAPHbIX
WCCNEQOBAHWUIA COBPEMEHHOIO
AETCTBA Mrnny

COCTABJIEHUE CBOIHOMN TABJIULLbI — B cBOAHYIO TabAuULy BHOCATCA AaHHble cTaTel, BKAHOUYEHHbIX B
KOJIMYEeCTBEHHbIN CUHTE3

Authors

Sola et al. [18]

Putu

Dianisa [19]

Ramelan et

al. [20]

Year

2022

2023

2019

Title

Tracking Home Language Production
and Environment in Children Who Are

Deaf or Hard of Hearing

The relationship between screen time
and speech delay in 1-2-year-old

children

The Effect of Gadget Use Intensity
towards the Speaking Ability of Early

Childhood

Study design

Cross-sectional

Cross-sectional

study

Cross-sectional

study

Summary of findings

For every hour of electronic media exposure, there were reductions in child vocalizations (B = -0.47; 95% CI: -0.71-0.19), conversational turns

(B =-0.45; 95% CI: -0.65-0.22), and language development { = -0.37; 95% CI: -0.61-0.15).

Children who spent over two hours daily using screens had an increased likelinood of experiencing speech delay (a0R=6.15; (95% CI: 2.84-
13.30, p < 0.001). Additionally, being male and belonging to a lower socioeconomic background were also associated with speech delay (aOR

= 2.67;95% CI: 1.72-5.60; p = 0.009 and OR=5.49; 95%CI: 2.04-13.93, p = 0.001, respectively).

60% of parents allowed their children to use gadgets without supervision, while only 40% of parents chose to oversee their children's gadget
use. Regarding gadget usage frequency, 70% of children engaged with gadgets daily, while the remaining 30% used gadgets selectively. The
results of a simple linear regression analysis indicated a significant correlation between the intensity of gadget usage and the speaking

proficiency of young children (p<0.001).
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Kakue ctonbubl MoryT
OblTb B CBOAHOW Tabaunue?

* ABTOp, Ha3BaHUe, roa

* CTpaHa, rae npoBeaeHo nucciegoBaHue
* BbibopKa

e In3anH nccnenoBaHmA

* Ba*KHble XapaKTepPUCTUKU

* Pe3ynbTraThbl NCCieaoBaHUA



LEHTP MEXXAVUCLUMMIMHAPHbIX | o B
O I_I I/l C a H M e e 3 j_l bTa TO B Q UCCNEAOBAHUIA COBPEMEHHOIO | Egagi’é‘fﬁggw
p y AETCTBA Mrnny

Pe3synbTaThl

CUHTE3 — [leTanbHOe onucaHue nuccriegoBaHnm ¢ ornopon Ha uccregoBaTtenbCckmue Bonpochl

« Ecnn nccnegoBaHmn marso, To NoapoOHO ONUCKLIBAKOT KaXkayto
paboTy

« MoxHO crpynnupoBaTbh UCCregoBaHUS Mo UCMNONb3yeMbIM
MeToaaM, Bbibopke, pesynbratam
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VMeTaaHanms™

MeTaaHanus (aHrn. meta-analysis) — Hay4yHas meToponorus,
npeanonaratowlad obveamHeHUe pe3yibTaToB HECKONbKUX
nccnegoBaHUM meTodamMmM CTaTUCTUKU (TO eCTb KONMYECTBEHHbIMMU
METOAaMM OLUEHKU) ANA NPOBEPKN OAHOM MU HECKO/IbKUNX
B3aMMOCBA3aHHbIX HAaY4YHbIX TMNOTE3

* nNnepsnYHbIE AaHHbIE OPUTUHAJ/IbHbIX HAYYHDbIX VICCI'Ie,EI,OBaHMﬁ

* 0606LWEeHNEe onybAMKOBaHHbIX (BTOPUYHbIX) pe3y1bTaToOB
nccaeaoBaHUM, NOCBALWEHHbIX OAHOW Npobneme
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3Tanbl meTaaHanusa

1) TMpoBeaeHue cnctemaTnyeckoro ob3opa amtepatypbl PRISMA
2) YTO4YHEeHue nccnenoBaTeNbCKOro BOMPOCa

3) Bbibop ncroyHukos (3 n 6onee)

4) OnpegeneHne namepaembix 3pPpeKTos.

