Results

Classical Meta-Analysis

Fixed and Random Effects

Q df p
Omnibus test of Model Coefficients 12.293 1 <.001
Test of Residual Heterogeneity 154.751 21 <.001

Note. p-values are approximate.

Coefficients
95% Confidence Interval
Estimate Standard Error z p Lower Upper
intercept 0.147 0.042 3.506 <.001 0.065 0.230

Note. Wald test.

Residual Heterogeneity Estimates

95% Confidence Interval

Estimate Lower Upper
1 0.031 0.017 0.093
T 0.175 0.129 0.305
12 (%) 97.641 95.755 99.210
H? 42.390 23.557 126.507

Rank correlation test for Funnel plot asymmetry

Kendall's T p

Rank test 0.598 <.001

Regression test for Funnel plot asymmetry ("Egger's test")

sei 5.280 <.001




File Drawer Analysis

Fail-safe N Target Significance Observed Significance

Rosenthal 544.000 0.050 <.001
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