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848 O HORE 2 R R %33 %
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a. RO 372
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SAF RN RS (5 FATART S B R 45 2 5 R 9 4548
T, AR R 25,

41 ZESMEHNNEINESR

TG GE B JEUESE T 25 W) S Be ) AEAE vk
W2E 5, B SR IR T o, x—3
RAE 4 2 65 AP A7, HAERZHM
BT EABEERHR, %4585 Nazareth & A
(2019 —3L, FRES.OF . &Y. etk
=7 R A K

DAES R BT 240 BB %23 (A 2 i fig
T 25 S WV eSS I o 25 () AR EGR 25 (A S A
P b UL T B I 28, 2% B ) T A 4 i) 23 ]
fLHE S (van der Ham et al., 2020), HYEZ
A UL(Huang & Voyer, 2017), 2P 78 B[] BR i %
P, TTRET AR T S Y2 AR R, R PRI 2
HCT B IR, FRAR T X ER5E (5 BB .88 71 (Nori
et al.,, 2009; Voyer, 2011), X 2s (8] ST RS20
WAk, Zeng 5 NAIFE(2012) 53K, B L tEmReshik
WEAEAE 25 5%, D5 Pk T 5 o o B T AR 8 Bl i a1k,
W2 PR VAR, 2 o R O (e M 1,
P SN U Lo PR 2 () AR I

A AR ) 4 A0 £ o T D AR 2 ] i e
TR 22 5 . RUARER RE TRUEFF & - K
EHBIE, KL T AR, BrEaeag LIE
S ) 2% 1 51 % a5 (Moffat et al., 1998), iX—id

x2 FATEENSEDASR

I A o k B [95% CI]
Intercept —0.57 [-1.46, 0.33]
AR JLEWME E 12 8) 39 1.10 [0.20, 1.99]"
HHEWA2 E 18 %) 2 1.20 [0.02, 2.38]"
JRAERI(18 & 40 %) 243 1.07 [0.19, 1.96]"
FRAE R (40 & 65 %) 9 1.12 [0.08, 2.16]"
AR (65 % L) 6 1.05[0.07, 2.03]
A i 67 0.81 [-0.07, 1.70]
1555 B85 EHh 146 0.01 [-0.09, 0.12]
KK E 34 0.23[0.01, 0.44]"
EN-FES 2 -0.37 [-1.06, 0.31]
FAE T WRBE 164 —0.10 [~0.19, 0.00]
Fisf T R 7] N 199 -0.07 [-0.17, 0.03]
M3 5% LA 5% 271 0.03 [-0.18, 0.25]
LEEIE = METH 50 -0.02 [-0.23, 0.19]
T & 45 -0.26 [-0.51, —0.01]"
o KF¥2km%E KFE3IHE
ZEE SR k=368 F(14,353)=3.42 p<0.001
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FEW Sy > | BARRE S T AL FIRT AR RE Sy, 1
A BT BT ShAEY, IS OR300 g
Pt 18138 v T Lo M DU L 55 M R TR A s T
W (Burg, 1968). B Ay %= (8] J8k 0 # B (Kimura,
1999) 1 T8 5% 1Y ¥ & & 7 ic 14 (Silverman et al.,
2007), iXA] BRI T RAEAE S5 g BEALIE N . EiR
R UL T A R R A B 55 B 43 T e B
Loty A AR T B AR RIS . gAY
PR BIF 5 )6 T 55 o M IR 485 K AN T R 22 S b AT T
e R o i Eh— N MR SR S AR G R O Y AT ER B
(CEHk, £5%, 2017), Hp02I0REH% 8 i HH 47 2 30
(phase precession) 125 [A]{y &, 5 54E%s [A]
1555 0905 B G fith, Forb it o Y AL 8 240 i 2 A
Rb TR RE LB B EOE, LU B 5 Y TA %0 HE
(Marchette et al., 2011), PR A7 )2 59 XA 41 i Fn
Sk J7 1) 240 JH0 3 531) B A4 2 1) R e RE AT 1) 45 R
(Hafting et al., 2005; Long et al., 2022, 2024), [fi7E
Long il Zhang (2021)# 4K B0 B2 J2 & BRI
SRS, AT S 2 RGED ., X
S Z GE I S AL R T BE 22 5 O i e 5B 2 P 5 ) Ao
FIN I 28 22 S BRI T M0, 904 B ok oA 5
23 (0] AT 55 I 2 0 R AU X, (H B2
A5 R (Gron et al., 2000; Kong et al., 2017);

FVEAE IR O SRR G T 2 Y T MR

M PEAE B 3G AL P S RS R X T R
(Noachtar et al., 2022), SEii 2 th 7] 58 % W %5 8] 7
WCRE ) M 22 5, A T 5T R I o TR I S
KV 57 () AL RE 7 W 35 TE ARG, Tk —AH Je Pk
1658 PP 3 S B 3 (Burkitt et al., 2007); WSR2
PEVEGT SEERZL, D Lo Y P A P A B B R
25 [ SR PUA P T (Pintzka et al., 2016), H A
Xof N2 25 W] F A BE T 10 Bl 2 A2 ) = B AT AL TR
KWE, KERARALELEEGMHEBBER, &K
ARG R 25 [0 3 R G AE D Lo i T e 25 %
AT B A fii G o 388 ik Z2 R 4T R GE X 5 24 5
W55 B, 2B 5Pk 22 SR BB LA .
k2 SO N B8 2o M 23 (R BE 7 5% I A
a2, RPEFE I EE S (Bussey & Bandura,
1999), AN BIAT A 0 K& TR AN 52 #E 4k A5 ) 5
M, 3837 B ANH IS, SEaT e L
FRAREL, TR M AT R JE AR R, T A
I RGEWER N2 AT B,
“B AN, RN ZINEN SR N PRI

FE WS Z —, s@fb T rh S 0 50MA E
AT (Ellemers, 2018), X — WA <58 1 23 8] S0
e LTt B ZIAR EP G A B OGHE, <53 40 I
T AT AINEIRR 5 AR €, NmILE T
X PEAE A AR5 R R, L ERN
DU BRI T 2o X s B) S AT RE 0 AN 5 Sk, X
U PAY S REIE SRR N e S A (R R A
b, ST 5B Lot B IR R G0 R A W) S fE
TR, Mah, —EfG a1 2s [ Re )il it
Al BEFE TG AR 22 5, Ak T 8 aou) 1 )
23 M ZIMR BN 0N, T A it o B g s
Wy B 1 5 R0 9 Ak 0 3% 1 7 35 (Bartlett & Camba,
2023), KULLIAE, BV 55 ot d ) 4 25 [E] i fig
N B2 S, WaERr S b B BRI 2
W R P2 A R A S, Hults %8 A (2024)%538 T
ZIWEIE, $8 B LEANTEAEB 24, LFN”
43 TR MRS R AR ik, M B Lt ARt
LRz 4TS5 B, P50 25 5 L-F- 15 2k (Jang et al.,
2019; Trumble et al., 2016), ENIE T _FiRW A, ED
2% ] AT RE 7 0 M 3 22 S O AR 3 A7 AE, T2
FERRHR Tt 2 0 5
42 ZESMENEINERHNATES

