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Abstract

This systematic review and meta-analysis aimed to synthesize empirical evidence
on recovery and relapse in online gambling disorder and compare differences between
Thai and international populations. The research was conducted following PRISMA 2020
guidelines, searching studies from major databases between 2010-2025 including PubMed,
PsycINFO, Embase, and Thai databases. Study quality was assessed using RoB 2 and
Newcastle-Ottawa Scale. Results from 42 studies involving 15,847 participants revealed
that recovery rates showed a continuous declining trend from 68.4% at 6 months to
51.2% at 12 months and 42.7% at 24 months. Relapse rates increased from 31.6%
at 6 months to 48.8% at 12 months and 57.3% at 24 months. Comparison between
Thai and international populations showed that Thai studies demonstrated higher initial
recovery rates (74.8% vs 66.7%) but lower long-term maintenance (38.1% vs 44.2%
at 24 months). Blended interventions showed superior effectiveness (67.3% at 12 months)
compared to cognitive behavioral therapy alone (49.2%). Cultural factors, family support,
and religious practices were more significant predictors in Thai populations. The findings
highlight the influence of cultural factors on recovery and relapse in online gambling
disorder. Developing culturally adapted blended interventions shows promise forimproving
treatment outcomes and emphasizes the need for long-term support systems and culturally
sensitive approaches in treating online gambling disorder.

Keywords: cultural factors, meta-analysis, online gambling disorder, recovery, relapse prevention
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uansannmantusuuasfslunanedsents Wewindanuagsmntunisiniianaen 24 9alus
ansaaulannfugunsaliaioud waziinseanwuudedningnnseduliiianisianse
1ad18n31 (Gainsbury, 2015; King et al., 2020)

danun1sainnswiueauladluusswmelne

TuUsewelne aaunsainisndfussulatiinnudousafiviueg1esoiios Tnodns
3B umesndiuduidy 88.2% (drinnuanfuiend, 2022) fsdawalinisniueeulad
unInsEpInTuLaradanudsseUsEnsTuaenie wleuen1susenaugsnanIuiuis
ASUINS TiSFUnalngoyiRTngrnedlotuil 13 unsiem . 2568 LiteWalvitaalugnngymne
agvioufemudndulunmsinnsdgmmamiuiiflegudiludsalneegaduszuy anunisal
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HANIZNUVBINITUNITZUIALAIA-19

MIUNIIZUIATEI COVID-19 Maustl) n a1, 2563 Bevilstanunsaimantduooulatisuusaty
agnafitfudndy eanuiasnisdenanwaznisinauainiituitiissvuinateeulay
1T aiqwaiﬁwqaﬂﬁmwswﬁuaaulamﬁm%ﬂwmEJUistﬂ (Hing et al., 2021) UonaNG
AUesEABAsEgiawazdinlugasnisunsseuiaddnasuligauiululdnisnidudunaln
nssuflefumnueden lmAnTginsvesiymiidudoudstu nmsAnvisewitssemanuii
sy fRnsniunounddfunldudumgAnssunadumnndinguildneiaunisniy

Taganiznsntuesulaininisifeinedulurienisdanaig

AR siuiaznsnauluiEwin

A5 Ui (Recovery) lulsainniudunwiAniidud ounasdeluilfonnassaufu
Tunsflonnetefman wiorvlduuusiaesdunounisiddsuntas (Transtheoretical Model)
%83 Prochaska uay DiClemente (2001) infisnsasineuuushassiiduinnsiuiandunsyuiums
soiflaaideslinauaziimaudsuntasanneluganeuen

Browne et al. (2017) WudwmiﬁmﬂL%QU'%mmmuimjﬁmmmﬁ\lyuﬁﬂuudsuaqmiamlﬁu
(abstinence) agslsfinu nsAnuIBenmnmYes Hodgins et al. (2020) welistuinisiiugh
fleadusznevfinsauaguuinnin Toud anmdladsdnifsafutam (nsight) nstasaumas
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180 asarssinpuemansuazayvemans umngdensnsaans

(wellbeing enhancement) wagn1sAansanyssiaunisnduldianinludog1950Unau
(reconsideration of relapse)

nsnduluiamn@in (Relapse) iuusngmsaiinulfuesuaglumnuvimendniunsn
Tsafiawiiu nsAnwIves Rash way Petry (2014) wudhsmsnduluiandindigesening 52-92%
melunilslngdsnssnw lnonisfinwiues Oakes et al. (2012) szyimsnduluian@alunisniiu

a
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fonsoenuuULLINIINstesfufiiusyansnm
NugrumeaUszamainenvaslsafnniiu
nsRnwImUszamndiinewandbiviuinfidulsaianiuiianuiaundlunisvinau
YDIANDIUIIUAALY 1 insula, frontal lobe tay orbitofrontal cortex Fedewaronsimaula
MIATUANLIINTEAL uazn5UsEananasteTa (Potenza, 2014; Yau & Potenza, 2015) uanainii
FanungheianuunnsedusmunsinuvesaneduIms anvaula warn1snivaAnensial
Falnssnuuasmsiusadululdenuazdudeu (Goudraan et al, 2014) pnudlalunaln
maﬂﬁzmw%ﬁwmma'ﬂﬁﬁmmﬁﬁwiamsﬁwmLmeams%’nmﬁﬁﬂsz%w%mwLLazmsaamw‘U

A )
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answaveIdadeneInusITULAL AN