IHMpexkae yem NpoBOAUTb MEeTaaHann3, Heobxoanmo ybeanTbes,
YTO pe3y/ibTaTbl KaXKA0ro uccneaoBaHus 6biam NnoaTBEPHKAEHDI
KonnyecrteeHHo!!!

Bbl6Op CTAaTUCTUYECKUX KPUTEPUEB N aNTOPUTMOB Pac4yeToB 3aBUCUT OT
NMERLLMXCA AAHHbIX U UCCNEea0BaATENbCKMX BONPOCOB. B Kaxkaom

KOHKPETHOM C/Z1ydae onpegendetTca mnHamnsnayasibHo




LEHTP MEXXAVUCLUMMIMHAPHbIX | o B
O I_I I/l C a H M e e 3 j_l bTa TO B Q UCCNEAOBAHUIA COBPEMEHHOIO | Egagi’é‘fﬁggw
p y AETCTBA Mrnny

ObcykaeHue

* [puBegnte obLIYIO NMHTEPNPETALUIO PE3YNbTAaTOB B KOHTEKCTE
APYrux GakTU4YeCcKnx AaHHbIX

e 0Ob6cyanTe ntobbie orpaHUYEHUA, CBA3AHHbIE C
IOKa3aTeNbCTBAaMM, BK/IFOYEHHbIMK B 0630p

e 0Ob6cyanTe ntobbie orpaHUYeHUA, CBA3aHHbIE C MCNOIb3YEMbIMMU
npoLeccamm aHan3a

« Obcyaute nocneacTsmA NOJIYYEHHbIX Pe3ynbTaToB ANA NPAKTUKU
n byaywmx nccneaoBaHmnm
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loctouHcTBa U Hepoctatkm PRISMA

NoCTOMHCTBA

YeTKUN anropntm

[loBbllWeHWe HadeKHOCTHU MCCﬂe,D,OBaHMl;'IZ
NPO3Pav4HOCTb, MOJZIHOTA, MOBTOPAEMOCTb

BO3MOKHOCTb NOJIHOTO Y3KOHaNpaBAeHHOro
nccnefoBaHmA

[MpmeHeHne B 34paBOOXPaHEHUN, COLUONOTUN,
MCUXOJIOTUWN N B APYTUX OTPACAAX HayK

BO3MOXHOCTb NpoBeAeHUA MeTaaHan3a
(0bbeanHeHNA pe3ynbTaToB HECKO/IbKUX
nccnenoBaHmin)

YBenmueHue CTaTUCTUYECKOM MOLLHOCTHU
ncenegoBaHumA

YBennyeHme TOYHOCTU OLLIeHKN aHaNU3UPYEMOTO
ABJIEHUA

HepoctaTtku

* OTCyTCTBME HEeyaAQUYHbIX
nccnenoBaHuUm (oTpuuaTenbHbIN
pe3ynbTaT — TOXKe pe3y/abraT)

* He ypoaeTca yyecTb pesynbTaTbl NO
TUNY nccnenoBaHus

* CywecTtBeHHO 3aBUCUT OT
KayecTBa BK/OYaEMbIX
nccnegosaHum (otbumpatorca
CTaTbW U3 BbICOKOPENUTUHTOBbIX
KYpHanos)



MOCKOBCKUI
rOCYAAPCTBEHHbIV
Nncuxonoro-
MEOQArOrMYECKUN
YHUBEPCUTET

WCCNEAOBAHNIA COBPEMEHHOIO

a UEHTP MEXAUCUUIMNTUMHAPHbIX
AETCTBA Mrnny

Cnacub0o 3a BHUMaHue!