ARS8 5 = K- TC 4B R 2 (B SALRE 1 1
PR 22 S AT T VR RN A B, LA I8 B A A
PR 2R RG22 5 4 R i 3 (] A R T 1Y)
PR S, S5 RBY, FRy . RAET . BFREIFR
il AR5 PRBE L 3 OR A B A 38 & PR R YT
FEH, WidbIX | 15528 P38 b5 0 A HAG
FEH

AR R s A M A E S M EEE
TUA AT A R R WIZR G L0 2 4 2 )RR i )
(65 % LU )R 25 ) ML RE ) AR AE v 3 25 5%,
M 4 & 65 2 MAARTEAE 2 0] T RE 1 19 1 5 22
o 4 ZEJLEMN S [ SHRE ) AL TR K& R
WrEt, ZER SRR, et ALL
WG, A2 SO T b X ) i 6 1 9 3 7 A R
W, REE . WA H F AT AR 2 T B A
MREN%:, 10 Berry Fl Wilkins (2017) & J7E 1930 &
2017 4R ARG 103 AL b, BEm b i
FeHf, HE My BEAESRT) . BRCE
R PP, 3 AR A A 5 A ) A T A 1 S
B EmMAERE I EEAME . Mk, BRELMAE
e 0 i A 1 AL BUR B R 2 IR, W RS I 59
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LTINS (B IS B 26 . ES IR R AT
23 (8] L RE ) 1 F FRON A, 5 20 2ot s )
SHALRE T 0 R JEIF IR 1Ak o TR A BRI
Wms, 55 Ltk Ry =S (] 0 RE ) K 2 RIE T B
(Coutrot et al., 2022), & F {38 B R v o
(Merhav & Wolbers, 2019; Taillade et al., 2016;
Zhong & Moffat, 2016), XFHEF1 14 1E T R AT
REA /N IR TR 22 5, PRI R A AR I A 7Y
WFFEAEAT AR B 323 6] A RE 7 P 1) 2 5

FAET7 AR 85 2 (8] ST BE 1 i M 501 22 5
AECT S L iR AE Ty X, AMERTEE ] A Kb
O RAE T AP 22 4 . X —458 51k
K UAEWF R A5 —30, BB R8E b0 R AE g
J158F L (Hund & Minarik, 2006; Munion et al.,
2019), #Afif FIE e B R AE 7 kA7 28 (8] S0t
WS B BART R, B AETE 7 ) 25 ) 3R 5 i
IR R SRE 23 NN /T B L (T IN Tar VAL 7/ R NI B S
Z (Lithfous et al., 2013), 20 B AR R AR ER 5%
m O, I E £ &R E ¥ 5E R (Coluccia et al.,
2007), i 4B Rl A 3 b i 3RAE 7 Kk
Fras [ R, 55 M B4 O RAE 19 PL 3 pm i1,
PRI T 2 1 ) e TR 22 LA /N o

FIF ) R ) 2 22 T T A ) P 031 22 S ) 98 5 TR
2, TEARBRBINRIA T, 55 otk ko 22 =
/N, X RE Lk A A ] S A A R A e A 1
FE I8 O&(Lyons et al., 2018), BF[a] % 123l
oMy £, DN S e D JEROR S i 3R B
(Kremmyda et al., 2016; Mendez-Lopez et al.,
2020), i A B I BR 0 B T2 1, AR
AT 25 Ta] S R B

B3R5 M3 5t AR A X RE RS Ty
PE S 25 (B SRR I MR . PR R L, 1
W25 e AN IR B K, FE % N -3 A U
AR B3, s i M 28 5/ T U
e T A I R 22 SR oK, A TAT:
o] Aty By 24 A B DU) I e R 25 o 2R BRTRL, S
L A 58 AR T v A A AR R (R 2 TR R AT 55
AR E A, S5LEW S —E (Min & Ha,
2021), XAIRESE H T AL TR R B
X LR A R A . b, B RA A
FRECR M5 v 0 B AR, Wi7E & A F W& i o
LR FAUT 55 P 22 55 A 1 i % (Barkley &
Gabriel, 2007), 4 2 6] AT 1 B 75 2 SRS |

FLSL RS A R SR A R B E (R R R ER R
LA, AR AEDS T 4 1T Hh R RN R 28 (B G R,
XHIES T B s B AL, L PR A AR
iz A B AURE T, R 5 22 S i/ s T S A
TNEREE . MU S AT SR ) I, D5
AIOE S A AT B A AR FIREB R
WESEH AEAT 55 BT e 8 A PR 8% B S P ml e Al ok 1
M AR H g S R A S R (VR) T
fli N2 A B A 708 T H . VR BREE AT DL
SR SR, TR R, BOA e T L S
HESLIAEE T JC A (Weisberg et al., 2014), E#{IESL
ST 23 Ta) S e AT LA 2 S B B A A ]S 0
(Santos et al., 2008), HW#E HA K H) Al & il
(Lloyd et al., 2009), AW 5T AT 32 Hl o 1fi %5 (6]
AT S5 520 VR =AML, BN S AR TR Y
SR Y L SREZ, R THITSE A AR A E U
Hi XA 52 e DB Lo Pk i s ) R ACRE T, ok H A%
AN KN BRI AE 25 R AT 55 h R B T 3%
BN —JrH, TREZH T LI £2
RAETIEM . BRI LS, XFrgSesl . RFEm |
PN EZ S, TR XA X RN 2
FEBECRIE A S — I E, &AM
ATEAREAE D E MO A B 2, 7T G 4R gL R
FPE ORI 7 55 PR =S (B A RE ) 25 5% o BIFST
FW, zEFALEE ST 5 E K GDP MEE KT EAH
(Coutrot et al., 2018), ZEWIRFEF AKX, B4
WA Z MBS HFE LS, MRS R IX,
L TR 31 £ o IR T A B R AR HURI BB O R R 3%
BH(Amoo et al., 2019; McKinney et al., 2017), b,
2% [B) A58 B 6% 5K 5l 25 [R) BE ) 19 & J (Pruden et al.,
2011, 2020), A T RE 52 W 25 ] 5 AL RE T o
Coutrot 4£(2022) 1 &= ERWF 5T ENIE T 3% — s, KM
WA TR AR FREE (A 2 A B9 AN RESALRE I 00 T Ik
e R, UHAERARLEZE IR, aTaele T
EZRN:OE | SSWIBER A B =R NGy R A A TS
A, T i RS AL Z5 R T S LS . Bk
PETE WA I 78 (9 B 2 AR AN R, S Pk
AT BEBE R K ARV Ak, HE e T R A
ARG 3, PRI TE 247 0] B A T A A
W, B IATEE R AR R, RETEZS
23 || 28 % (Schug, 2016a, 2016b), i 4 PEHE il & 44
ZS MR NI H D, Uttal 55 A (2013) 95T UE
ST L MRS B A FE R R ML, HAs
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B 2 ] GE 3P 5 BT X LeuER R, A
TH R AT AT gl S RIA EAEH, e
23 [ R S PE R 225 . ARIFR NP R R
XU E, PRAE U 5 T B A /D2 5 o

