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Fig. 1 Meta-analysis of the effect of fatigue on DKV in single-leg drop landing (both gender).
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Fig. 2 Meta-analysis of effect of fatigue on DKV in single-leg drop jump.
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Fig. 3  Meta-analysis of effect of fatigue on DKV in double-leg drop landing (both gender).
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Fig. 4  Meta-analysis of the effect of fatigue on DKV in double-leg drop jump (both gender).
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Fig. 5  Meta-analysis of the effect of fatigue on DKV during landings.
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