Uadgmedausssulidnsnadidgysonisuantean n135u3 wazn1ssnuilsnnaniy
(Raylu & Oei, 2004) nsAnw T TmusssuwelmiuisunumdfgyvesnnuiBenimaun
wazd$raFinlumsituinnninania uwmnewsmauilumsitufnnisanda (Buddhist
approaches to addiction recovery) lasunisimuinazUssyndldogiaunsvay lagiiy
MU URaR (mindfulness) N15193eyaun3 (meditation) waznisBandnda 5 Wusngiulunisudly
Ugynnstaniea (Groves, 2014)
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N13AN¥IUBY Recovery Dharma (LaBelle et al., 2023; Recovery Dharma Community,
2019) uansliifiuinnsimdnmesssusntsegndldlunsiuiannsania Tasanz
msoonsulu “o3uda 47 Afunsiilarmunnd avemesaumnd msfunnd wazussaihinlug
msdunnd annsateliaeimuamdlafiantafsuiymuowmusasnmisoeniiddy

wonani LLmﬁmﬁammu (sangha) lunmsaaududuanudfyvesnisatiuayuanngy
wazAsaundlunsTUILNSHL,

nsanvUSeuiisutuSansssumeliifiuin Ussaunmsainssnvuuuiudlowa sy
Nufloseuidn (The Native American healing experience) 489 Coyhis tag Simonelli (2008)
Lﬁums%’ﬂmqumﬁmmﬁﬁwmﬁﬂﬂﬁmwuéﬂy’aLﬁmﬁumiaﬁfuauumﬂﬁmu Faflmundends
funumemssnuludeslneilianudfydensouniauasyusu n1sAnwIves Hahn (2025)
5o mamLLaz%mﬁauJapm‘Lumiﬁuﬁamﬂmsmwaﬂ (Religion and Spirituality in Addiction

a = [

Recovery) WU3IAMUIBNIIAELILALNSUH TRy asfiA U duRus B uINAUNAGNS
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n133nwdaguu

nsurUanslyamgfAnssu (Cognitive Behavioral Therapy; CBT) flatdunissnwman
Alasumsseusuegtaunsansdmnsulsafaniu (Cowlishaw et al, 2012) aghalsfinu MsAne
sevuuansliliiuinnsinuisie CBT fnslitgmizesdnsnisesnainnisinumguazsng
nsnduluiandnfiunian

nsunsnueeriumallaidralisuanuauladiutu e Rodda et al. (2013) wui
nsunsnueeuivlediivszansamlunisaangfnssunisnidu wiinasiiussansanilosnia
NITINWMUUINTRYULN N15AN®IVBY Gainsbury kag Blaszczynski (2011) t@UaWUIAANITING
WUUNALNETY (blended treatment) 7isaunssnewuudatiuazoaulatid et Suwans
Ananmlunisusudsmadnsnissnwnasandnsinisnauliiansn

Tudsemalng mssnwilsafandudidanuimeeny iesinmsuauaauyaaing
Afaudenganzng mIvawumsmsiuniviuldelimnzassuuunianssalng
WAZNITVINTEUUNITANRIUNATLELE @usﬁﬁuvﬂuﬂsgmﬂlmmaLLmlﬁL'%laJﬁwu,mmqwmﬁmam
mgsmmsﬁumi%’ﬂmLLUU@?&@N InewiunisufuRas n15aseauns waen1sseuiangidya
VBAYUYY wwnsiuandiduiimnusidulunsitamnnssnvidensdestumuidenasieu
Yodanulney
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INAITNUNIUITIUNTTUNUY B A rangUsenis Usenisusn Sauianis@nw
fiUsouifisusunuunsiusuazmanduluianinsswiUssrnslneuasis semmegadussu
TagimnylufifvesthdomsTaussnuazauidensmaun Ussnsitaes nmsnwduilmajsjaiu
finssnuiluszezdu TnsviansamunaluszezenuagnsUssiiudadefifnadenisinm
KadWSNTHsh

Usgnsitany falaifinnsdansesidoyaisuiunm (meta-analysis) A5Usaumdng u
Aenfulsyaranaveantsunsnuasng 9 TunstestunsndulUianfinedsafoniiuesulaians
Usgnsitd msfinwilutsemalnedadsuiudin uasnanisysuinisaruddunsiui
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fnqusrasdndn Weduaseosdarudiferiunisiiuiuaznsnduluianinves
IsannifueaulatainissunssulnewazinsUsemnasgnaduseuy tagiSeudisunnuuanmig
ﬁuaqgﬂLLUUméﬂﬁizijﬂizmﬂﬂmLLawiNUﬁzmmhuﬂflﬁﬂiwﬁaﬁmu

fnqusvasdiane Ussnoude (1) meliesgiuasduasgidatefiduiussunsiiug
wazmsnaulliandin Tnsanztasemelmusssunazsmudomean (2) nsusziiulsyavsna
YDINTTUNTAULIANG ) muﬁqms%’ﬂmu:uumammmuﬁ'ysm'}mmmmwmmamLLaz%mifgzgm
(3) MsiUTeufisud I ImusssusEnININSAnwluUsEWAlNELarASUSEIA Lag (4) ASHRIUD

LY v v a IS

TolauauuredURdmivinivdnuazgimunuleuigludseindalny

AIDNUNTAIVBUBTINNRFIY

ANDINNITIVYNANAD E‘ULLUULLaz{]a%’aﬁmmmﬁmwmiﬁuﬁaLLagmiﬂé’UMLawam
Tulsefantussulauianwuzegnals LLazg‘ULLUUméwﬁwﬂﬁhqf"fuasmliiw’mﬂszsufmﬂm
wassaUszma Insannzlufifvestademneiausssunazauidonismau

auufzunside fe dadeniedndenn msafuayuniedany auidonisman waz
SnunizunInsuIMsnusimNLdLTUS UNaENSNS LG ImstiLw]iﬂLLWLLUUNammuﬁyimmi
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wazs1aUsne loadadenieinusssy ANNWeNINSAIENT kagn1satiuayuINAsauniy

wazguyuiunuIndAgunnInlulssnsine

anudIAyywazUsElevuianadnagldsu

nsnuiagdisiuduresinlussdarufiieatunisiiuduaznisndulianda
Tulsednniiueeulatluuiunvessewmelve nanisnwagliangudsUsydnddmiunismmun
ulsnenazuumsfiilumsianistiymnsiueeulatiaenndestuuiumeiamsssine
Uselomidaulounes nsfnwdazavayumsimunleusmsdestuuasudladiagm
nsifuseuladlulszimelne Tnsanglureaiifuiamasiansan Smsesvdydd (su)
M3UszNeUgsNvan uins 99T Weslownasinuudreumand (Entertainment Complex)
meidaglieyadfinfunsaisssutauayuszazeILasuImMsnsoauniussavsnm
Usglonil@eufuR nansideasidunuimedmsuiniv@nauguamialunisiau
TUswnsumssnvuilAsunaiansssy MsysanmMILLInamsmadfunsinyLuy
Humanis wagmseenuuuszUUNMSANALHasTazeRddaiedadmeTaussaunasdny
nsAnuiazdudnddylunsenssdunisguadiiadagmnisniulugaidvia ua
Jusuwuudmiunms@nuduiausssuluglinaedessly sufnisdeasunsidesiudu
serhalszmAlumsiRuuMIs v ATussavsnmuasimnzaufuuTunveusasdanu