25 ) AL RE 0 1 PR 22 S AR Rl 45 25 B 0
MR bR N R R e, RIS A mT S
SR, LA SRR EER RS EE L, &
L B AR PRSI RES 2, R
A TR R ENGE IS PEAG ik, Bk, VR
NS Bl 285 ST PRy SRR J7 1Al R T
B, VR AT 4R 5 IR BORTE B AR S, B
LA N o S P (R B S = R R, SEP
AL FIEh 234l (Coutrot et al., 2022; Dong et al.,
2022) o EEEFARAT RGN TS G S A I Y 22
BE, A BT A B S RIS A SRR T .
43 MREX. BRESRRRE

ARG I =KV TR TR T A [E] S A RE
FIRYPER 2 5 T IR, B T B AT T A ]
SRR R AR E R AL, BT 2SN
SRE I B BRI, FHPUN T R w22
SRR, XARKFREERT TEE R,
BP9 AT 22 B AR I A, I 26 B3OS I i
SRS, DR AE 7R %5 (8] 501 68
TEWARR ., ELER)ZE, 2SN FALRE ) &
AN X B AR 5 2 A 45 BRI R R )
fig, XHEdE 3 L7 STEM s E452 5 HA M
Wi o BOE ARSI 5 B TR 2E A 1928 [H) A
RETT, JUHOR o XM B S BT B, $e Tt
LR T R LS AR LD MBE S . XAUEBT
G /N 25 5, T RE B 5 2 AR A B SR P A
ARG S, WBE AT S5ts kR,

AMRWEE TR, B, AR
Y9 SCIHR AR A B T SO SOk R CEE, (B
2 PR B S R BT T SR (8 T A 25 A SRR Rk )
REATYSRAEAE, SR T b DX A5 S 98 5 4R % 4347 2
Fh2 SCAR XS ZS (8] ST RE T 5 B B . SRR BIFSE
PN TE 5 S B SCHR, DO EE I N SCIR A,
IR M ST, Hk, AR T
ZRPR AL & R, FHEA Trim-and-Fill 753
AR R R, R R R S AR A S R W
AW EHA MM, (0K A5 R 58 52 T 80N
Tt RORIEFEA LB A K & RSO LIRS
HIERE, DLlt—P BRI s e, s

TF1) S5 A P 1) 22 S U ) B 5 S T O BRI AT R
SRR, W TR, A 2 2 A ) S 2
Z (A0S0 A K 2 S A, T RE S M 45 2R F)
PRI PE . AR AT id i g A 250k, JE R
KA LR i B VERI BT ST, 36 UE T 4170 Hr 2
RETRMEE, [ AT R 2K, R THE
PRLRS) ) e, LA v 8 R A M Af 1 A S

5 4ig

ARG R =K rk, BET
2007 2 2023 FlEY 173 FA ka5 H FAT6R
B S SOk, &5 SRR S T 5B M ARG A 8] ST AE 1
Faobk, dE—L R AR R 25 S i PR AR
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A three-level meta-analysis of gender differencesin spatial navigation ability

XUE Xiaoran', CUI Wei', ZHANG Li
(' Faculty of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)
(*> School of Sociology and Psychology, Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Spatial navigation is an essential cognitive ability, yet the existence and extent of gender
differences in this domain remain contentious. A there-level meta-analysis was conducted, synthesizing data
from 173 studies, with a total of 372 independent effect sizes and 26604 participants. The results indicated
that spatial navigation ability generally exhibited gender differences, with males having stronger spatial
navigation ability than females. However, these differences were influenced by various factors, including
age, representation mode, time constraints, task environment, test scene, and auxiliary equipment.
Specifically, gender differences in spatial navigation ability were not significant among infants and toddlers,
in late adulthood, under dual indoor-outdoor testing conditions, or in the absence of auxiliary devices. These
results provide a comprehensive analysis of gender differences in spatial navigation ability, identify key
moderating variables, and offer evidence-based recommendations for educational practices aimed at
reducing gender disparities in this domain.

Keywords: spatial navigation, gender differences, there-level meta-analysis, moderating effect
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Louisa Dahmani_2011_159 09590 0.4230 —e 096 [0.13; 1.79] 0.1% 0.2%
Claudia van Dun_2021_137 09520 0.2910 e 095 [038; 152] 01% 0.3%
Lucia A. Cherep. 85 09390 0.1580 5 —— 094 [063; 1.25] 04% 03%
BME2 2012_166 09280 0.1920 §— 093 [055: 1.30] 02%  03%
Cristina Fernandez-Baizan_2020_134 09260 0.3980 —— 093 [015: 1.71] 0.1% 0.2%
BXIN_2021.172 09220 0.3040 e 092 [033; 152] 01% 0.2%
Daniele Nardi_2014_161 09160 03320 — 092 [027; 157] 01% 02%
Lorys Castelli_2008_115 09150 0.3320 — 092 [0.26; 1.57] 01% 0.2%
Alexander P. Boone_2018_131 08090 02480 —— 091 [042; 1.40] 0.1% 0.3%
Laura Piccardi_2008_158 09080 0.2430 S 091 [043; 1.38] 02% 0.3%
Lynn S. Liben_2013_46 08920 0.3320 — 089 [024; 154] 01% 0.2%
Changxu Wu_2013_94 08860 04330 ——— 089 [0.04: 1.73] 0.0% 0.2%
Kyle T. Gagnon_2015_125 08680 04370 - . 087 [001: 1.72] 0.0% 0.2%
Antoine Coutrot_2019_157 08680 04370 B g 087 [001: 1.72] 0.0% 0.2%
Maddalena Boccia_2017_48 08630 0.2850 — 086 [030; 1.42] 01% 0.3%
Louisa Dahmani_2011_159 08590 04180 e 086 [004; 168] 01% 0.2%
Kyle T. Gagnon_2018_95 08540 0.2140 —— 085 [043; 127] 02% 0.3%
Xiang-Zhen Kong_2017_80 08450 01710 g — 084 [051: 1.18] 03% 0.3%
Margaret R. *rm _2016 14 08400 0.1800 - e 084 [049; 1.19] 03% 0.3%
tun-A.cr-up 08400 0.1560 % — 084 [053: 1.15] 04% 0.3%
Andreas Zwergal_2015_ u 08390 04260 —— 084 [000. 1.67] 0.0% 0.2%

