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this criterion, both the internalizing and externalizing effect size estimates of one study (i.e., Coyne, 
Barrett, & Duffy, 2000) needed to be Windsorized. 

Exposure to Violence and Internalizing, Externalizing, and Trauma Symptoms 

Table 1 presents a summary of all the meta-analytic  results described in this section. The first re-
search question evaluated whether exposure to domestic violence was systematically related to chil-
dren’s internalizing problems, externalizing problems, and trauma symptoms. Given the variability 
in the methods, settings, and recruitment procedures of the studies, it was assumed that study-level 
sampling error as well as subject-level sampling error was associated with the effect sizes. Thus, as 
suggested by Lipsey and Wilson (2001), a random effects model was used to examine this research 
question. Of the 61 samples, 58 samples provided outcome data related to internalizing problems. Ag-
gregation of these 58 studies yielded a mean weighted effect size of d = .48 (SE = .04), which as shown 
by its 95% confidence interval (.39 to .57) and associated significance test (z = 11.25, p < .01), differed 
significantly from zero. This mean weighted effect size indicates a small to medium relationship be-
tween exposure to domestic violence and internalizing problems (Cohen, 1988). To determine whether 
the 58 effect sizes averaged into the weighted mean effect size all estimate the same population effect 
size, homogeneity analyses were conducted, Q(56) = 70.61, p > .05, though no significant heterogene-
ity was found. Analyses examining the relationship between exposure to domestic violence and exter-
nalizing problems yielded results similar to the analyses examining internalizing problems. Of the 61 

Table 1. Summary of Meta-analysis Results for Internalizing and Externalizing Symptoms** 

                                                          Total Internalizing                                                Total Externalizing 
Variables                             k                     N                 Mean ES                     k                           N                  Mean ES 

Entire Sample  58  7602  .48  53  7200  .47 

Gender       
Boys  15  1697  .44  16  1787  .46* 
Girls  14  1758  .39  13  1572  .23* 

Age       
Preschool  15  958  .47  15  1085  .47 
School Age  35  4492  .51  32  3919  .50 
Adolescent  7  1509  .51  7  1509  .40 

Gender x Age       
Preschool Girls  2  56  .51  2  56  –.22 
Preschool Boys  2  162  .53  3  397  .35 
School Age Girls  8  837  .41  7  641  .33 
School Age Boys  9  839  .51  9  704  .61 
Adolescent Girls  4  784  .38  4  784  .18 
Adolescent Boys  4  597  .43  4  597  .40 

Recruitment setting       
Shelter  19  2210  .51  15  1511  .45 
Community  17  2875  .52  17  2950  .47 
Clinical  13  1915  .37  14  2150  .43 

Note: * indicates significant difference between the groups  
** Due to the small number of articles with trauma data (k = 6), only a total effect size could be 
calculated