anudnlalunalnwaniilugnismumussanssusgradussuuseoly

N13AIIDNETT

Y
=

nguiugiuuazuuusassnsiudavaslsafaniy

LuUsraestuneunisiUasuntas (Transtheoretical Model) 989 Prochaska
wazDiClemente (2001) launisiaunlag LaPlante et al. (2008) Tiwnzauiuanuuziang
gaansnily Fauansarnnisandnanslusunislifernisaeumsnenmiitaay ualeins
nounsdnlafisuuse IneUsznause 5 seiu: seduneunisladnses nislasnses nswieush
mMsAfiuns wasnssnensdsundas

wqwﬁmiﬁuﬁumumﬁim (Holistic Recovery Theory) 984 Davidson ez Roe (2007)
#¥unsaifuayuannnisineves Slutske (2006) inunsitudasssus@ (natural recovery)

[y 1 1% A O a a4 v [ & & [ o aa
114!?1916'314@@ (36-39%) NMMYLUIAAAILANTLUUNTITINHIN NN TN NSLUUNAN HLUUITADINANR



184 ysmssmumansussuyvemans uniine1aenvasamans

2849 Hodgins (2001) i@uomsiusadunszuiuniseeieiiiesdesiunisadenanumang
Tutdnlval nsmudndnuallyy wagnisasamsevieatuayunidany
nguinisdesiunisnduluianiia (Relapse Prevention Theory) 89 Marlatt wag
Gordon (1985) lasunisaenelay Casey et al. (2017) TWinsaunguanuuznIzvaInI Ny
gaulay] Tneniuledodesiiiordosiunsdhdunanilosuddva wwusaenasnsnduliiania
(Cyclical Relapse Model) w83 Oakes et al. (2012) asurginnisnauluiandnlunisniuiidnwey

Jwsasiindugn unnasannisianfnarsiiumnnisaldaunduy

UAR8NMIIRAIUS TTULAZLUININITWNUA ILUUNULII D
N ui) IusTTLaN159ue (Cultural Theory of Recovery) U84 Raylu hag Oei (2004)

[ 1

wWudnanui@emsiamsssuAsidulvaaia MsAIUALAILYARS LaTUNUIMYDIATEUAT
fdvBnaensruIumsiuf wIMImsMmaLITed Groves (2014) Wiuvdnwnssssuifeaty
foun guvnu wazanalliifisdunisdileavansiandn TaeldnsufoRad nsisayauns
waENEAVANAR 5

‘Uizﬁumiajms%’ﬂmquﬁmﬁawawuﬁmﬁmaLaﬁm (Wellbriety Movement) U84
Coyhis & Simonelli (2008) YsannauumInadufudumon 12 U0 AA MY ILUUDIAT
fiyunmadauuusa NSATUAYUAINYUTY UagRoNTTUNITInTeuyIad N13ANWIVBY Hahn
(2025) ‘wmfwmmLs?i'amﬁmamLLasmiUﬁﬁ’amﬁm%mmmﬁmmé’uﬁuﬁ‘@amﬂﬁwaé’wﬁ
nsHudsEEzem

n13Anw I TRILETINYEY Tang et al. (2010) lulai@enuiuwifnAuaNnauas
mmnamﬁumﬂﬂ%’munmﬁuaaﬂﬁuwmwﬁwﬁzylumﬁuﬁa TuvaigiinsAnuves Choliz (2016)
quisﬂwudwmﬁammmﬂuﬂaLamsuuﬁmmé’uﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁ’ugﬂqumﬁy\luﬁ’aﬁmwm VO YNNI IPAY
(Social Capital Theory) ¥84 Putnam (2000) 85ungiasegaiuayunIediauainsavnive

TR lUNISNDIUS NS NwsERULao1Tnle

NITUNINLYILATUILANTNANITINEN

ﬂﬁ%ﬂi&%ﬂ@ﬁ’?%ﬂ’m’]iﬁﬂﬂLLUULaEJ’JEjLLUUN?mNEHu NQUNITYTUINITNING W)
(Theoretical Integration Theory) 489 Norcross wag Goldfried (2005) lasunsianlalunswauwn
MISUTiTvaNsuLIMe NMsAnEwes Cowlishaw et al. (2012) wandliifiuinissrinmataya

WOFANTIU (CBT) HUszANTN N UallosuAunIsunIniesduaglinadnsnanii
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LU YL UUTURDY (Stepped Care Model) 989 Petry et al. (2017) Sugy
shemsunsnusaudutuiwasiinnun s dilinedwsitussantnauagfud nsfnw
U84 Gainsbury Wag Blaszczynski (2011) atfuayunssnekuukaunea (blended treatment)
Frunssnswuundyninuazesulatidiseiu

NufNsBeuiedInu (Social Learning Theory) 84 Bandura (1977) asunisunanls
TumsWannsumsnussuUUNguazmsatiuayuLuULiieuteiion n13Anw1ues Rodda et al.
(2013) wuinsunsnusadilivdnnisSeudanuszaunsaivesgduituunanyesueeulad
fivsyavsnnlunisasuadaussglalunsiiug

wuuitaesifadeidsanastiadutosdiu (Risk and Protective Factors Model) 44

v o [

Dowling et al. (2016) Suuntadpesnilusziuynna asauns guu wazdau lnedadelussiv
sneq SURFuuSfukasdimdnaudAyiunnmstumuuiuniausssy nouianuBagu
1133013 (Psychological Resilience Theory) 8 Masten (2001) a5ungd1AuEanEuneTnta
ANEINsalunITUSUM LLazﬁﬂwmiLLﬁ‘fjagmﬁmmé’mﬂ’uéﬁumsﬁluﬁaizazsm

mngitadomeUszannseaniuay Tausssmuhengndsvesgiriunsanuilne
(32.4 U) gsnims@nwunud (29.8 ¥) o1eazvieufetladomsimusssufidmasionisidngs
nssnw nstlughszererlulszensinedsaniidind (38.1% euu 44.29% i 24 Hew)
Forafnnnanudaudissviheilonuuiafunaranimnadeuiava msnnszuvatiuayy
spuzEMTamzazas Lazsansznuvesaudedeslurannuaznsy

