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FIG. A1. Forrest plot for CatBat Task meta-analysis.

Begg’s funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

SM
D

s.e. of: SMD

0 0·2 0·4 0·6

–0·5

0

0·5

1·0

1·5

FIG. A2. Begg’s funnel plot (assessing publication bias) for TMT meta-analysis.
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FIG. A3. Begg’s funnel plot (assessing publication bias) for Haptic meta-analysis.
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