ITepeBon Pazymona JI.JI. lubrster@gmail.com

Journal of Vocational Behavior 65 (2004) 71-95
David L. Van Rooy* and Chockalingam Viswesvaran
Department of Psychology, Florida International University, Miami, FL 33199, USA

JpBua Ban Poit, Hokanuaram Bucsecpan
3MOIII/IOH3JILHLIﬁ HHTCIJICKT: MCTA-AaHAJIUTCUYCCKOC UCCJICJOBAHUC

NMPOrHO3UPYHOLIEH U HOMEHOJIOTHYEeCKON BAJUTHOCTEH.
Emotional intelligence: A meta-analytic investigation of predictive validity and nomological net

3TO HCcIeI0BaHNe HCIIOIB30BAJI0O METO/ METa-aHaN3a, YTOObI MCCIIEIOBATh OTHOIICHHUS MEXKIY
HSMOLMOHAIBHBIM MHTEJJIEKTOM W pe3yJbTaTaMH JAedTenbHOCTH. B obmeil crnoxxHoctn 69
HE3aBUCHMBIX MCCIIEIOBAaHUN OBLIM PaCCMOTPEHBI, B HUX CO00MANoch 0 Koppesimuax Mexny El u
JeSTEIbHOCTBIO M IPYTMMHU EPEMEHHBIMH, TAKUMH KakK o0I11asi yMCcTBeHHast ciocooHocTs (GMA) n
¢dakropbl umHAMBUAYyanbHocTH Big Five. Pesynbratel mokazanu, uro y EI onepanumonanbHas
BamuaHocTh 0.23 (k= 59, N = 9522). EI koppenuponan 0.22 ¢ obiieil yMCTBEHHON CIIOCOOHOCTHIO
(k=19, N = 4158) u 0.23 ([pyxemobue nu Otkpoitocts k = 14, N = 3306) u 0.34 (OxcTpaBepcus ;
k=19, N = 3718) ¢ dpakropamu unausuayansHoct Big Five.

This study used meta-analytic techniques to examine the relationship between emotional
intelligence (EI) and performance outcomes. A total of 69 independent studies were located that
reported correlations between EI and performance or other variables such as general mental ability
(GMA) and the Big Five factors of personality. Results indicated that, across criteria, EI had an
operational validity of .23 (k = 59, N = 9522). Various moderating influences such as the EI
measure used, dimensions of EI, scoring method and criterion were evaluated. EI correlated .22 with
general mental ability (k = 19, N = 4158) and .23 (Agreeableness and Openness to Experience; k =
14, N = 3306) to .34 (Extraversion; x = 19, N = 3718) with the Big Five factors of personality.
Results of various subgroup analyses are presented and implications and future directions are
provided. © 2003 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.

DTa cTaThsl paccMaTPUBACT TEKYIIME WCCICIOBAHUSA IO SMOIMOHAIBHOMY HWHTEJUIEKTY H C
MoMOIIbI0  MeTa-aHanm3a BCECTOpPOHHE paccMarpuBaen obOiactb EI m eo cmocoOHOCTh K
MpEACKa3aHMIo0 IeaTeabHOCTH. CTaThsl TAaK)Ke pacCMaTpUBaeT HOMEHOJOTUYECKYIO BaauAHOCTh El ¢
JIPYTUMU WHIAUBUAYAJIbHBIMU TMEPEMEHHBIMHU, KOTOPHIE B TICHUXOJOTH TPAIUWIIMOHHO HCIOJIB3YIOT,
st mipenckasanust noBeneHus: General Mental Ability (GMA) and the Big Five factors of
personality.

Tunomesuwi
e [unore3a 1: cymecTBYIOT MOJOXUTENbHBIE Koppemsiuuu Mmexay EI  u kpurepusmu
JIESITENLHOCTH;

e [mmoresa 2: mporaocTudeckas BaMIHOCTh EI u3MeHsIETCS B COOTBETCTBUM C KPUTEPHAMU (-
aKaJeMUYECKH, 3aHITOCTh, M JIp. pPE3yJNbTaThl >KU3HHU), B KOTOPBIX OILIEHUBAETCS
JeSATeTbHOCTD.

e ['mnore3a 3: BanuaHocTh El mpeacka3piBaeT NESITENBHOCTh B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT BIIMSIHUSA
UCIIOJB3yeMbIX MeTOAUK El.

e [Tumnore3a 4: BamuaHocTh EI mpenckassiBaeT paszinuuus KpPUTEPUEB B COOTBETCTBUHM C
m3mepenusimu EL.?

e Tumotesza 5: BanuaHocTh El BappupyeTcsi cOrimacHO MCHOIB3YEMOMY METOAY MojcyéTa (To
€CTh, PU CPABHEHUHU DKCIIEPTHHIX OIICHOK M COOOIIeHUI 0 cebe, coodiieHus o cede Obun
0oJiee COTIIaCOBaHHBIMU , Y€M IKCIIEPTHBIC OIICHKH ).

