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ABSTRACT

Meta-Analysis and Meta-Synthesis are parts of systematic research reviews in quantitative and
qualitative analyses, respectively. They are methods of research synthesis to reduce bias and systemize
data analysis for reliable conclusion. Both Meta-Analysis and Meta-Synthesis are similar in that at least two
participants are involved in the process, by assessing the research quality in determining the sample size
large enough for research analysis using computer software programs. The followings are differences
between Meta-Analysis and Meta-Synthesis: Meta-Analysis only involves making use of quantitative studies
in related fields by using statistics in analyzing data to determine relationships and compare quantitative
values between interesting variables; in contrast, Meta-Synthesis is a study that involves mainly qualitative
studies of different areas or disciplines, probably with quantitative studies on similar or the same issues.
Studies are analyzed qualitatively for discussion of interesting results orissues, aiming at creating or generating
new ideas, such as policies, etc.
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