MNMInunILIsIUNssuLanliiuie e dulunsiaunissnvwuuysannis

a

MnauKaukIamseaudniunsiamatymgingsy nsasiessuvaivayusyezen?
MTouleIseNINTLUVASITUAY YUY hazATaUATY waznsiawilusunsudasiuidada

Usumimusssulne

A5aniiun1sIdY

2OALUUNITANEN

nsanwidunsnumuissanssuegrafussuutasmsinsizsfeiuny (Systematic
Review and Meta-Analysis) ﬁﬂﬁﬁammmwm Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) 2020 L‘ﬂlaﬁ’ﬂLﬂi’]%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂ@ﬂﬂ’i%ﬁﬂﬁﬁmﬁUE‘ULLUUmi%mgf?
wagn1snavlviandalulsaiantdueeulad lnassufisusenineuszansinguasi1esuseine

(Page, M. J., McKenZie, J. E., 2021) sanuuun1sanuiliunmsnevausisedosinslueiniug
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nszyliludiuvesnsmumuissanssy lnsamzanudndulunisiseudiisudiuinusssy

kazN1SUTLLIUUTLENONAVDINITUNT ALY UUNEUNEIU

nagnsn1sAUNILazuaItaya

nsAutayasiiunisegradussuulugiuteyadidnvsetinduan lawn PubMed/
MEDLINE, PsycINFO, Embase, Cochrane Library, Web of Science &g Scopus AMSUITIUNITY
YIUNR @nssanssulneaurnain Thai Digital Collection (TDC), Thai-Journal Citation Index
Centre (TCI) waggudoyaineinusvasunivetdelne nuwwiImewes Lefebvre et al. (2019)
muﬁaﬂgmsﬁa;ﬂama'wﬁmauﬂaquﬁy’msmmiumamsl,wé I9IMen wazanav1iv el
fulatagldns@nuniiiendesegrensudau

MAumdngnesnuuuiiieaseunguamzmntiussulet Ussneuseaungy loun
(1) Tsafanii (“gambling disorder” OR “pathological gambling” OR “problem gambling”)
(2) msntiueaulal (“online gambling” OR “internet gambling” OR “digital gambling”) uay
(3) nMsuiLaznsnaulUanii (“recovery” OR “relapse” OR “recurrence” OR “treatment
outcome”)

Msfaveuwmaniznsniuesulatiinudududeninddnuasanizfiuand e
nmandusuuiadu 6 madhwaon 24 $1l sUMUUMSORNIUUITSRFAveInsEHumsiamin
LAYHANTENUNEIRNTILANG

MsINaAAU “Problem Gambling” Tuusunesulail: mAum “Problem Gambling”
waw “Gambling Problem” gninfinlianigluusunnisniiussulaillnenisls Boolean operator
“AND” 1eufudumnguil 2 (mawiueeulay) iledestunissiunisfinuifafuniswiiy
wuusadn wu nsnduluadly nstene wionsipuiuiunlugaiuiiess nssadad
dawan confounding effects 9nYad8AIUINEaUTILANA 1A URALLALAILLANISLINZIIVD
NAGNSN1TINE

N13AUMLY Boolean operators Way MeSH terms AauIN19U84 Bramer et al. (2017)

elilanan1sAumaseunquLazkiug) S18ast8eanagnsn1sAunILandlunisTan 1 uas 2

LDQ
She

WeNINUTINTUNSAULAUANN reference lists VaINSANWIALITRILGENISAARD
Heimagluanviiessunisfinuiienanainty nislinagnsnisaumvateseauilyaeliiule

NazlansAneiineatesediasumulazanALLE e publication bias



MImsasnumIansuasuyvemans unrinenaunvaseans U7 52 adui 1 187

M13197 1 NagnsnIsAuMILag Boolean Operators

gudaya NEUAIAUMI 1 NGNAIAUNT 2 NGNAIAUM 3
(QsaRantiv) (Mswiluesula) (nsuda/
nsnauluiangia)
PubMed/ “gambling disorder” | “online gambling” OR “recovery” OR
MEDLINE OR “pathological “internet gambling” OR | “relapse” OR
gambling” OR “digital gambling” “recurrence” OR
“problem gambling” “treatment outcome”
PsycINFO “gambling disorder” | “online gambling” OR “recovery” OR
OR “pathological “internet gambling” OR | “relapse” OR
gambling” OR “digital gambling” “recurrence” OR
“problem gambling” “treatment outcome”
Embase “gambling disorder” | “online gambling” OR “recovery” OR
OR “pathological “internet gambling” OR | “relapse” OR
gambling” OR “digital gambling” “recurrence” OR
“problem gambling” “treatment outcome”
Thai Digital | “A15Wiiu” OR “nisntiusaulail” OR “msiiush” OR
Collection | “lsm@aAniiu” OR “masniumedumesidn’ | “msnaulUian@n® OR
(TDQ) “Uymnisniy” “Nan1Isnw”
A1519% 2 MeSH Terms wagnsaifnvauwnnséum
Tl MeSH Terms Boolean INAVBULYA
Operators
1sARaniiY Gambling [MeSH:D005715], | OR,AND | Adults (18+ years)
(Gambling Gambling Disorder,
Disorder) Pathological Gambling
nsntiuooulall Internet, Computer OR, AND Online platforms only
(Online Gambling) | Networks, Online Systems
mﬁu\luﬁ"g Recovery, Treatment OR, AND 6+ months follow-up
(Recovery) Outcome, Rehabilitation
mMsnaulUanin Recurrence, Relapse, OR, AND 6+ months follow-up
(Relapse) Secondary Prevention
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WNE9INISANENLAZANBaN