e Tumote3a 6: BamunHocTh ElI HaxomuTcs mMOJ BIMSHUEM METOJOB HM3MEPEHHUS KPUTEPUEB
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(oIIeHKa OpraHMW3alMOHHBIX OTYETOB, OLIEHKN HAaOIIO1aTeNeil, CAMOOIICHKH)
e T'unoresa 7: EI He 3HaunTEeNnbHO KOppenupyet ¢ Mmetoaukamu GMA.
e [unoresa 8: El He xoppenupyer 3HaunTensHo ¢ «Big 5 factorsy.

2. Mertoa.

2.1 Coop nepBUYHBIX JAHHBIX.

[Tockonbky BCE emnié CcymecTByeT TyMaHHBIE JOKa3aTelbCTBAa paznuyaid Mexay El u takumu
KOHCTPYKTaMH , KaK COIIMAJbHBI MHTEJUIEKT, TO B MeTa-aHajau3 AaHHOTO HMCCIECIOBAHUS OBLIH
BKJIFOYEHBI TOJIBKO T€ HCCJIEAOBAHMS, B KOTOPBIX KOHKPETHO YIOMHHAICA KOHCTPYKT
OMOIIMOHAJIBHBIA HMHTEIJIEKT. A HCCIENOBAaHUS B KOTOPBIX HCIIOJIB30BAJIUCH KOHCTPYKTBI:
COLIMAJILHOW MOMOIIH, MEXJIMYHOCTHOTO UHTEJUIEKTA U T.JI., HE OBLIN BKJIIOYEHBI.

UYepes KOMIBIOTEPHYIO 0a3y AAHHBIX O JUCCEPTAlUSAX ObUIM HAENEHBI M JAPYTUE WCCIECIOBAHHS O
BiusiHUM El Ha nesarenbHOCTb.

Takum 00pazoMm, B JaHHOE HCClEN0aHHe ObUIO BKIIOUEHO 57 HMCCIeI0BaHUM, ¢ 00IIeM pa3zMepoM
BBIOOpKH 12666 denmoBeK, B 3TUX HCCIEIOBAaHUAX BBIOOpPKA BapbHpoBaiack ot 13 mo 1125
UCIIBITY EMBIX.

N3—3a pa3nuuHbIX  ONpENEeNCHHN SMOIMOHAIBHOTO WHTEIUIEKTa HE BO BCEX COOpaHHBIX
UCCIIEOBAHMSX HcIosb30Basack 4-x mepHas mognens EI Maiiepa n Camnosest. [loaToMy HykHO
OBLIIO KaTEropupoBaTh JaHHBIE MO 4-X WU MATH COCOOHOCTAM, BKitouyaeMblx B El. 3 mokTopanTa
(o Ilcuxonorun) kaaccuGpUIMPOBAIN JaHHBIE IO METOIMKAaM ByX aBTOpoB CarioBest u Maiiepa, u
bap-ona. [lyis atoro ObUTO HEOOXOIWMO, YTOOBI COTJIACOBBIBATNCH IO KpalHed Mepe 4 u3 5
HE3aBUCUMBIX ITEPEMEHHBIX.

2.2 - IIpouenypa MeTa-ananu3sa.

B o0paboTke wWcciaemoBaHUST MBI TapaHTHUPOBAIHM, YTO KaXIblii oOpa3el] BHEC €IUHCTBCHHYIO
Koppensiiuio Uit MeTa-aHanmu3a. MBI paccMaTpUBaIM  yCPEIHEEHHBIC KOPPENSAIUU, TaK Kak
MEXKOppesanuu He Bceraa Obumn goctymabl (Hunter & Schmidt, 1990, p. 456).

Hcnonws3oBanach mpoueaypa Mera —ananuza Hunter and Schmidt (1990). Meron obGecnieunBaet
BO3MOYKHOCTH OTIPEJICIIUTH CTEIICHb KOPPEISIMOHHBIX PA3IMYUN UCCIICIOBAaHUM, B KOTOPBIX MOYKHO
O00HAPYKUTh CTATHCTUYECKUE apTe(aKThl, C ONPEACIEHHON CTEeNeHbI0 omuOKu. Jlanee, 3TOT moaxo
MO3BOJISICT TAKXKE HCIPABIATh HAOIIOJaeMble KOPPEJSIUU CTAaTHCTUYCCKUX apTedakToB. Takwe
UCTIPABJICHHBIC KOPPEISAIUK MOTYT OBITh 0o0Jiee TEOPETUYECKH 3HAYMMBIMH, OCOOCHHO KOT/Ia
paccMaTpuBaeTcss HOMEHOJIOTHYECKast BAIMIHOCH (CBsA3h) KOHCTpYKTa (Ones, 1993).

