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Detailed forest-plot regarding new technologies effect on activity after stroke

Supplementary Table XXXII.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on

activity in patients with subacute stroke.

Experimental

Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.13.1 Virtual reality

Aprile etal., 2020 6.04 8547 91 67 484 eke] 5.3% -0.10 038, 019] -
Erunneretal, 2017 11.8 1201 a7 126 11.83 a5 4.8% -0.06 [-0.43, 0.31] T
Choietal, 2014 126 57 10 1583 72 10 24% -0.40[-1.29, 0.49] an

da Silva Cameirao etal., 2011 607 1031 8 461 11.05 g 1.8% 1.28[0.18, 2.40]

Kangetal., 2008 238 1354 g 12 11.82 g 2.0% 0.87 [-0.17,1.91]

Kim et al., 2011 9.4 16.25 15 9 1217 13 2.9% 0.03[-0.72, 0.77] -
Kimetal, 2018 8.4 868 11 9.6 1035 8 23% -012[F1.03,0.79] -
Kiperetal, 2011 153 1459 40 43 1262 40 44% 0.801[0.24,1.249] -
Kiperetal, 2018 1066 12.75 B8 B.OF 1226 it 5.0% 0.36 [0.03, 0.70] ™~
Kongetal, 2014 18 12.34 33 126 11.76 34 4.2% 0.20 [-0.28, 0.68] T
Kong etal, 2016 15 1234 33 126 1176 34 4% 0.20[-0.28, 0.68] T
Kwanetal., 2012 2469 149 13 21.61 1007 13 2.8% 0.23[-0.54,1.01] T
Laffont et al., 2020 187 163 25 T4 122 26 3.8% 0487 [0.01,1.13] ~
Firan et al., 2007 16.8 19.37 25 T.Fo18.41 13 3.2% 047 [-0.21,1.14] T
Rogers etal, 20149 17.3 8.6 10 84 53 11 2.2% 1.21[0.26, 2.16] —_—
Saposniketal, 2010 8.6 34 gq 12 418 9 23% -0.80[1.77,0.17] ]
Saposniketal., 2016 T.H 1062 a4 849 939 62 4.9% -0.13 045, 0.23] =T
Shinetal, 2014 11.3 1064 9 6.3 467 7 2.0% 0.53[-0.48 1.54] T
Standenetal, 2017 317 834 9 147 369 9 23% 0.30[-0.63,1.23] -
Turkbey et al, 2017 137 743 10 478 788 9 1% 1110012, 2.09] —
Yinetal, 2014 18.37 20 11 17 hal 12 2.7% 0.06 [-0.745, 0.88] -1
Subtotal (95% CI) 554 548 67.7% 0.25[0.07, 0.44] ]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi®= 3910, df= 20 (P = 0.006); I*= 49%

Testfor overall effect: £= 266 (P = 0.008)

1.13.2 Robot-assisted therapy

Aisen etal, 1997 256 723 10 2587 1225 10 2.4% -0.01 [-0.89, 0.87] -
Dehem etal, 20149 65 8914 15 31 726 17 31% 0.40[0.30,1.11] T
Hesse etal, 2014 92 108 25 13 1076 25 38% -0.35[0.91, 0.21] -T
Lurm et al., 2006 31 1.4 10 3.2 1.4 B 2.0% -0.07 [-1.08, 0.94] T
Masiero et al, 2007 3276 7.2 17 255 105 18 3.2% 0.78[0.09,1.47] —
Rabadietal, 2008 -0.59 733 10 394 32 10 23% -0.77 [1.68,0.15] I
Tomic etal, 2017 141 7.4 13 6.7 78 13 27% 0.91[0.10,1.73] —
Villafane et al., 2018 228 2.4 16 216 24 16 3% 049 [-0.22,1.149] T
Wolpe et al., 2000 25 348 0 195 348 26 3.6% 1.55[0.95, 2.19] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 146 141 26.3% 0.36 [-0.13, 0.85] »
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.41; Chi*= 31.45, df=8 (P = 0.0001); "= 75%