inausinsdait Usenoudne (1) dlugjeny 18 TTuluiildsunsitadelsnfaniuooulat
AILLNAINUIN5FIU (DSM-5 %38 ICD-11) (2) MsfnwfifinsRnmunasgeton 6 WouiieUssiiu
msthuuarnsndUlUEnRRsyaznans (3) MsAnwiBmaass mMsAnw@aliouiioy wasmsane

dldQ 6 1

cohort fifinguamuevienguIouiiiou (4) msfnwilAfuiszing wa. 2553-2568 iilelsitoya
fraviuasiouazazviousunuunsniueeulavtlagtu wag (5) msfnuiidfuiiduniwilne
NI0N1WIDINY Y

nawsimsieen THud (1) mafnwludinuazosu e 18 B) Wesmnnalnmsiiui
Tudeimnnmstirnsusniaannlug 2) msfnuliuennsmduseulatinnuuudaiuesnsdnia
\ieananuulsUsuilidifeidos (3) MIANWUTINTIUUN case reports ey narrative reviews
flifideyadaddfivane (4) msAnwiiiinisinausatiosnit 6 wWeu esanlifivanesie
nsUszfiunsiufuarnisnduluianfiniiugia3e wag (5) n1snwfifienudesio selection
bias g9 A14LUIN9YDY Higgins et al. (2019)

nsfmuninasinsdreenmatiiinawaddnlunisifiuanulussdlauazan bias:
mausnnsAnulufinuaz Tegutheanauulsusmumesiauinisiionsdmasenalnnisiiugh
\esannauesvesipiudainsimuissuunmsmuauusinszdulsianysal (Dahl et al, 2018)
Assadaanznsniuseulatitesdu confounding effects arndladedwindouiiunnsinedu

WaENNIANEaN case reports ¥Iuan selection bias wagiiuANUTeTiolivoIlayaleada

AsTUIUNNSAALARNLAZASUSTILANEDNARDY
nszUIUMIAnEeNAliuNslngEduaeIAueE1adaTe MULWING PRISMA flow diagram
Buannisdanseaiesduaniedemarundnde Tnsldinaminisdndiuasdnosndfmualy
muEEnseUenansatuiud MU sAnEEuNsARnse ey NsUssiiunnudenndos
#1I9E33810 Cohen’s kappa coefficient lnedn kappa > 0.80 fieinfianuasnadadad n1swily

anuligenndaniiunsiiunsUinymnsouazdideaunanledndy

v Y 14 ¥
nsafiadayauaslaseairedoya
nsaindeyalduuunesuinsgunlasunsmageuamtiuasyiuusnnismaaedly
(pilot testing) fu 10% YaeN13ANYY WuuNaTUATOUARNTBYAlUNIIANYHN9Y: (1) Jayavnly

YINI5ANYT (Husa YNARUN Useinanianidunis eenwuun1sanw) (2) anwagid1siu
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(AU mqm?isj Wl Lnauain1atade seeznanveslynn) (3) 18azdunnIsunInugs (Ussian
Ay sTezna Nsdmau) (8) fauUsnadng (n3edletn denuvesmsiuiwasnsnauly
@ Ianantunsuseiiy) uay (5) Yeyan1aaiii (means, standard deviations, effect sizes,
confidence intervals)

msafateyansiaussmuieyaanzifsfuiadomeman Ardounsdanm
UNUIMUDIATOUAT LATLUINIINISINEILUUR e Lﬁaaﬁuagumﬁmswﬁm%wLﬁa‘u

uiausssu MsaniatoyaniiiunisinegIduaulInuaznTIRaeUAUYNAB AL T ALNADS

miﬂ'szl,ﬁu@mmwuazm'}mﬁmeiaaﬂa

msﬂisLﬁuﬂmmwl%m%aﬁammgmﬁmmsauﬁ’uaaﬂqumsﬁﬂwmﬁiazmzm‘m
#1%15U randomized controlled trials 1% Revised Cochrane Risk-of-Bias Tool (RoB 2) @naltneus
294 Sterne et al. (2019) wazdrnsun1sAnwTedannly Newcastle-Ottawa Scale
(NOS) mutkuIN19us Wells et al. (2000)

\w3eaile RoB 2 euszflunuidesnisiin bias Tu 5 f1undn: (1) Bias arising from
the randomization process - UsgtUALTNEINEYDINTHURAZNITUNTASIAUNITINATT
(2) Bias due to deviations from intended interventions - Usgiiun1sujjisniuluslamoa
LLazwaﬂsszﬁuaqmsLﬁauuu (3) Bias due to missing outcome data - UsziumuAsUnIUY
maasﬁa;ﬂaLLazms{fmﬂﬁs’ﬂauuaﬁmalﬂ (4) Bias in measurement of the outcome - UizLﬁum’mt,ﬁEJﬂmﬂ
wareudedoldvesnsianadng waz (5) Bias in selection of the reported result - Usgiiuy
selective reporting warNIeuRaTilinsuday

Tuusazamulasunisuszdiudu “Low risk?, “Some concerns” 138 “High risk” w¥eta
AruLUTINdmSUNsAnE e nsldesesdlemantdiglinsinseefuuiinnuindede
qaﬁﬁuLLasmmmizqﬁa'«iﬁmaqmﬁﬁﬂmmfazﬁaalﬁaémﬁuizuu (Sterne et al., 2019)
n1sUsziiiuaunnaiunisineideasiaueg19dasy wazauliaenndaslasuniswile

NIUNISINTD

AN5IATIZWNNU

ANSLABNLUUINABINIGEDR
MIIAs1EanuLlY random-effects model (DerSimonian & Laird method) wiiasa1n