CornacoBaHHOe pacrpezeneHue apredakra 06a3upoBajIoCh Ha HCIONB30BAHUM MpOrpamMmbl Merta-
aHaym3a. Mcmomb3yeMoe pachpe/eiecHne dKCIIOHAaTa ObLIO IMOJIYYCHO M3 Hallel 0a3bl JaHHBIX, H
HUKaKoe oOOpalieHHe 3a IOMOIIbI0 He OBUIO C/IETaHO HU K KAKOMYy THIIOTETHYCCKOMY
pacnpeneneHnto. THUIIOBOM pa3Mep Harpykaid CpeIHIOI HAOI0JMaeMyI0 KOPpPesIuio, |
CTaHJAPTHOE OTKJIOHCHHE OBUIM BBIYMCICHBL. bblla TMoONydeHa HAAEKHOCTh HWMCHOIIUXCS
KOppeJSIIAiA, M CTaHAAPTHOE OTKJIIOHCHHE MPEAIoJiaracMOi HCTHHHON KOPPEJSIUU IMOACYETOB
(korma mporHosupytomas BamuaHocTh EI oOcyxknamack, mpesmnonaracMas HCTUHHAsS BaJUIHOCTh
TaK)Ke Ha3bIBAJIACh JKCILTyaTallMOHHOW BAJIMTHOCTHIO), a TAKXKE HCIIOJIb30BAIUCH, JUISl TPOBEPKHU
3¢ dexToB moArpymnm.

3. Pe3yabTarsl.
3.1. MeTa-aHa/1u3 npeacKa3aTeJbHOH (MPOrHOCTHYECKOI) BAJIUIHOCTH.

1) O0miasi NPOrHO3MPYOIIAs BAJHIHOCTH METOJUK DSMOIIMOHAJILHOTO WHTEIUICKTA B
COOTBETCTBUU C PA3TMUYHBIMU KPUTEPHUSIMU OblIa pacCMOTpeHa cHaudana. B 59 HezaBucHUMBIX
UCCIIEIOBaHMSIX, ¢ yuacTheM 9522 uenoBek, HaOmromaeMas koppensanus cocrasisiia 0,20.
Opnako, HaOmOJaEMOE CTaHJIAPTHOE OTKJIOHEHHWE THUIOBOro pasMepa Obuio 0,12,



2)

CYILLIECTBEHHas] LIEHHOCTb, MpeJJlaraiolias OIepaluio IEePEeMEHHbIX pEeryJjsTopa, u
OrpaHuYMBarolIast UH(HOPMAIIMOHHBIN ypokail oT HaOI0KaeMbIX CKyIbIX 13.20.

MeToauKr SMOIMOHAIBHOTO WHTEIUIEKTa, KaXeTcs, He WMEIOT CYIIECTBEHHOW (M
CTAaTUCTHYECKUN M TPaKTHUYECKUH)  BaJMIHOCTH TOJBKO B HEOOIbUIOM KOIUYECTBE
cutyauuil. @aktudyeck, ToJapko 37.7 % HaOMr0ogaeMbIX pa3inyuil ObLIIM OTHOCSIIMMHUCS K
ocyllecTBIeHUIO (naHHOM) BbIOOpKke. Korma OblIM HcHpaBiieHbl U HEHAIEKHOCTH B
METOJMKAaX IO KPUTEPHUIO, OIlepalioHaldbHasl BaJIWIHOCTh YyBenuuwiack 10 0,23, u
CBA3aHHOE C HEW CTaHIapTHOE OTKJIOHeHHEe yMmeHbIuiaochk a0 0.1016, xoTopsiii ObLI
nosyueH npu Oosiee HU3KOM 90%-0M HOBEpUTENBHOM (BEpOsSTHOCTHBIN) mHTepBane 0,10.
Takum 06pa3om, MbI MOKeM NMOATBEPAUTH HAIY MEPBYIO FHIIOTE3Y.

3) IlepBas ucciemyemast HOATPYIIa COCTOsUIA U3 00JIACTeH AeITeIHbHOCTH YeTI0oBeKa. MeToInKn

SMOLMOHAJIBHOIO HHTEIVICKTa PACCMATPUBAIMCh C TOYKM 3pEHUSA  aKaJIEeMHYECKHUX
JOCTIDKEHUH M aCIeKTOB 3aHATOCTH. B JIOMOJIHEHHE K 3THM JBYM 00JacTsM JIEATEIbHOCTH
ObUIM pacCMOTpPEHBI HEKOTOPHIE apryMEHTBI, KOTOPbIE COCPEJOTOUMINCH Ha pe3ysbTaTax
YKU3HU, U KOTOpbIE ObUIN CTPYNIUPOBAHbBI B TPETHIO KATETOPHIO.

