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Human research participants
Policy information about studies involving human research participants

Population characteristics

Recruitment

Ethics oversight

Note that full information on the approval of the study protocol must also be provided in the manuscript.

603 individual participants within 20. Since this is a meta-analysis of individual participant data the sample size was not determined a-priori
but based on the available/shared data.

In literature screening 68 out of 96 full texts screened were excluded from analysis based on pre-established eligibility criteria (see:
Supplementary Methods and Results, Supplementary Figure S1, Table S1). In analysis, brain-voxels missing in > 10% of participants (total
sample) were excluded from further analysis (see: Supplementary Methods and Results) to keep the sample-size comparable across the brain.
This exclusion criterion was not pre-established, but employed post-hoc. No other data-exclusion was performed in main analysis.

A "conservative analysis" was performed excluding suspected single-subject outliers and high risk-of-bias studies. Similar results were
obtained. In addition, a fixed-effects analysis was performed to highlight the influence of between-study heterogeneity. (see: Supplementary
Appendix)

NA to a Meta-Analysis. For Group definitions see: eTables 3

Meta-analysts were not blinded to the group (placebo vs control) labels as it was deemed difficult/futile. Summary results for all included
studies were already published. The analysts involved were intimately familiar with the results of these published studies. In many cases one
look at study-level summary images would have unblinded analysts.

Healthy volunteers of both sexes, as recruited in 20 original studies included in this participant-level meta-analysis. See: Table
1

Investigators of all eligible studies were contacted and invited to share data (see: Supplementary Methods and Results)

The present participant-level meta-analysis was solely based on fully anonymized participant data (normalized statistical
summary images at participant level and associated demographic/behavioral data, participant IDs were anonymized). The
original studies included were all approved separately by local ethics committees (as guaranteed by the members of the
Placebo Imaging Consortium). The meta-analysis itself was exempt from ethics approval.