TiAnni Harris_2019_104 08300 02330 e 083 [037; 1.29] 0.2% 0.3%
Craig Allison_2017_79 08250 0.2460 P 082 [034; 1.31] 01% 0.3%
Steven M. Weisberg_2016_71 08240 0.2440 — 082 [035: 1.30] 0.2% 0.3%
Martin Lovdén,_2007_105 08230 0.3680 ——— 082 [0.10; 154] 0.1% 0.2%
Xiaogian J. Chai_2009_117 08100 0.2270 —_ 081 [0.37; 1.25] 0.2% 0.3%
Nicole L. Youngson_2019_82 08050 0.2320 e 081 [03S: 1.26] 02% 0.3%
Kyte T. Gagnon_2018_95 08010 02130 — 080 [0.38: 1.22] 0.2% 0.3%
Xiaogran J. Chai_2009_117 08010 02270 — 080 (036 1.25] 02% 0.3%
Matthew Ventura_2013_9 0.7970 0.1160 P - 080 [057: 1.02] 0.7% 0.4%
L.E Korthauer_2017_29 0.7910 0.2400 —— 0.79 [032; 1.26] 0.2% 0.3%
Jennifer Tropp Sneider_2011_S 0.7900 05370 - 0.79 [-0.26; 1.84] 0.0% 0.1%
Andrea _2017_129 0.7820 0.2080 — 0.78 [0.37; 1.19] 0.2% 0.3%
S.C. Muelier_2016_144 0.7760 0.3320 +— 0.78 [0.13: 1.43] 0.1% 0.2%
veta FajnerovA|_2014_10 0.7730 0.3900 e 077 [0.01: 1.54] 0.1% 0.2%
Lucia A. Cherep_2022_85 0.7690 0.1550 §o— 0.77 [0.47: 1.07] 04% 0.3%
Jennifer Tropp Sneider_2011_5 0.7650 0.5360 —— 0.77 [0.29; 1.82] 0.0% 0.1%
Alexander P. Boone_2019_81 0.7640 0.2320 — 0.76 [031: 1.22] 02% 0.3%
Alexander P. Boone_2019_81 0.7630 0.3660 ——— 076 [0.05: 1.48] 0.1% 02%
Robby Schoenfeld_2010_42 0.7620 02720 - 0.76 [0.23; 1.30] 0.1% 0.3%
Schoenfeld_2010_120 0.7620 02720 — 0.76 [0.23; 1.30] 01% 0.3%
Anthony E. Richardson_2011_75 0.7610 0.3030 ——— 076 [0.17; 1.35] 01% 0.2%
Thomas D. Ferguson_2019_83 0.7600 0.2700 —_— 076 [0.23; 1.29] 01% 03%
Alexander P. Boone_2018_131 0.7600 0.2550 —_— 0.76 [0.26: 1.26] 01% 0.3%
Sorrentino_2019_148 0.7460 0.3450 —_— 0.75 [0.07; 1.42] 0.1% 0.2%

David -Andres_2018_17 0.7400 0.2870 - 0.74 [0.18; 1.30] 01% 0.3%
Steven M. Weisberg_2014_152 0.7400 0.2440 —— 074 [0.26; 1.22] 02% 0.3%
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L. Piccardi_2011_101 0.7390 0.2010 —— 0.74 [0.3S; 1.13] 0.2% 0.3%
Jennifer Tropp Sneider_2011_S 0.7320 0.5350 - 0.73 [-0.32; 1.78) 0.0% 0.1%
Harriet E. S. Rosenthal_2012_64 07320 0.2310 ——— 073 [0.28; 1.18] 0.2% 0.3%
Nicoke L. Youngson_2019_82 0.7310 0.2310 —_— 0.73 [0.28; 1.18] 0.2% 0.3%
Dustin J. H._2012_34 0.7270 0.3450 j——— 0.73 [0.05; 1.40] 0.1% 0.2%
Heather Bune_2018_146 0.7240 0.3080 —— 0.72 [0.12; 1.33] 0.1% 0.2%
Jenniffer Burkitt_2007_40 0.7230 0.2310 — 0.72 [0.27; 1.18] 0.2% 0.3%
Chantal L. Lemeeux_2010_88 0.7220 0.2600 —— 0.72 [0.19; 1.25] 0.1% 0.3%
tveta FajnerovAj_2014_10 0.7150 0.3890 ft—— 0.71 [-0.05: 1.48] 0.1% 0.2%
Lorys Castelli_2008_115 0.7090 0.3260 ———— 0.71 [0.07: 1.35] 0.1% 0.2%
Lynn S, Liben_2013_46 0.7050 0.3260 —— 0.70 [0.07; 1.34] 0.1% 0.2%
Yixuan Zhou_2020_72 06990 05130 —T— 0.70 [-0.31: 1.70] 0.0% 0.1%
Nedl Schmitzer-Torben_2007_100 06960 0.2510 — 0.70 [0.20: 1.19] 0.1% 0.3%
Shuying Yu_2021_23 06900 0.2130 —— 069 [027: 1.11] 02% 0.3%
¥i Pu_2020_69 06810 0.3430 i 068 [001; 1.35] 0.1% 0.2%
C. Femandez-Bazan_2019_133 06790 0.2120 T 068 [026; 1.09] 02% 0.3%
Summer F Acevedo_2010_3 06780 0.2010 e 068 [0.11: 125] 0.1% 0.3%
Rul von Stiipnagel_2012_7 06770 0.2270 - 068 [023; 1.12] 02% 0.3%
Danica Hiliard_2019_97 0.6770 0.3000 —t—— 068 [009. 1.26] 0.1% 0.2%
Alessia Bocohi_2021_151 06750 0.2020 —— 068 [028; 107] 02% 0.3%
Agoston Torok_2014_109 06730 0.2910 e 067 [0.10; 1.24] 0.1% 0.3%
Kara I, Gabriel_2010_60 06720 0.2400 — 067 [0.20; 1.14] 02% 0.3%
Luciana Picucci_2011_24 06680 0.2150 — 067 (025 1.09] 0.2% 0.3%
Rahman_2007_114 06640 0.1680 — 066 [0.33; 099] 0.3% 0.3%
Steven M. 2014_155 06610 0.2040 —— 065 (008 1.24) 0.1% 0.2%
Stefan Minzer_2016_15 06600 0.2890 ——— 066 [0.09; 1.23] 0.1% 0.3%
Anne H. van Hoogmoed_2022_38 06600 0.1940 e 066 [0.28. 1.04] 0.2% 0.3%
TiAnni Harris_2019_104 06580 0.2300 . 066 [0.21: 1.11] 02% 0.3%
Mauro Ceccanti_2018_156 06520 0.2530 — 065 [0.16; 1.15] 0.1% 0.3%
Margaret R. Tarampi_2016_14 06500 01770 - 065 [030: 1.00] 03% 0.3%
Lucia A. Cherep_2022_85 06370 0.1540 .. 064 [034;: 094] 04% 0.3%
Francisco Munoz-Montoya_2019 93 06300 0.3130 ———— 063 [002; 1.24] 0.1% 0.2%
Kyle T, Gagnon_2015_125 6290 0.2320 -— 063 [0.17; 1.08] 02% 0.3%
Belinda Pletzer_2019_25 06260 0.2320 —_—— 063 [017; 108] 02% 0.3%
Hai-Ning Liang_2019_S0 06250 0.4180 B B aa— 062 [-0.19; 1.44] 0.1% 0.2%
irene Lodn_2014_35 06230 0.2050 e 062 [0.22. 1.02] 02% 0.3%
Craig Hedge_2017_130 06210 02770 —-— 062 [0.08: 1.16] 0.1% 0.3%
Luciana Picucci_2011_24 06180 0.2150 -— 062 [020; 1.04] 0.2% 0.3%
Mark P. Holden_2021_52 06170 0.2800 —_ 062 [0.07; 1.17] 0.1% 0.3%
Sorentino_2019_148 06130 0.3420 I 061 [-0.06; 1.28] 0.1% 0.2%