Table 1
Meta-analysis of the subgroup of type of performance

Meta-analysis K N H-bar SDr P  SDp %  SE 90% CI

var
Overall EI 59 9522 20 .1232 23 .1016 37.7 .10 to .36
Employment 19 2652 .22 1552 24 .1441 27.2 .05 to .42
Academic 11 1370 .09 .0994 .10 .0410 80.6 .05t0.15
Other 34 6327 .22 .1016 .24 .0686 47.6 .16 to0 .33
perform.

K- uucno vccienoBanuii; N, KOJ-BO pe3yJIbTaTOB YYaCTHUKOB; J[-0ap — HaOmoqaemast
Koppesiiust; SD -€ cTaHAapTHOE OTKIIOHEHUE; p - UCMUKHAA WIHA OTIepalliOHaIbHAS BAIUTHOCTb,
SDp, cTannapTHOE OTKIIOHEHHE UCTUHHOW BaJTUAHOCTH; Bap % SE, IPOLEHT OT pa3nuyusl,
OTHOCSIIIETOCS K OCYIIECTBICHHUIO BIOOpKH omOKm; 90%-b1it CI, 90%-b1i1 HHTEpBaAJI BEPOSITHOCTH,
BbIUUCIEHHbIHN Kak p + .28 (SDp) u xax p - 1.28 (SDp).

4) Y METOIUK SMOIMOHAIBHOTO HMHTEIUIEKTa OmepaioHaibHas BamuaHocth oT 0,24 mo 0.10,

5)

1.0,24,k0TOpasi TOBOPUT O BO3MOKHOCTH  NPEACKA3bIBATh JEATENILHOCTh IO KPUTEPHSIM
3aHSATOCTH, AaKaJIEMHUYECKHUX pE3yJIbTaTOB, M IapaMeTpax YJOBJIETBOPEHHOCTU IKU3HBIO,
cootBeTcTBeHHO. [Ipn Oonee Hm3koM 90%-ass JTOBEpUTEILHOM HMHTEPBAIE TOJOKHUTENBHA TIO
BceM kputepusiM (0.05 1o 0.16), © MBI MOXKEM 3aKIFOUUTh, YTO MeToauku El mpenckaspiBatoT
JESITeIbHOCTh  TI0 BCEM TpeM 00macTsiM (3aHATOCTb, aKaIeMHUYECKUI MapameTp W SKU3Hb).
OpnHako, CyIIeCTBYET OrpaHMYEHHOCTh MPOTHOCTUYECKUX BO3MOXKHOCTEH MO aKaJeMHYECKOMY
kpureputo. Takum 00pa3om, ecTb YaCTHYHAS MOATBEP:KIeHUEe HALLIeH BTOPOIl TMNOTe3bl.
Hama tpetsst runoresa paccmarpuBaa, Kak MeToguky EI  onpenenstor pe3yspTaTel COrNIACHO
CBOEMY CTPOEHHMIO. BbITH CO3aHbI 1IecTh KaTeropuil, u 69 He3aBUCUMBIX UCCIEIOBAaHUNA ObLIH
CTPYIITUPOBAHBI COTTIACHO KaXI0M M3 HUX. Pe3ynbraTel mokazaHsl B Ta0muie Ne2.

Table 2
Meta-analysis of the subgroup of type of emotional intelligence measure used

Meta-

K N H-bar SDr P SDp % var  90% CI

analysis SE

OverallEI 59 9522 20 .1232 .23 Jd016 377 .10to .36

MEIS

8 1368 .17 .058 .19 0 1647 .19to0 .19
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TMMS 7 880 .29  .1451 .32 1304 320  .15t0 .49

EIS 14 1279 23 1472 .25 161 45.8 .10 to .40

EQ-I 13 3046 .18 .112 .20 0977 319  .08to0 .33
1

ECI 6 1292 20 .1471 .23 1420  19.8  .05to .41

Misc. 17 2149 20 .1232 22 0896 48.4 11 to .34

measure

K, gucno ucciienoBanwii; NV, KOJI-BO pe3yJbTaTOB y9aCTHUKOB; J[-0ap — HaOIrO1aeMast KOppessIius;
SD -e cTanIapTHOE OTKIIOHEHUE; p - UCIUHHAA WU ONIepallMOHaAJIbHAS BAIMAHOCTD, SDp,
CTaH/IapTHOE OTKJIOHEHHE UCTUHHOW BaJIMIHOCTH; Bap % SE, IPOLEHT OT pa3IndMii, OTHOCSIIETOCS
K OCYyIeCTBIIEHUIO BBIOOPKH omnOKu; 90%-b1ii CI, 90%-b1ii HHTEpBaJl BEPOSTHOCTH, BBIYMCICHHBIN
Kak p + .28 (SDp) u xak p - 1.28 (SDp).