ANINAZIANLUTUTIUTENINNISANET (between-study heterogeneity) MIAAIINAULANG
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TuUsewIns AMTUNINULS LATUSUNTAILEITY AINALULLNUeY DerSimonian way Laird (1986)
LuushasstivunzandmiunsTIRasNEa NN sAneRiTiauaInvans warlnisussunn
mﬁaq%’ﬂﬁﬁamiw fixed-effects model
Frd Sanadnduaznsinsnzi

FSanasnsuanUsEnause: (1) §asinisiusa 6, 12 Bay 24 Wau InINNARdIU
vosffiheflanansnsaiunmsniunieannginssumntiuasedisiidoddny (2) Snsmsnduly
ianAnlurananfoadiu Inandadiuvesgiiefindunnitnisniiundsainszeznisaniiy
waz (3) Jasefiduiusiunadng sadeiudsnaUssmnsenans anvasnsunsnuies wazilade
MIIRIUTTIH

MyImsIziasniaue pooled effect sizes LU risk ratios (RR) dnisusuUsidamuanmy
way mean differences (MD) d1wsusnuussawiios n¥as 95% confidence intervals nsulawa

o w Y

%ﬁmimﬁ%ﬁamﬂmmmaaLLasuaﬁwﬁ@mﬂﬂaﬁﬂ
n1sUsEliuAMULUIUTIULAZNTIATIZRNgudDY

nsUszIduaNuLUTUTIULY Cochran’s Q test way 12 statistic lag 12 > 50% f971
1AMUwUTUTINUIUNAN9E9E AUN9iuea Higgins et al. (2003) Lﬁ'awumwmmiﬂsauaﬁq
gAnduNITIATIENNgUEaY (subgroup analysis) Wiod1579una 1unveeAuLUTUTIL
wazidlaladefienaiidvsnasonadns

NTiATIERngueesanidunsau: (1) Ysewmensegiaia (Ing 1fgudu uiunid)
(2) YsgeAnn1sunsnues (CBT, NMSIABILUUNENNAIY, N1TINBILUUYTUINITAEAUT)
(3) SrEEnIaINTANATY (6, 12, 24 \Hiau) (4) AMAINANTANY (AU RoB i gy g9 uay
(5) Han3znuues COVID-19 (NMIANWINDU LNBUNAU &I W.A. 2563)

N3ATIADUNANTENUTBY COVID-19 aldFumsdmsenluiimvlunsAnunfimeuns
& n.a. 2563 ilannmsuniszuinenalugaidsuddnyidmasoguuuunswiuseulay
LAENTTUILNTHUN (Hing et al., 2021) Mrevdztslidnlainusunmsunsseundsa

AoUTEANSNAYDINITWNTNLLDE LS

A15Us2IUaARINNITANUNLAZA15IAIIZRAU LR

n1sUsziiu publication bias T438n1suanewuy: (1) funnel plot dmsunsuseiiulo
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AuEen (2) Egger’s test dmsunisnageuanulianuinsves funnel plot (3) Begg’s test
dndunisuTsiliunuduiussening effect size Way sampling variance Wag (4) Duval uag
Tweedie’s trim-and-fill method WieUszunasIvIunsinefionameluiasnansenuse
NAANEIIN AULLINIGYBS Sterne et al. (2011)

Msnzvianuly (sensitivity analysis) sufiunisiiienaaeuninuudunsavewadng
vénlae: (1) Aansanunfifinainine (RoB score g1) 88n91NNNTIATIEI (2) fin outliers ANa
fapuLlsUsiuesn (3) WasuLUUSIawnsaanain random-effects 1w fixed-effects
waz (4) Winasinsdeunadnsidunarieneulsunit msinszinnuldasliduladn

nadnsuanldladuegiunisfinulanisfinwniissenisdndulanidisnislaisnisnis

\Sesilouazvanduas

NTAATIZNNED AL Review Manager (RevMan) 037U 5.4 @115Un15aAT g R AU
ndnuazn13asn forest plots MsliAs1esitugdld R statistical software 11§49 4.3.0 fu
packages 7149 1A meta, metafor way dmetar §115UNITIATIZRANULUTUTIU MUY
publication bias kagn153tAT1EANL

syuTludRynIeBRnmunT p < 0.05 dmsunadnsudnuay p < 0.10 dmsunisnaaey
AMULUTUIULAE publication bias AUAIMULINNINTFIU nsulanavsiiuteToddyneaan

LAEAUUNIENAATEN TA8ANTNENTUIAUDINANTENULAZANLNUEIYBIN1TUTZUIUA

AN5ATITHUIENIIRIUS 55U

N32UNITIATIENTIUTAUS T

MR sueutufansssdugaiiuddgreanmsinuni Wedlaaruunnss
Tugtuuumsthsiuesnsndulianfessrneiunianssadneuasunngi nmslinssisiansan
Tadudrdnyluvanelis: anuduiusseninunasazareiuidadenisiausssuaglasunsinses
et lateuunnishuUssnsman agviouauuaniameTausssuegsls wiengads
sewinaUszrnsinewaruumionsliunneiesiuinn uinsieseiazdisainladedug wu
NswanANNIBmMED N13Suilamn warnsgausunssnwiiunuimetals

unuMIBIATaUATassusLluNaTUayuMs LA sre A uN S Te ULy

FEMINUUINNUUUTIMY (collectivistic approach) Tudmusssula@ieiuiuimatunsaiuny
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L3

Aae9 (individualistic approach) ludmusssunziunn N153ATI¥vazdIsIIINTaTivayY
yedsaslusuuuusngg dswasenadndnisitusoeals
SvdnaveseudememmsmanidensyuiunisiudagldTunsiemgiauuuans
i Groves (2014) iauaierfumsUszansudnnmssssulunisiluiannisianin mslieseiae
AN UNUIMYBINISUNURER N15193eyauns wazmstandnfassalumsduasunisiuiissezen
mMslinseitadometansssuiarld descriptive statistics dwmsunmsuSeuiieutuiiug
LA meta-regression Woteyalfisane Lied1sramnuduiusseninafulmeinmsssuiu

