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Funnel Plots and Egger’s Test Results for Publication Bias, and Study Diagnostic Plots

Drained-vs-undrained
CH4
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = -2.6420, p = 0.0082[image: ]
Figure 1. Funnel plot for studies reporting CH4 flux from drained versus undrained peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
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Figure 2. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 9 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of CH4 flux from drained versus undrained peatlands.

DOC
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = 0.8350, p = 0.4037
[image: ]
Figure 3. Funnel plot for studies reporting DOC concentration in drained versus undrained peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
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Figure 4. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 5 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of DOC concentration in drained versus undrained peatlands.


1.1 N2O
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = 0.9582, p = 0.3380[image: ]
Figure 5. Funnel plot for studies reporting N2O flux from drained versus undrained peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
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Figure 6. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 5 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of N2O flux from drained versus undrained peatlands

1.2 NEE CO2
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = -0.4099, p = 0.6819[image: ]
Figure 7. Funnel plot for studies reporting net ecosystem exchange (NEE CO2) in drained versus undrained peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
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Figure 8. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 3 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of net ecosystem exchange (NEE CO2) in drained versus undrained peatlands.

1.3 Reco CO2
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = 0.5781, p = 0.5632
[image: ]
Figure 9. Funnel plot for studies reporting ecosystem respiration (Reco CO2) in drained versus undrained peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 10. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 10 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of ecosystem respiration (Reco CO2) in drained versus undrained peatlands.

Dry-vs-wet
N2O
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = 0.3425, p = 0.7320[image: ]
Figure 11. Funnel plot for studies reporting N2O flux from dry versus wet peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 12. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 3 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of N2O flux from dry versus wet peatlands.
Grazed-vs-mown
CH4
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = -2.8033, p = 0.0051
[image: ]
Figure 13. Funnel plot for studies reporting CH4 flux from grazed versus mown peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
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Figure 14. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 3 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of CH4 flux from grazed versus mown peatlands.
Restored-vs-unrestored
CH4
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = 0.9898, p = 0.3223[image: ]
Figure 15. Funnel plot for studies reporting CH4 flux from restored versus unrestored peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 16. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 4 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of CH4 flux from restored versus unrestored peatlands.

DOC
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = -2.9062, p = 0.0037
[image: ]
Figure 17. Funnel plot for studies reporting DOC concentration in restored versus unrestored peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 18. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 6 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of DOC concentration in restored versus unrestored peatlands.

1.4 Reco CO2
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = 0.2746, p = 0.7836[image: ]
Figure 19. Funnel plot for studies reporting ecosystem respiration (Reco CO2) in restored versus unrestored peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 20. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 3 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of ecosystem respiration (Reco CO2) in restored versus unrestored peatlands.

Farmed-vs-less farmed
CH4
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = -1.7340, p = 0.0829[image: ]
Figure 21. Funnel plot for studies reporting CH4 flux from farmed versus less farmed peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 22. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 4 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of CH4 flux from farmed versus less farmed peatlands.

1.5 N2O
Regression Test for Funnel Plot Asymmetry
z = -0.1521, p = 0.8791[image: ]
Figure 23. Funnel plot for studies reporting N2O flux from farmed versus less farmed peatlands. Dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.
[image: ]
Figure 24. Diagnostic plots for each study (numbered from 1 to 5 in order of their appearance in forest plots) for random effects meta-analysis of N2O flux from farmed versus less farmed peatlands.
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