OneparmonanbHas BanuaHoCTh m3Mensiercs ot 0,19 mms MEIS no 0.32 ans (TMMS). Pasnbie
METOJIMKH TPOAEMOHCTPUPOBAIIN JIONyCTUMYIO onepanyoHanpHyo BamuaHocTh (0.22). B TMMS
olepalMoHalbHas BAUAHOCTh 3HAYMTENbHO Bbilie yeM B meroauke (EIS (.25) Schutte u np.,
1998), HO 31ech Takke BBICOKOE CTaHAapTHOE OTKiIOHeHue (.13), KoTopoe MOXKET yka3aTb Ha
NPUCYTCTBUE PETYJISTOPOB WJIM HAa TO, YTO JAaHHAs METOJIMKAa H3MepseT MHOXKECTBEHHBIE
KOHCTPYKTHI.

6) -/lasee ObuT MpOM3BEAEH aHAIU3 PA3IMUYUNA MPOTHOCTUYECKON BaJUMAHOCTU MOJATPYIIIBI, B
KOTOPYIO BOLIM TNOJ-U3MEpPEHHsT KOMIOHEHTOB El. Mbl mpoanHaimsupoBain M 4YeTsIpe
KOMIIOHEHTa, BKIou€HHbIe Salovey u Mayer (1990), Tak xe ¥ Ki1acCU(UKAIMIO C HATHIO
komrioHeHTaMu  bapona (1997). PesynbraTel aHamm3a 4eTbpeXx KOMIIOHEHTOB Salovey u
Mayer paccMmoTpensl B Tabsuie Ne 3, Torja Kak MCCIEIOBAHUS C MATHIO KOMIIOHEHTAMH
bapona npencrasnens! B Tabnuie Ne 4.

Table 3

Meta-analysis of the subgroup of MEIS subscales
Meta-analysis K N n-  SDr P SDp % var  90% CI

bar SE

Overall EI 59 9522 20 .1232 .23 1016 37.7  .10to .36
MEIS total 8 1368 .17 .0581 .19 0 164.7 .19to0 .19
(a) Perception 21 3484 .13  .0931 .15 0574 674  .07to .22
(b) 7 770 24 1255 27 0940 51.8 .15t0.39
Assimilation
(c) Understand 10 1525 .23 1811 .25 1779 18.1 .03 to .48
(d) 18 2961 .19 .1639 .21 1523 21.1 .01 to .40
Management

Note. K, number of samples; N, total sample size of all studies meta-analyzed; [d-bar, sample size
weighted mean observed correlation; SDr, observed sample size weighted mean standard deviation;
p, true or operational validity, comp}lted by correcting observed mean for criterion unreliability;
SDp, standard deviation of true validity; % var SE, percentage of variance attributable to sampling
error; 90% CI, 90% credibility interval computed as p+ 1.28(SDp) and as p - 1.28(SDp).

Table 4
Meta-analysis of the subgroup of EQ-1i subscales
Meta- K N H-bar SDr P SDp % var  90% CI




analysis SE

OverallEI 59 9522 20 .1232 23 .1016 37.7 .10 to .36
EQ-Itotal 13 3046 .18 .1121 .20 .0977 31.9 .08 to .33
(a)Buytpun 20 4548 .16  .1176 .17 .1077 304 .04 to .31

WYH.
(b)Mexmma 22 4684 .11 .0999 .12 .0803 46.3 .01 to .22
H.

(¢c) Amantus. 20 4524 .17  .1086 .20 .0983 354 .07 to .32
(d) 9 2687 .13 .0930 .14 .0785 37.6 .04 to .24
Crpeccoycr.

(e) 9 2687 .16 .0874 .17 .0685 419 .09 to .26
Hacrtpoenue

Note. K, number of samples; N, total sample size of all studies meta-analyzed; /[-bar, sample size
weighted mean observed correlation; SDr, observed sample size weighted mean standard deviation;
p, true or operational validity, computed by correcting observed mean for criterion unrehabﬂlty,
SDp, standard deviation of true validity; % var SE, percentage of variance attributable to sampling
error; 90% CI, 90% credibility interval computed as p + 1.28(SDp) and as p - 1.28(SDp).

