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P100 Amplitude MO MA Weight
Study N M SD N M SD Hedges g (95%-CI) (%)
Afraetal, 1998 25 872 325 15 7.80 341 i—-—.—‘i 0.27 [-0.36, 0.90] 17.69%
Bohotinetal, 2002 16 638 3.10 8 557 1.42 e 029 [-0.53, 1.12] 14.26%
Coppolaetal, 2007 15 4.04 181 15 557 237 ——8—— 071 [1.42,0.01] 16.05%
Coppolaetal, 2013 21 588 2.76 22 6.2 2.84 —— -0.08 [-0.67,0.50] 18.51%
Nguyenetal,2012 26 12.42 528 19 8.3 323 Pob—m—— 0.93[0.32,154]18.03%
Omland etal, 2013 15 9.80 3.70 12 7.40 4.40 - 0.58[-0.17, 1.33] 15.46%
Random effects model e 0.22 [-0.24,0.67] 100%
Heterogeneity > = 62.86%, 72 = 0.20, p = .02 :
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N135 Amplitude MO MA Weight
Study N M SD N M SD Hedges’ g (95%-CI) (%)
Afraetal., 1998 25 958 091 15 970 108 |——m+—] -0.12[-0.75,0.51] 29.24%
Bohotinetal., 2002 16 529 2.11 8 486 231 |—| 0.19 [-0.63, 1.01]17.11%
Coppolaetal, 2013 21 645 2.54 22 6.11 297 — 0.12 [-0.46, 0.71]33.41%
Omland etal, 2013 15 9.30 320 12 7.20 3.30 f——=——— 063[-0.13,1.38]2024%
Random effects model — 017 [-0.17,0.51] 100%
Heterogeneity I = 0.00%, 72 = 0.00, p = .52 : . ;| ; : ;
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