Testfor averall effect Z=143 (F=0.15)

1.13.3 Telerehabilitation

Chumbler etal., 2012 0.2 6147 24 06 7622 19 36% -0.06 [-0.66, 0.54] -
Duncan et al.,, 1998 13 4816 10 133 827y 10 2.4% -0.06 [-0.93, 0.83] -
Duncan et al., 2003 0.36 0.1 44 142 134 44 Mot estimable

Subtotal {95% Cl) 34 29 6.0% -0.06 [-0.55, 0.44] L 3
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 000, df=1 {P=1.00); F=0%

Testfor overall effect 2= 022 (P =0.82)

Total {95% CI) 734 718 100.0% 0.28 [0.10, 0.45] "
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.13; Chi*= 74.32, df= 31 (P = 0.0001); F= 58% =_1 0 =5 b é 1D=

Testfor overall effect, 2= 3.07 (P = 0.002)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi®=1.60, df=2 (P =044}, F=0%

Favours [control]

Favours [experimental]



Supplementary Table XXXIIl.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on

activity in patients with chronic stroke.

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.14.1 Virtual reality
Askin etal, 2018 175 133 18 o 7 200 3.2% 016 [-0.48, 0.80] -
Broeren etal., 2008 28 10 11 04 10456 11 1.9% 0.22 [-0.61, 1.06] T
Eyletal, 2013 (a) 1.8 832 ] 65 103 3 06% -0.45[1.92,1.01] e —
Byletal, 2013 (1) -0.2 11.25 5 65 103 3 06% -0.53 [2.01, 0.95] e E—
Chenetal, 2015 (a) 49 12 g 148 725 8 1.3% 0.32 [-0.66, 1.31] B
Chenetal, 2015 (b} 31 1312 g 18 T7.25 g 1.4% 014084 1.12] T
Croshie etal, 2012 06 483 9 29 1172 9 15% -0.24 117, 0.68] 1
Duffetal., 2012 047 036 11 0484 028 10 1.8% -0.21 [1.07, 0.65] e
Givon etal, 2015 -0.3 1464 20 83 1475 21 3.3% -0.57 [-1.20, 0.05] —
Houstman et al., 2008 01 0.4 15 0.1 07 16 26% 0.00 F0.70, 0.70] 1
Hung etal, 20149 0.08s 041 17 007 072 16  2.8% 0.03 [0.66, 0.71] 1
Inetal, 2012 2635 32.09 11 343 767 8 14% 0.87 [0.08,1.83] b
Jang et al, 2004 4 4384 8 -16 am 5 0.7% 0.94 [-0.41, 2.28] 7
Joetal, 2012 8.4 77 15 2329 14 21% 1.05[0.27,1.84]
Kirn etal., 2012 1.5 1051 10 028 506 1m 1.7% 014 [0.74,1.02] I a—
Kiperetal, 2014 187 17.78 24 g 1483 21 3T% 046 [0.13,1.04] T
Kottink et al., 2014 39 449 g g 8.1 10 1.5% -0.21 [1.14,0.72] .
Leeetal, 2013 871 801 T4 716 TO1% 0.45 [0.62,1.51] ]
Leeetal, 2016 285 1047 13 284 1048 13 22% 0.03 [0.74, 0.80]  —
Levin etal, 2012 08 17.28 G 34 1283 6 1.0% -0.16 [-1.29, 0.98] S E—
Morouzi etal., 2018 02 1466 9 16 4918 9 15% 014 [0.75,1.07] I —
Cgunetal, 20149 834 478 33 125 389 32 Mot estimahble
Ohetal, 2018 3.4 49 17 348 72 14 26% -0.02 [-0.72, 0.69] — T
Farketal, 2019 43 a9 12 48 549 12 20% -0.08 [-0.88,0.73] I —
Firon etal, 2010 a6 722 27 47 907 20 3.9% 011 [0.47, 0.649] -1
Rand etal, 2017 11.7 11.42 11 9 1261 10 1.8% 0.22 [-0.64, 1.08] o
Schuster-Amftetal, 2018 2437 152 22 2017 215 32 44% 0.22[0.33, 0.76] 1T
Sinetal, 2013 9586  4.61 18 271 312 17 Mot estimahle
Thielbaretal, 2014 31 56 7Too-38  8m T10% 088 [F0.22, 2.01] -
Turalla et al, 2013 7EH 1242 263 B9 1299 113 269% 0.06 F0.17, 0.28] -
Zondervan etal, 2016 a7 23 9 -06 249 8 14% 0.48 [-0.48, 1.44] ]
Subtotal {(95% CI) 603 444 B2.1% 0.11 [-0.01, 0.24] »