A) Bo-miepBbiX, dYeTbipe kommnoHeHTa Salovey u Mayer. ¥ Tpex U3 3THX YeTbIpeX KOMIIOHEHTOB
OoJiee BBICOKAsi MTPOTHO3UPYIOIIAs BaTUAHOCTh 4eM y 4-&Xx koMmmoHeHTOB (.19). ¥ kommoHeHTa -
BOCTIpUSATHE DMOIMHI ObLIa camas HHW3Kas MPOTHOZHUPYIOIIAs BaTUIAHOCTH.15 M 3TO €IWHCTBEHHBIH
KOMITIOHEHT, KOTOPBI MMeJ BaJIUJIHOCTh HIXKE, 4YeM B OOIIEM IO BCEM KOMIIOHEHTaM M HECOMHEHHO
MIOHU3WIT OOIIYIO BaJMTHOCTh. Y KOMIIOHEHTOB YIIPABICHHE SMOLMSAMH W TIOHUMAaHUE YMOIMI HU3KUE
neHHoctd BepositHocTH (01 1m.03, COOTBETCTBEHHO) TaK, XOTA BCE IIEHHOCTH TIIOJIOKUTEIIBHBI,
MPEIOCTEPEIKEHHE IOTHKHO OBITh OCYIIIECTBIICHO C 3TUMU JIBYMS U3MEPCHHUSMH.

b) Pesynwrate! o msiti kommoneHTam El bapona, 6putn 60ee pubmmkéaabivu. CaMmoe HU3KOe ObLITO
JUIT MEXKJIMYHOCTHOTO KOMITOHEHTa, M CaMblii BBICOKME ObUT it amantupyemoctd (.12 k.20). ¥V
aJIanTUPYeMOCTH ObUTa camasi BBICOKasl MPOTHO3MPYIOLIas BAIWAHOCTh, ObLIO YAMBUTEIHHO HAWTH -
MEXJIMYHOCTHBIA KOMIIOHEHT C CaMOM HU3KOM BaJIMIHOCTHIO. BO3MOXKHO, 3TO CBA3aHO C PE3YyJIbTaTOM
CMENIMBAaHUSA O0JACTe MEeATENLHOCTH (aKaJeMUYeCKHe M oOslacTed 3aHsATOCTH). B03MOXKHO, 4TO
aIanTUPyeMOCTh OblIa TPOTHO3ZUPYIOIIEH BO BCEX 00JACTIX, HO MEKIMYHOCTHBI KOMITIOHEHT OBLIT
YCTOWYHB MO KPUTEPHUIO 3aHATOCTH, HO UMEJT OYE€Hb HU3KYIO BAJIMTHOCTD B aKaJIEMHUUYECKUX O0JIACTAX.

8) DMOIMOHATBHBIN UHTEIUICKT MOXKET OBITh OIIEHEH TaKKe B COOTBETCTBUH C CAMOCOOOIICHHSIMU
WIA C OIEHKAMHU JPYTHX JIIOJCH. BOJBIMMHCTBO BaMAHOCTEH, BKIIOYCHHBIX B Hally Oasy
JAHHBIX, OBLIO OCHOBAaHO HA CaMOCOOOIICHHSX. BO3MOXHO, 3TO OTpakaeT TOT (hakT, UTO
HeKoTophle acnekThl El yumie wW3BeCTHBI JIOASM, KOTOpbIE OIeHWBarOTCs. TaOmuia Ne5
CpaBHMBAET BAJMIHOCTU MEXKITy ITUMH JIByMs UCTOUHMKaMu otleHKHU El, u 3T0 yKa3bpIBaer, 4To y
OLICHOK TIOCTOPOHHHX JIIOJIEH oOmepalMoHalbHasi BaJIWAHOCTb HEMHOTO BBIIIE YeM Y
camocoo0rienuii (.24 nmpotus 23, COOTBETCTBEHHO).

Table 5

Meta-analysis of the subgroup of type of reported EI score
Meta- K N R-baz SDr P SDp % var  90% CI
analysis SE
OverallEI 59 9522 20  .1232 23 .1016 37.7 .10to.36
Other 3 152 22 0857 24 O 2492  24t0 .24
HOJIOXKEHHS

Self-report 58 9507 .20 124 .23 1038  36.5 .09to.36



3

SR 3 262 .08 0659 .09 0 2639 .09to .09
consensus
SR 3 527 .25 0579 28 0 150.2 .28t0 .28
AKCIIEPTOB

Note. K, number of samples; N, total sample size of all studies meta-analyzed; [I-bar, sample size
weighted mean observed correlation; SDr, observed sample size weighted mean standard deviation; p,
true or operational validity, computed by correcting observed mean for criterion unreliability; SDp.,
standard deviation of true validity; % var SE, percentage of variance attributable to sampling error; 90%

Hakoner, mMpl uCClemoBaii METOA HW3MEPEHUS KPUTEPUEB KaK PEryJsSTOp IMPOrHO3UPYIOLICH
BamMHOCTH. B Tabmuie 6 mpencraBlieH MeTa-aHAIM3 TPOTHO3UpYomel BamumHocTu El, kxputepres
U3MEPEHHBIX C MOMONIbl0: (1) opraHu3alMOHHBIX OT4YeTOB, W (2) oueHok. M3 wuccrenoBaHmii
WCHOJB3YIONIMX OLIEHKM KaK METOJ H3MEpPEHHUs] KPUTEpHsl, UCHOJBb3yeTcs 3 BUOA HE3aBUCUMBIX
orieHOK. [ToaTomy, B Tabmuiie 6 MBI TaKk:Ke TIPEICTABISIEM TPH JIONIOJHUTEIBHBIX UccenoBanus Mera-
anamm3a: (1) HabmroaTeNb Wiv OLCHKH YIUTes, (2) caMOOLICHKH U, (3) OLIEHKH CBEPCTHHUKOB.

