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De Vries et al. (2010) L —— 0.83[ 0.38,1.29]
Mamede et al. (2010) - Experts - -0.34[-0.68 , 0.01]
Mamede et al. (2010) - Novices o 0.18[-0.10, 0.46 ]
Bonke et al. (2014) - Experts —— 0.09[-0.33,0.51]
Bonke et al. (2014) - Novices S 0.08 [-0.44 ,0.60]
Woolley et al. (2015) — 0.08[-0.31,0.46 ]
Random Effects Model o 0.14[-0.16, 0.43 ]
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Figure S1. Forest plot of the second meta-analysis. Composite effect sizes were computed
for Mamede et al. (2010) and Bonke et al. (2010). The effect size of Woolley et al. (2015)
was computed from the raw data. The effect size of De Vries et al. (2010) is identical to the

one included in the first meta-analysis. See the main text for more details.



