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Egger: p=0.0717

Supplement. 3 A: The forest plot for Fugl-Meyer Assessment outcomes within four weeks of itervention. B: The probability ranking plot for Fugl-Meyer
Assessment outcomes within four weeks of intervention (The darker the color,the lower the value,indicating a better effect). C: The funnel plot for
Fugl-Meyer Assessment outcomes within four weeks of intervention (Each point represents the estimated effect size from a direct pairwise comparison

in the included studies). Abbreviation: FES: Functional Electrical Stimulation; MI: Motor Imagery; tDCS: Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation;
LF-rTMS: Low Frequency Repetitive Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation;MI-FES: Motor Imagery Combined with Functional Electrical Stimulation;
MI-tDCS: Motor Imagery Combined with Transcranial Direct Current Stimulation; MI-Sham-tDCS: Motor Imagery Combined with Sham Transcranial
Direct Current Stimulation; MI-LF-rTMS: Motor Imagery Combined with Low Frequency Repetitive Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation.