Hcnons3oBanue KpUTEpUEB OICHOK IMPUBEIIO K 00jee BBICOKOW OINMEpallMOHHOW BAIMIHOCTH IO
CPaBHCHUIO C HCIIOIB30BAHUEM OPraHU3alMOHHEIX OIEHOK (.26 m.14, COOTBETICTBEHHO). OTH
pe3ynbTaThl coBMECTHMEI ¢ validities, HalfIeHHBIM 711 HECKOJIBKHX JPYTHX TpeicKa3aTesiel B KOHTEKCTe
BBIOOpa 3aHsATOoCcTH (Guion, 1998). V oueHok HaOmomareiaeii U CaMOOIICHOK OBLINM COIOCTABHUMbIC
BaTUAHOCTH (.25 1.27, COOTBETCTBEHHO).

3.2 — KoHCTpyKTHBHAs BaJlUHOCTD.

9) Mai Beimemn 19 HE3aBUCUMBIX MCCIICIOBAHUH, KOTOPBIC PACCMATPUBAIOT KOPPEISIIIMA  MEKIY
onenkamu El n m3mepenmsimu GMA. Pe3ynbTaTel aToro Merta-aHaim3a npeacTaBieHbl B Ta0mme Ne 7.
ITpenmonaraemast nctuaHasS Koppemsanus Obuta 0,22, HO CTaHIapTHOE OTKJIOHEHHUE, CBA3aHHOE C ITOU
HUCTUHHOM Koppemsiuei, o110 6onbimoe (0.1493).

[Tpunumas Bo BHMMaHue, uTto Mojens Mayer u Salovey (1997) yroMuHaeTcst Kak YMCTBEHHAsi MOJIENb
ciocobHocTH, apyrue moaenu bapona (1997) u Goleman (1995) nyumie Bcero ommcaHbl Kak
cmemannbie mojenu El. Paznuuue B 3THX MoOJENsIX MOXKET OBbITh MPOCIEKEHO MO OTINYAIOIIUMCS
orpezaeneHusM Toro, uro cocrapiseT EI. Moaenu cnoco6nocteli El cunrator , uto El 1 GMA He
MOTYT OBITh HE3aBUCUMBIMU . BMECTO 3TOr0 Mozenu cnocoOHOCTH 3asBIsI0T, uTo o El myure Bcero
OIpEAEIATh KaK UHTEJUIEKT, B KOTOPOM BCTPEYAIOTCS TPU TPAAULIMOHHBIX KPUTEPHUs UHTEIUIEKTA, a
MOJIEJIb COCPENOTAYMBAETCS HA AMOILUAX HEMOCPEACTBEHHO M MX B3aUMOJACHCTBUSAX C MBIIIIEHUEM
(Mayer u ap., 1999). A cmemannsie mogenu El momaratot, uro EI menee cBs3an ¢ GMA, u Takxke
BKJIIOYAET JIPYTUE KOHCTPYKTHI, TaKHMe KaK WHAMBUAYAIbHOCTb. UTOOBI NPOBEPUTH 3Ty
BO3MOXHOCTb, MBI pazienuian 19 koppemsuuii Ha Te, KoTtopble Obu momydensl MEIS mo
CPaBHEHHIO C MCCIIEIOBAaHUSAMH, B KOTOPBIX MCHOJB30BAINCH Jpyrue Mmeroauku. Koppemsius
mexay MEIS 1 GMA 6bina 0.33, Toraa kxak, B ciaydae usmepenus El npyrumu metoaukamu Kpome
MEIS, sta xoppemsius 6bi1a 0.09. DT pe3ynbTaThl TaKke TpencTaBieHbl B Tabmuie Neo 7.

Table 7

Meta-analysis of the correlation between emotional intelligence and cognitive ability

Meta- K N H-bar SDr P SDp Y%var 90% CI
analysis SE
Cognitive 19 4158 .15 .1278 .22 1493 26.8 .03 to .41
Abil.
MEIS & 9 2196 .23 .0954 33 0932 404 .21 to 45
GMA

Others & 10 1962 .06 .1019 .09 1039 49.0 -.04 to .22

GMA




Note. K, number of samples; N, total sample size of all studies meta-analyzed; /[-bar, sample size
weighted mean observed correlation; SDr, observed sample size weighted mean standard deviation;
p, true score correlation, computed b%[ correcting observed mean for predictor and criterion
unreliability; SDp, standard deviation of true score correlation; % var SE, percentage of variance
attrllblzlga(%lle) tc)) sampling error; 90% CI, 90% credibility interval computed as p + 1.28(XDp) and as
p-1. p).