Liana Palermo_2008 _ 06120 0.3620 1T—— 061 [-0.10; 1.32] 01% 0.2%
Layne Vashvo_2015_126 06110 0.2400 -— 061 [0.14: 108 02% 0.3%
Stephanie Irving_2018_20 06100 0.3740 e 061 [-0.12; 1.34] 0.1% 0.2%
Emanuele Coluccia_2007_139 06060 0.2090 . T 061 [020; 1.02] 02% 0.3%
Coluccia_ ¥ 06060 0.2000 —— 061 [0.20; 1.02] 0.2% 0.3%

Michael Tlauka_2008_116 06010 0.2530 -— 060 [0.11; 1.10] 0.1% 0.3%
Edward C. Merrill_2016_127 05980 0.1650 —— 060 [027. 092] 0.3% 0.3%
Alexander P. Boom 201! 131 05960 0.2410 — 060 [0.12; 1.07] 0.2% 0.3%
Jennifer T. Sneider_2015_124 05920 0.2420 - 059 [0.12; 1.07] 02% 0.3%
Raffaella Nori_2015_143 05860 0.2280 — 059 [0.14; 103] 0.2% 0.3%
Alia L. Yasen_2015_123 05810 0.1570 — 058 [0.27: 0.89] 0.4% 0.3%
Michael Tlauka_2008_116 05750 0.2520 - 057 [0.08: 1.07] 0.1% 0.3%
Anthony E Richardson_2011_154 05720 0.3510 A——— 057 [-0.14; 1.28] 0.1% 0.2%
Nicole T. Nowak_2010_141 05680 0.1750 o 057 [0.23: 091] 0.3% 0.3%
W _2020 171 05680 03040 |—— 057 [0.03; 1.16] 01% 0.2%
Nicholas Papemo_2019_21 05660 0.2120 — 057 [0.15 098] 0.2% 0.3%
Rosa Canovas_2011_44 05660 0.2280 —— 057 [012; 101] 02% 0.3%
Matthew G. Buckley_2018_15 05610 0.1840 d— 056 [020; 092] 0.3% 0.3%
David Rodriguez-Andres_2018_17 05600 0.2830 ——— 056 [001; 1.11] 0.1% 0.3%
Laura Tascon_2018_162 05570 0.1660 = 056 [0.23; 088] 03% 0.3%
Civistoph Holscher_2009_1 05560 0.3600 A 056 [-0.15; 1.26] 0.1% 0.2%
Stefan Minzer_2016_15 05520 0.2870 —— 055 [-0.01: 1.11] 01% 0.3%
M » ya_2019_ 93 05490 0.3110 - 055 [-0.06; 1.16] 0.1% 0.2%

Rul von Stiipnagel_2012_7 05480 0.2250 e 055 [0.11: 099] 0.2% 0.3%
Wu_2013_94 05470 04220 -+ 055 [-0.28. 1.37] 0.1% 0.2%