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2244 df=28(P=0.76); F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.78 (P=0.07)

1.14.2 Robot-assisted therapy

Lurm etal, 2002 0z 0z 13 0.001 0001 14 Mot estimahle

Shinetal, 2016 103 27 24 348 1.4 22 Mot estimahle

Wolfetal, 2015 51 2285 47 a8 23149 45  7.8% -0.16 [-0.57, 0.249] T
Wiyetal, 2012 029 0393 14 035 04588 14 24% -0.12 [-0.86, 0.63] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 61 59 10.2% -0.15 [-0.51, 0.21] <

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.01, df=1 (P=0.92), F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=082 (P =0.41)

1.14.3 Telerehabilitation

Chenetal, 2017 118 7495 26 11.78 2 24 43% 0.00 [0.55, 0.56] .
Linetal, 2014 g 2.8 1 29 4863 12 1.9% 028 F0.53,1.12) I —
Mijenhuis etal., 2016 -0.37 21177 9 3232 1524 10 16% -018[1.09,0.73] -1
Subtotal (95% CI) 46 46 7.8% 0.04 [-0.37, 0.45] <

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 061, df= 2 (F=074), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=017 (P = 0.86)

Total (95% Cl) 710 549 100.0% 0.08 [-0.03, 0.20] y

-2 0 2 4
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]

Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.00; Chi*= 24 87, df= 33 (P=0.84); F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.40(FP =0.16)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chif=1.91, df= 2 (P=0.33), P=0%

'
=t



Supplementary Table XXXIV.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on

activity in patients with chronic stroke when provided in addition vs in substitution of

conventional therapy - virtual reality.

