Additional File 9. Forest and funnel plots for physical activity outcomes
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Figure 1. Forest plot of standardised mean difference of change in physical activity between intervention and control groups of school-based physical activity interventions
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Figure 2. Funnel plot for physical activity outcomes
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Figure 3. Forest plot of standardised mean difference of change in physical activity between intervention and control groups of school-based physical activity interventions, with outcomes from PLAYgrounds [1] and Chinese CHAMPS [2] removed
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Figure 4. Funnel plot for physical activity outcomes with studies removed
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