Peng Yuan_2014_142 05420 0.1820 —— 054 [0.19; 0.90] 03% 0.3%
Yiwan Zhou_2020_72 05410 0.5080 —t— 0.54 [-0.45; 1.54] 0.0% 0.1%
Paul Newhouse_2007_113 05390 0.3220 - 054 [-0.09; 1.17] 0.1% 0.2%
Chantal L. Lemicux_2019_68 05370 0.2650 —— 054 [0.02. 1.06] 0.1% 0.3%
Thomas D. Ferguson_2019_83 05370 0.2650 e 054 [002; 1.06] 0.1% 0.3%
L.E Konthauer_2017_29 05340 0.2350 e 053 [007; 099] 02% 0.3%
Ana M. Daugherty_2014_102 05310 0.1820 R 053 [0.17; 0.89] 0.3% 0.3%
Jose M. Cimadevila_2011_6 05300 0.2040 — 053 [0.13; 093] 0.2% 0.3%
Steven M. Weisberg_2016_71 05300 0.2390 i 053 [0.06: 1.00] 0.2% 0.3%
Stefan Minzer_2011_86 05260 0.3990 4 053 [-026; 131] 0.1% 0.2%
Tobias Medinger_2014_87 05230 04790 ——— 052 [-0.42. 1.46] 0.0% 0.2%
Lucia A Cherep_2022_85 05170 0.1520 T 052 [0.22; 081] O04% 0.3%
Maartje De Goede_2015_88 05170 0.2260 o 052 [0.07;: 0.96] 0.2% 0.3%
Jennifer T. Snesder_2015_124 05170 0.2400 —— 052 [0.05 0.99] 0.2% 0.3%
Jose M. Cimadevila_2011_& 05140 0.2030 . 051 [0.12; 091] 02% 0.3%
Craig Allison_2017_79 05110 0.2250 —t—— 051 [0.07; 0.95] 0.2% 0.3%
isabedle D. Cherney._2008_91 05040 0.1860 - 050 [0.14; 087] 03% 0.3%
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C. Ferandez-Baizan_2019_133 05030 0.2100 - 050 [009; 091] 02%  03%
C. Zancada-Menendez_2015_12 05020 03370 T 050 [-0.16: 1.16] 0.1% 0.2%
Alexander P. Boone_2019_81 05000 02270 g 050 (006 094] 02% 0.3%
Alexander P. Boone_2018_131 04970 0.2500 e 050 [0.01; 099] 01% 0.3%
Luciana Picucci_2011_24 04960 ©.2130 ot 050 [0.08; 0.91] 0.2% 0.3%
#538_2019_169 04960 0.2270 —s— 050 [005; 094] 02%  03%
Matthew Ventura_2013_9 04950 ©0.1230 | 3o 0.49 (025 0.74] 06% 0.4%
Chengshun Wang_2018_66 04930 0.6420 R R 049 [0.77: 1.75] 0.0% 0.1%
Daniele Nargi_2014_161 04930 03210 T 049 [0.14: 1.12] 01% 0.2%
Tobias Medinger_2014_B7 04900 04780 o - 0.49 [-045; 1.43] 00% 0.2%
Mark P. Holden_2021_52 04810 0.2780 = 048 [-006; 1.03] 0.1%  03%
Layne Vashro_2015_126 04810 0.1870 - 048 [0.11. 0.85] 03% 0.3%
Pierpaolo Sorrentino_2019_148 04790 0.3390 qe— 0.48 [-0.19; 1.14] 0.1% 0.2%
Isayas Berhe Adhanom_2021_S6 04770 03830 - 0.48 [-027: 1.23] 01% 0.2%
Laura Piccardi_2011_121 04750 0.2030 1 047 [-0.10; 1.05] 0.1% 0.2%
Steven M. Weisberg_2014_155 04750  0.2900 047 [009; 1.04] 0.1%  03%
Martin Jeh'nek_2014_77 04700 0.2530 e 047 [-0.03. 0.97] 0.1% 0.3%
Emanuele Coluccia_2007_139 04690 ©0.2070 —— 047 [006; 087)] 02%  03%
Chengshun Wang_2018_66 04610 ©0.4530 Ce- 0.456 [-0.43; 1.35] 0.0% 0.2%
Elizabeth R. Chrasti_2015_13 04600 ©0.2070 —— 046 [0.05 087] 02% 0.3%
Neil Schmizer-Torbert_2007_100 04570 0.2470 e 0.46 [-0.03; 0.94] 0.1% 0.3%
Peng Yuan_2014_142 04560 0.1810 — 046 [0.10; 081] 03%  03%
Chien-Hsiung Chen_2009_59 04510 0.3200 +— 045 [-0.18; 1.08] 0.1%  0.2%
Andreas Zwergal_2015_11 04470 04130 T 0.45 [-0.35; 1.26] 0.1% 0.2%
Ascher K. Munion_2019_67 04450 0.1460 - 0.45 [0.16; 0.73] 04% 0.3%
Matthew G. Buckiey_2018_19 04400 ©0.1840 .- 044 [0.08; 0.80] 0.3% 0.3%
Shuying Yu_2021_23 04400 0.2090 [~— 0.44 [003; 085] 02% 0.3%
Anthony E Richardson_2011_154 04370 0.3580 T 044 [0.26; 1.14] 01%  02%
Peng Yuan_2014_142 04320 0.1810 g 043 [0.08: 0.79) 03% 0.3%
Alessia Bocehi_2018_08 04310 ©0.19%0 e 0.43 [004: 0.82] 0.2% 0.3%
V.D. Chamizo_2011_62 04300 0.1960 g 0.43 (005 081] 0.2% 0.3%
Alina Nazareth_2018_30 04280 0.1970 - 043 [0.04; 081]) 0.2% 0.3%
Elizabeth R. Chrastil_2015_13 04270 0.2060 ——— 043 [002; 083] 02%  03%
Elizabeth R. Chrastil_2015_13 04260 0.2060 -— 043 [002. 083] 02%  03%
Jennifer Tropp Sneider_2011_5 04240 05230 —r— 0.42 [-0.60; 1.45] 00% 0.1%
Dustin J. H._2012_34 04220 03380 p—— 0.42 [-0.24; 1.08] 0.1% 0.2%
Laura A. Cushman_2007_140 04140 01750 —— 041 [007: 0.76] 0.3% 0.3%
Stetan Monzer_2016_15 04130 0.1890 - 041 [004; 0.78] 03%  03%
L Piccardi_2011_101 04120 0.1960 —— 041 [003; 0.80] 02% 0.3%
Chengshun Wang_2018_66 04110 0.63%0 —_— 0.41 [-0.84: 166] 0.0% 0.1%
A Berna_2020_84 04110 ©0.2220 T 0.41 [-0.02; 0.85] 0.2% 0.3%
Emanuele Coluccia_2007_139 04110 0.2060 e 0.41 [001. 081] 02% 0.3%
Laura A. Cushman_2007_140 04060 01750 — 041 [0.06; 0.75] 03% 0.3%
Xing Huang_2017_145 04050 ©0.2020 - 041 [(001: 080] 02%  03%
Stetan Monzer_2011_86 04000 ©0.3960 —+— 040 [-0.38; 1.18] 0.1%  02%
Alessia Bocchi_2021_151 03990 0.1940 - 040 [002; 0.78] 02%  03%
Jenniter Tropp Sneider_2011_5 03980 05230 —_—— 0.40 [-063; 1.42] 00% 0.1%
Robert S. Astur_2016_70 03980 0.1580 — 0.40 [0.09. 0.71] 04% 0.3%
Francesca Fou_2023_33 0.3960 02700 T 040 [-0.13; 093] 0.1% 0.3%
BER_2012_165 03940 0.2080 -— 039 [-0.01: 0.80] 02% 0.3%