NAANSNTHUAD
STELIAINLUNITHAZANITINNITIATING

MsRniunsideliiag 12 Wew (wwieu wa. 2567 - Twiau we. 2568) lneuuady
se0e9in9 il Weudl 1-2 HunemunTuslareanside nmavaaeunagydmsdum uagnisiin
oUsHTATY Weuil 3-5 1unsfumuazdnidenmsinwesnadiussuu TdsnsdnsogiBeiney
Wossymsfnwifisiu Weudl 6-8 \Hunsafadoyausssuiiunmunmmsfinu nieurisnsudly

¢ ¥

aulidonndes Woud 9-11 Wun1sdnszidayanisadd n1shnunaans wasnisdeu

(%
LY %

FeNUATUI wazfoull 12 1Wumsnsinaeuduanying MsUTUURTIBNU Wasmswseuasdium
M3INITAUNIMEADANITUIUNTINBUsT N UMEN1sUsyruiuadelulssdmndunm
nMsRTRdeURIIItuas AN WUBIdaYa MsdeansiunUSnwimIdetuusyan wasnstuiin

nduneunsindulaieiulusdla

JoNII5UINIIZY5I5Y

adaa ¢

s dunsmunusanssuilitoyanegififfuiulunsansfiiunsssadiu
lnggnsannyal 39Ld 09U YdRIINANENITTUNITITESTTUNTITE UYL AUULUINIS
Declaration of Helsinki ag14lsfiniu n1s@nwufdRniundnnisnisasesssuluniside
og1u1A3ansR SImTnn3e19Beunasiunegegndosuazasuiiu nssBauNasgslyssla
Tnglidadeuvieaviuteyaddy nmsndnidssnisfnidendeyafiddes waznisilame
HaUselevdviugdaunsotodinreen1sAnwag19alay AuLWINIaYes Committee on

Publication Ethics (COPE, 2019)
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I 1

nssamstasiiauazauimefinniaziotu

msﬁﬂmﬁm@h%Lm%@ﬁuﬁaaﬁ’ﬁwmwismiﬁﬁaalﬁ%’umﬁmmsa*&mmmsam
Usgn1susn anusidnvesnisfnwlnefienafidruiuies Jeenadwmanenisiuiouiiisy
frfausssy madansUssiuialimalinnsidnunnssdodiofusiudeyaiivemely
waznsenudesiatediiusdlalunseivsena

Usznisfiaes anuwanaidlueioiietnuasinaeinisidedeseninanisanesig o
pRdsnaronuanTalunsTNadns Msdanisaglinsiinnegsingudesnuiaiosdiofn
warmsaseianubiienageuanuudunswowadns

Usemsvieny prulliwfloufuvesseuumssnwseninesemesne Jse1adiu confounding
factor d1fgy MsdnnisazlinsatindeyaifsafuuunssuumssuguuaseTzingugos
AIUANWULVDITLUUNITINW

msdamsteddnRiutademeimusssuasduiunmslaenmssurndeyaidanmunin

(Wd‘

1nNsAnEIAE MsdunwaldieIvglundazusuninusssy kagnisld mixed-methods
approach lunsAnunaans mndeyai@eulusiudadesiuimusssuiidnia n1s@nw
azvioutednfniogtnaunaziauenuininisideluswaniiofiufiugosinsesnnug

1AgLRNIENSANYITIAUNINTFITITMANTENUVBIANUTDNNAEUILAL AN TINNI I TRUSTTY

¥
=< a %

sonsiuiluusunivesadnddwy tunsufina1iasihlugnantsidensianugedelaas

NAN15738

NSAALADNNISANEILAZUAUNITAANTDY

nsfumssunssuesdussutlugudeyadiig @ wunisAnwiiiue 2,847 G
Tneuwvaunsfneangudeyauunyd 2,653 503 wazmsAneilve 194 Bes wdwnnsian
SNt AaVED 2,234 Bosdmsumsdnnseadoiy ey PRISMA 2020 (Page et al,
2021) M3AANTBIRINToEoazuNdatvlinamde 387 Basdmsuniseruenarsatuliu

msUszdiuenasatudunuindinsfinsiidinaeinsdndensiuiu 42 Bes Tnowus
Jumsnwanuszmelng 8 Bos uazmsfnwiunnni 34 Ges anuaonadesseninagide
TumsAndenmMsAnuile Cohen’s kappa Wiy 0.89 L,Lamﬁqmmaamé’aqﬁqq mskiedesiio RoB 2

Melszdiueudensineaflusmumsaduiiegns nsunUangu uazmsmenunadnsegnaiiuszuy
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dnwazvaINMsAnETitu A1z

msﬁﬂmﬁmﬂumﬁmswﬁﬁmiﬂizmammﬂﬁmﬂ Tnauszwmelng (8 133, 19.0%)
aﬂi‘d (16 L'%"aa, 38.1%) pLsniile (12 L'%"aa, 28.6%) Lazlorawladin (6 L%I’eN, 14.3%) ATy
YBINITANYI UL 1RRIFURUS LABATINUNISV818AeIN 1 TNEUe Ul At naINISTUNT SEUA
483 COVID-19 7iEuduluT w.e. 2563

NSEANMNTINTIAY 18,547 A newuadunisdnwlng 2,891 Au (15.6%) kagn1sane
YIUIBIR 15,656 AL (84.4%) mqm?ﬁmmma’jmiﬁﬂmha Ao 32.4 U (SD = 8.7) Wgunu 29.8 U
(SD = 7.9) TumsAnwuud (p = 0.065) dndrumanslunsfinwilng 68.3% sninnisfing
WA 73.1% (p = 0.041)

A7 3 wandlifuguuuunsitusiiiiiauls nsfnwlneuansdasinisilu

'
U s =

Suksniigendnegelitedidny willn1sanased 199InsasNIs N YINaaNSITEZ1IIAINT

'
o w =

sveznanadoauiinsndulviandnlunsAnlneduninegeiifedy FIVMGAUNFFIUAN

\Aeafunsafuayuainaseuaiasyuvuludanilng
FoRunudfafeszernanadssudinsndulvaninlumsanulvneduninegiedl