MpI 3aTeM ucciaea0Balid Bo3pacTarollyo BamuIHOCTh EI mo GMA. UToOBI OIIEHUTH 3TO, MBI
BBIOpAJIM LIEHHOCTH BamuAHOCTh.53 it GMA, koTopblit 6611 ipetoctanieH by Schmidt and Hunter
(1998).. Xots El neiicTBUTENHHO TIEMOHCTPUPOBAI BO3PACTAIOIILY IO BAIMIHOCTH T0 GMA,
yBeIMUeHne MUHUMaiIbHO B.02. OgHako, Korzia nepeIBuHyTO, Bo3pacraromas BanuaHocts GMA 1o
El sBnsiercst cymectBenHou B 0.31.

9) Haxkownerr, 9TOOBI OIIEHUTH HOMEHOJIOTHYECKYIO ceTh El MBI Takke ucciaenoBanu
KOPPEISIHIo MeX 1y MHOKecTBOM El u paxTopamu nHIuBUAyaibHOCTH «Big 5».
HcTrHHBIE KOppesuuu TpeAcTaBieHbl B Taonwuie 8.
Table 8
Meta-analysjs,of the correlations between the big five and emotional intelligence

Meta-analysis K N A- SDr P SDp %var  90% CI

bar SE
[TpusTHOCTH 14 3306 .19 .1297 23 .1345 23.6 .06 to .40
CosHarenpHOCT, 16 3414 .25 1089 .31 .1056 35.1 .17 to .45

OmmMmorn.ctabun. 23 4213 27 1758 33 .1943 152 .08 to .58
OKcTpaBepcust 19 3718 .28 .1466 .34 .1574 204 .14 to .54

Orkposennocts 14 3306 .19 1179 .23 .1188 28.6 .08 to .38

Note. K, number of samples; N, total sample size of all studies meta-analyzed; /I-bar, sample size
weighted mean observed correlation; SDr, observed sample size weighted mean standard deviation;
p, true score correlation, computed b¥ correcting observed mean for predictor and criterion
unreliability; SDp, standard deviation of true score correlation; % var SE, percentage of variance
attrllbgga(lgllg tS) sampling error; 90% CI, 90% credibility interval computed as p + 1.28(0K>p) and as
p-1 p)-

Camas Boicokast koppemsiuus El ¢ sxctpaBepcueii (0.34) conpoBokaaercst OJU3KUM pe3yIbTaToOM MO
sMoLMOHaNIbHON cTtabmibHOCTH (.33) M koHpopmHOcTH (.31); y M IpyxkenoOue U OTKPBITOCTH
TaKXke cyllecTBeHHble koppemsuuu ¢ El. Mbl Takke oleHWIM Bo3pacTarolryio BamuaHocTs El ¢
Bornbimoit maTépkoi Tpu yCIOBUHM IIEHHOCTEH, mpenocraBieHHbIXx by Barrick and Mount (1991).
Boszpacratomue BanuaHOCTh Kosebasiach OT Hu3koro 3HaueHus 0.06 11 KOHPOPMHOCTH K
BbICOKOMY 3HaueHuto 0.29 g oTkpeiTocTH. Jpyrue Bo3pactaromue BaugHoctu Obutn 0.14, 0.17,
u 0.18 my1s sKCTpaBepcuu, SMOLMOHAIBHON CTAOUIBHOCTH U IPYKEN00HE, COOTBETCTBEHHO.




Table 6

heta-analysis of the subgroup of the type of criterion

Meata-analysis K N R-bar S0 I S0 % var SE Q0% CI
Owverall EL 50 951z .20 d232 23 A016 7.7 A0 o 36
Org. records 20 M3z 2 J020 14 Ahd4 M40 0510 22
Ratings criteria k(3 5562 23 d132 26 0878 454 A5 e 3B
Supfteachiint. 11 993 23 A543 25 257 412 AR o 41
Self-ratings 24 4190 25 31 27 0785 417 AT 10 3T
Peer ratings 6 1244 18 A9 20 AE04 429 i o 30

Nore, K, number of samples; &, total sample stze of all studies meta-analyzed; B-bar, sample size
weighted mean observed correlation; S0, observed sample size weighted mean standard deviation; p, true
or operational validity, computed by correcting observed mean for criterion unreliability: S0, standard
deviation of true validity; % var SF, percentage of varance attributable 1o sampling ereorn, 90% CI, 904
credibility interval computed as p 4 L28(50p) and as p — 1.28(8Dp); Supfteachfint, supervisor/teachen’

imervigwer ralings.