Yuan_2014_142 03930 0.1810 [ 039 [004: 0.75] 03%  0.3%
lrene Liu_2011_4 03920 0.0820 > 039 [023; 055] 13% 0.4%
Kara |. Gabriel_2010_60 03920 02350 1 039 [-0.07; 0.85] 02% 03%
F. Berteau-Pavy_2007_ 03870 0.2160 Fr— 039 [0.04; 081] 02% 0.3%

Kumoighu Sazer_2018_147 03840 02130 —— 038 [003; 0.80] 02%  03%
Isabelle D. Cherney._2008_91 03820 0.1850 -— 038 [002; 0.74] 03%  03%
lrene Liu_2011_4 03770 0.0820 : o 038 [022: 054] 13% 0.4%
Mavia Brucato_2022_90 03620 0.2850 f— 0.36 [-020; 0.92] 0.1% 0.3%
Hua Liao_2017_16 03580 0.4510 e B g 036 [-0.53; 1.24] 0.0% 0.2%
Francesca Foti_2023_33 03560 0.2700 A 0.36 [-0.17; 0.89] 0.1% 0.3%
Ozge Kumoighu Suzer_2018_147 03550 0.2120 =— 0.35 [-0.06; 0.77) 02%  0.3%
Nicoke L. Youngson_2019_82 03450 0.2250 T+ 034 [-0.10; 0.79] 0.2% 0.3%
Massimikano Palmiero_2016_128 03450 0.1680 - 034 [0.02; 067] 03% 0.3%
Viéronic Delage_2022_138 03420 0.1080 < 034 [0.13; 055] 08% 0.4%
Sven C. Mueller_2009_74 03410 02430 T 0.34 [0.14. 082] 02% 0.3%
Francesca Foti_2023_33 03380 0.2690 +— 034 [0.19; 087] 01%  03%
Nicole L Youngson_2019_82 03380 0.2250 1+ 034 [-0.10: 0.78] 02% 0.3%
Chin-Teng Lin_2012_63 03370 0.3680 —1— 034 [038; 1.06] 0.1%  02%
Alfredo Campos_2020_37 03360 00860 -+ 034 [0.17: 050] 12% 0.4%
Claudia van Dun_2021_137 03340 02780 -+ 033 [-021. 0B8] 0.1% 0.3%
Ana M. Daugherty_2014_102 03300 ©.1800 . 0.33 [0.02; 0.68] 0.3% 0.3%
Qazi Rahman_2007_114 03290 0.1650 % 033 [0.01: 0.65] 0.3% 0.3%
Anne H. van Hoogmoed_2022_38 03260 0.1900 -4 033 [-005: 0.70] 0.2%  03%
Edward C. Mewill_2016_127 03230 01630 E 032 [0.00; 0.84] 03% 0.3%
Lorys Castelli_2008_115 03180 03180 e 15 032 [-0.31: 094] 0.1% 0.2%
Sven C. Mueller_2009_74 03140 0.2430 — 031 [-0.16; 0.79) 02%  03%
Stetan Minzer_2011_86 03140 0.3950 —_— 031 [-046; 1.09] 01%  02%
Claudia van Dun_2021_137 03140 0.2780 - 031 [0.23; 086] 01%  03%
Chien-Hsiung Chen_; 2020 163 03120 0.2690 T 031 [[0.22: 0.84] 0.1% 0.3%
Weihua Dong_2020 03020 03180 = e = 030 [-032. 093] 0.1% 0.2%
Steven M. w«un«n_zou,xss 03010 ©.2880 A — 0.30 [-0.26; 0.87] 0.1% 0.3%
Laura Tascon_2018_162 02950 0.1640 B 0.29 [0.03. 0.62] 0.3% 0.3%
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0.28 [-0.60; 1.17]
028 [-0.12; 0.68]
027 [0.22: 0.32)
027 [0.45; 0.99]
027 [-0.21: 0.74)
0.26 [-0.14; 0.66]
0.26 [0.10: 0.42]
026 [-0.37; 0.88]
0.25 [0.09; 0.41]
025 [-0.77; 1.27]
025 [0.17; 0.66)
0.24 [-0.31: 0.78)
0.23 [-0.20; 0.66]
022 [-0.15: 0.59]
022 [-0.21: 0.65)
022 [-0.21: 0.65)
021 [0.21; 0.64]
0.21 [-0.44; 0.87]
0.20 [-0.35; 0.76)
020 [-0.29; 0.70]
0.20 [0.35. 0.75]
020 [-0.54; 0.94]
0.19 [0.07; 0.31]
0.19 [-1.05: 1.43]
0.19 [-0.47; 0.84]
0.19 [-0.35; 0.72)
0.18 [0.03; 0.34]
0.18 [-0.19; 0.56)
0.18 [0.08: 0.29]
0.18 [-0.56; 0.93]