HedAg (7.3 WU guAU 9.2 oy, p = 0.019) miﬁuwuﬁﬁwmaauuﬁgwwﬁmﬁm@dw

msatuayuanaseuasmazguruludinulveaztismsituiszezenlannd wazasviouliiud

AN5719% 3 amsINsHuiIkaznsnauldianinseudiieulne-anauseme

NAAWSN155N1N ASANEIVDY ASANEIVDY A1 p SZAU
vy (n=8) | direuszina (n=34) JudAsy

SasnsHus (%)
6 LAOU 74.8 (68.2-81.4) 66.7 (61.8-71.6) 0.032 *
12 1hau 46.5(39.1-53.9) 53.2(47.9-58.5) 0.092 NS
24 | 38.1(30.4-45.8) 44.2 (38.7-49.7) 0.048 *
ansnsnauluiania (%)
6 LABU 25.2(19.6-30.8) 33.3(28.4-38.2) 0.032 *
12 hioy 53.5(46.1-60.9) 46.8 (41.5-52.1) 0.092 NS
24 |y 61.9 (54.2-69.6) 55.8(50.3-61.3) 0.048 *
I ARDLINILK 7.3(5.8-8.8) 9.2 (7.5-10.9) 0.019 *
nsnaulUianin (Hou)

naee: * = p < 0.05 @Adbddgeai), NS = lifideddyneadia (p > 0.05)

Anluradude 95% Confidence Interval (Cl)



MImIsaIRumIansuazyvemans umIngaeinvasaans Ui 52 aduii 1 195

aududeuvasiadefinasonsinwinadnslununTausssuiiunnsnaiy

m9197 4 wansliffiuanuuansamataussuidanu luuunlne nsatduayuain
mam%’aLLa3mﬁﬂﬁﬁ’aw1\‘1mamﬁmwméhﬁ’ﬁg@iamiﬁuﬁaqqmﬂumiﬁﬂmuwmmaaéwaﬁﬁaﬁwﬁ@
miﬁuWUﬁﬁaﬂﬂﬁ@ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ@ﬁ’?@uﬂﬁﬁuLLﬂ%ﬂ’ﬁﬁuﬁ’J (Cultural Theory of Recovery) %84 Raylu
wa Oei (2004) Tiurnudfyvosrdenaauss LAz UL MVEIATOUAT

Tun9nssiugIn NsHPaTENIINITRULAZNISNIAIUINITSNBIvaINTaIetnudAgy
1NNIUNITANYIVIUIYIR ATNDUNIAIULANAINTDITHUUAITITUAVRAELATIAT19FIAY
uonanil Jedeidestunsgadoniiludinuuazeudaudduasountaiinanssnusensnauly
andnluusunlneunnndt Jsaeieudannuddyreinssneiiesfvasanuandarlunseundy
muatleulney

wmsnmsmaulunisiusannsaniaiivssandllulsemalneiunsufoaas
(mindfulness) A3a3eyans (meditation) waznisdavanda 5 1Wusingrulunisudledem
AALIMET Groves (2014) LauaifenunsUszandvanymssssuiiiedesiudnm guiniu
wazaaliflos wnmsiifauedeadstulsvaunsaimsshvsuuitudewossuiiuios

ALEMIUNI N ¥ IUURIATINLAEN TATUAYLAINYUYU (Coyhis & Simonelli, 2008)

U s

AN519 4 Jadeidunusiunisiudiuseuiisulng-snauseine

Jadenduius n13ANEI n13ANEI ANUUANATY
funsiluga vaslny Y9R1eUsENA
ORT (95% Cl¥) | ORt(95% Cl¥)

Jadguan
NSAUUALUINNATEUAT? 3.45(2.34-5.09)* | 1.89 (1.45-2.46)* | lnegeni
MsUZURANIeFNEUN 2.67 (1.78-4.01)* | 1.12(0.89-1.41) | Inegendn
N1539aTEN19NISIRY 1.45(0.98-2.15) | 2.18 (1.65-2.88)* | finsUseinegandn
nsnfeusnsinwvannvaty | 1.23(0.85-1.78) | 1.94(1.48-2.54)* | saUseimAgandn
Jaduidossonsnduliandio HRS (95% Cl+) | HRS (95% ClI)
nsgaydevtludeny 4.12(2.89-5.87)* | 1.76 (1.23-2.52)* | Inegeni
Anutaudslunsounsn 3.67 (2.45-5.49)* | 2.01 (1.56-2.59)* | lnegeni
NN3YINNITATUANALLDS 2.45(1.67-3.59)* | 3.23 (2.56-4.08)* | MaUsEinegan
nmsidsunanviesueaulatlidng | 2.18 (1.54-3.08)* | 2.94 (2.31-3.74) | sheuUseimAgend

B * = p < 0.05 (Eeddeyn19adin), + OR = Odds Ratio (8msnduvedlenia), + Cl = Confidence Interval (@Frerudosiu),

§ HR = Hazard Ratio (§msndaumnundes)
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agnalsionu defunuihaulefe wihsliledvaivayumsinusssuiulunss uwithdeides
sonsnduluian@aluusunlnenduiinnusunsiandi lnsamemsgadeninludsau (HR = 4.12)
wazautandlunsounsa (HR = 3.67) Fvasvieuliiuisanimguuuvesinusssulvenviadu

wssativayulazusananulunafgiu

Han1sAATIEeANIL: JUuuUNsHusuaznsnauluianda

Sasnsiusauaznsnauluaninlnesay

MIATIEeALLIINMSANY 38 Besiidideyaifivane (@nsgadedeya 4 Geq
Hesandoyaliiasuiu) uandifiusunuunisanasesnsiaiiiomesdmsnisitu Shainsiiush
5371 6 WWou fie 68.4% (95% CI: 62.1-74.7%, 12 = 72%, p < 0.001 15U heterogeneity)
analu 51.2% (95% Cl: 45.8-56.6%, 12 = 69%) ﬁ 12 \fou way 42.7% (95% Cl: 36.9-48.5%,
12 = 65%) 7 24 \fiou

msulana 12 statistic: A1 12 we I-squared statistic WuguiifiinssduanuwUsUsiu
5¥1319A15ANEN (between-study heterogeneity) TnsuanaduilesiGuivesanuudsusiu
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