0.17 [-0.63; 0.97]
0.17 [0.04; 0.29)
0.17 [-0.27. 0.61]
0.17 [-0.36; 0.69]
0.16 [-0.31: 0.64]
0.16 [0.00; 0.32]
0.15 [-0.41; 0.72)
0.15 [-0.31: 0.62]
0.15 [-0.65; 0.95)
0.14 [-0.74; 1.02]
0.13 [-0.49; 0.75]
0.12 [-0.23; 0.48]
0.12 [0.02; 0.23]
0.12 [0.00: 0.24]
0.12 [-0.24: 0.47]
012 [-1.12; 1.36]
0.12 [-0.43; 0.68]
0.11 [0.01: 0.23]
011 [-0.53; 0.76]
0.11 [-0.63; 0.85]
0.11 [-0.27. 0.49]
0.11 [0.49; 0.71]
0.11 [-0.01; 0.23]
0.11 [-0.42; 0.63)
011 [-0.31; 052]
0.10 [-0.37: 0.58)
0.10 [-0.44; 0.63]
0.10 [-0.48; 0.68]
0.09 [-0.42; 0.61)
0.09 [-0.44: D.61]
0.09 [0.40; 0.57]
0.08 [-0.21; 0.37]
0.07 [-0.73; 0.87]
0.07 [-0.21: 0.34]
0.06 [-0.45; 0.58]
0.06 [-0.56; 0.68]
0.06 [-0.56; 0.68)
0.05 [-0.37; 0.47)
0.05 [-0.37;: 0.47]
0.05 [-0.25; 0.34)
0.04 [-0.34; 0.43]
0.04 [-0.40; 0.49)
0.04 [-0.32. 0.39]
0.03 [-0.44: 0.51]
0.03 [-0.39; 0.46]
0.03 [-0.46. 0.52]
0.03 [-0.33: 0.38]
001 [-041; 0.44]
001 [-051; 0.54]
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Sven C. Mueller_2009_74 0.0080 0.2410 e 0.01 [-0.46; 0.48] 0.29% 0.3%
BB _2016_167 00070 02160 —1 001 [0.42: 0.43] 0.2% 0.3%
Anthony E Richardson_2011_154 0.0060 0.3160 —_—t 001 [-061: 0.63] 0.1% 0.2%
Pierpaoio Somentino_2019_148 0.0030 0.3340 —_—— 0.00 [-0.65. 0.66] 0.1% 0.2%
Chengshun Wang_2018_66 00000 04470 B 000 [-088. 088] 0.0% 0.2%
Luis Pacheco-Cobos_2010_119 0.0000 0.3090 - 0.00 [0.61: 0.61] 0.1% 0.2%
Laura Psccardi_2011_121 -0.0130 0.2890 — -0.01 [-0.58; 055] 0.1% 0.3%
Alessia Bocchi_2018_98 -0.0200 0.1960 —1—= “0.02 [0.40; 0.36] 0.2% 0.3%
Antonelia Lopez_2020_31 “©.0280 0.1540 -+ 0.03 [(0.33; 0.27] 0.4% 0.3%
Robert S. Astur_2016_70 00610 0.1570 -1 “0.06 [(0.37. 0.25] 0.4% 0.3%
Roben S. Astur_2016_70 00770 0.1570 - -0.08 [-0.38; 0.23] 0.4% 0.3%
Mavia Brucato_ 90 00830 0.2960 — “0.08 [0.66: 0.50] 0.1% 0.2%
Roben S. Astur_2016_70 00870 01570 —t: 009 [039: 0.22] 0.4% 0.3%
Alessia Bocchi_2018_08 <0.1300 0.1970 - 0.13 [052; 0.26] 0.2% 0.3%
Keri ). Woods_2018_103 0.1350 0.2650 —t -0.14 [0.65; 0.38] 0.1% 0.3%
Robert S. Astur_2016_70 0.1720 0.1570 —_t 0.17 [0.48; 0.14] 0.4% 0.3%
Antonelia Lopez_2020_31 01730 0.1550 —3 0.17 [-0.48: 0.13] 0.4% 0.3%
Ramona Schoedel_2018_99 02710 0.3220 —t -0.27 [-0.90; 0.36] 0.1% 0.2%
Alessia Bocehi_2018_ <0.2730 0.1970 —t § <0.27 [0.66: 0.11] 0.2% 0.3%
Luis Pacheco-Cobos_2010_119 “0.3080 0.3100 — 031 [(0.92: 0.30] 0.1% 0.2%
Qazi Rahman_2005_111 04110 0.2800 —t -0.41 [0.96: 0.14] 0.1% 0.3%
Laura Piccardi_2014_36 04160 0.1780 —_— 042 [0.76,-007] 0.3% 0.3%
Jean-Charies Chebat_2008_58 04550 01630 — “0.46 [-0.77;-0.14] 0.3% 0.3%
Alycia M. Hund_2014_160 04720 01750 — 3 0.47 [-0.81;-0.13] 0.3% 0.3%
Qazi Rahman_2005_111 04880 0.2810 —t 3 0.49 [-1.04; 0.06] 0.1% 0.3%
Joshua New_2007_112 05300 0.2200 —] <053 [-0.96;-0.10] 0.2% 0.3%
Theodora Koulouri_2012_8 05400 0.2740 e I 0.54 [-1.08;-0.00] 0.1% 0.3%
Jose M. Cimadevilla_2011_6 05460 0.2040 —_— “0.55 [0.95;-0.15] 0.2% 0.3%
L. Mandolesi_2009_26 ©0.5510 0.2150 e | -0.55 [0.97.-0.13] 0.2% 0.3%
Xiaogan ). Chai_2010_43 05990 0.2860 — “0.60 [-1.16;-004] 0.1% 0.3%
Elisangela Vilar_2012_76 06000 0.2780 e -0.60 [-1.14; -0.06] 0.1% 0.3%
Xiaogan J. Chai_2010_43 06110 0.2870 — $ 4061 [-1.17;-005] 0.1% 0.3%
Nicola Brunswick_2010_153 06470 0.3210 —_— -0.65 [-1.28;-0.02) 0.1% 0.2%
Qazi Rahman_2005_111 06580 0.2850 — 3 “0.66 [-1.22;-0.10] 0.1% 0.3%
Denise Head_2010_2 06680 0.3190 —_— = 067 [-1.29;.-004] 0.1% 0.2%
BZEm_ 2019170 0.7160 0.3650 me——— Y “0.72 [-1.43;-0.00] 0.1% 0.2%
Hua Liao_2017_16 0.7250 0.4620 —_— “0.72 [F1.63; 0.18] 0.0% 0.2%
Kim A Kastens_2007_41 0.7930 0.3620 —_—] “0.79 [-1.50;-0.08] 0.1% 0.2%
Stella F. Lourenco_2011_45 0.7980 0.3670 —— & <0.80 [-1.52;-0.08] 0.1% 0.2%
Qazi Rahman_2005_111 08150 0.2890 —_— 081 [-1.38:-0.25] 0.1% 0.3%
XP*MWM_2019.170 08160 0.3680 —_— -0.82 [-1.54;-0.09] 0.1% 0.2%
L. Mandolesi_2009_26 08390 0.2610 —— | 3 0.84 [-1.35:-033] 0.1% 0.3%
Stella F. Lourenco_2011_45 08570 0.3690 — <086 [-1.58;-0.13] 0.1% 0.2%
Alycia M. Hund_2014_160 09260 0.1810 — 3 093 [-1.28;-057] 0.3% 0.3%
Raffaclia Nori_2018_96 -1.2440 01730 — : -1.24 [-1.58;-0.90] 0.3% 0.3%
ipek Memikoglu_2020_51 -1.5640 0.1700 — i -1.56 [-1.90;-1.23] 0.3% 0.3%
Ipek Memikoglu_2020_51 -1.5750 0.1710 —— : -1.57 [-1.91;-1.24] 0.3% 0.3%
Fixed effect model . 0.31 [ 0.29; 0.32] 100.0% -
Random effects model . . . . 0.38 [ 0.34; 0.43) - 100.0%
-2 -1 4] 1

Heterogenewy: I° = 75%, r = 0.1425, p <0.01