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 85% CI
1.16.1 In addition
Aprile et al., 2020 6.04 8547 91 6.7 484 99 4.8% -0.10[0.38, 0.19] -
Askinetal, 2018 1.7 133 18 o s 20 2.3% 0.16 [-0.48, 0.80] T
Eroeren et al., 2008 2.8 10 1 0.4 1056 11 1.5% 0.22[0.61, 1.08] N
Brunneretal., 2017 1.9 12.m 57 126 11.83 55 41% -0.06 [-0.43,0.31] T
Chenetal, 2015 (a) 449 12 g 15 725 2 1.2% 0.32 [-0.66, 1.31] ]
Chenetal, 2015 () 31 1312 8 15 723 g 1.2% 014 [0.84,112] T
Choietal, 2014 126 5.7 10 153 7.2 10 1.4% -0.40 [1.29, 0.49] —
Croshie etal, 2012 06 483 9 29 1172 9 1.3% -0.24 117, 0.68] I
da Silva Cameirao etal, 2011 60.7 10.31 8 461 11.05 8 1.0% 1.29[0.18, 2.40]
Hung etal., 20149 0085 041 17 007 072 16 21% 0.03 [0.66, 0.71] I
Joetal, 2012 8.4 T 15 2 328 14 1.7% 1.05[0.27,1.84]
Kim etal., 2011 9.4 1625 15 9 1217 13 1.8% 0.03[0.72,0.77] —
Kim etal., 2012 1.8 1051 10 028 4506 10 14% 0.14[0.74,1.02] e a—
Kimetal, 2018 8.4 868 1 96 1035 g 1.3% -012[F1.03,0.79] T
Kiperetal, 2011 153 1459 40 4.3 1263 40 3.4% 0.80([0.34,1.29] —
Kiperetal, 2018 1066 12.75 68 607 1226 68 4.3% 0.36 [0.03, 0.70] —
Kong etal, 2016 18 1234 33 126 11.76 34 3% 0.20[-0.28, 0.68] 1T
kwon etal., 2012 2469 1449 13 21.61 1007 13 1.7% 0.23[0.54,1.01] T
Laffont et al., 2020 187 163 25 T4 122 26 27% 0.487[0.01,1.13] —
Leeetal, 2013 871 am 748 76 7 1.0% 0.45[0.62, 1.51] ]
Leeetal, 2016 2.85 1047 13 254 1048 13 1.7% 0.03[0.74, 0.80] -
Maorouzi etal, 2019 0.2 1466 9 16 4918 9 1.3% 0.14[0.79,1.07] I —
Parketal, 2019 4.3 5.9 12 48 549 12 1.6% -0.08 [0.88, 0.72] [ E—
Randetal, 2017 11.7 11.42 1 9 1261 10 1.5% 0.22[-0.64,1.08] T
Rogers etal, 20149 17.3 8.6 10 84 53 11 1.3% 1.21[0.26, 2.16]
Saposniketal., 2010 8.6 34 q 12 418 9 1.2% -0.80[1.77,0.17] B
Shinetal, 2014 11.3 10.64 9 6.3 467 7 1.1% 0.53[0.48 1.54] ]
Shinetal, 2015 956 461 18 271 342 17 1.7% 1.69[0.91, 2.48]
Sinetal, 2013 956 461 18 271 312 17 Mot estirmable
Thielbaret al., 2014 31 5.6 7 -35 8m 7 1.0% 0.89[0.22, 2.01] 1
Turkhey et al, 2017 137 743 10 478 788 9 1.2% 111012, 2.09]
Turolla etal, 2013 TEH 1242 263 659 1289 113 5.5% 0.06 017, 0.289] T
Yillafane et al., 2018 228 24 16 216 24 16 2.0% 0.49[0.22,1.19] T
Yinetal, 2014 18.37 20 11 17 21 12 16% 0.06[-0.75, 0.88] T
Zondervan et al, 2016 0.7 2.3 9 -06 249 g 1.2% 0.48[-0.49, 1.44] ]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 881 730 67.3% 0.28 [0.13, 0.44] L J
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.07; Chi*= 5816, df= 33 (P = 0.004); I*= 43%
Testfor overall effect: £= 3.64 (P =0.0003)
1.16.2 In substitution
Byl etal, 2013 (a) 1.8 832 g 65 103 3 0.6% -0.45 [F1.92,1.01] —
Byl etal, 2013 () -0.2 11.28 g 65 103 3 0E% -0.53[2.01, 0.95] —
Duffetal, 2012 047 036 11 044 028 10 1.5% -0.21 [-1.07, 0.64] .
Givaon etal., 2015 -0.3 1464 20 8.3 1473 21 2.3% -0.57 [1.20, 0.04]
Housman et al., 2009 0.1 0.4 15 0.1 0.7 16 2.0% 0.00[0.70,0.70] T
Inetal, 2012 26,35 3209 11 343 TET 8 1.2% 0.87 [-0.08,1.83] T
Jang et al, 2005 4 484 8 16 a9 5 0.7% 0.94 [0.41, 2.28] ]
Kang et al,, 2009 238 1354 8 12 11.82 g 1.1% 0.87 017, 1.91] 1
Kiperetal, 2014 187 17.78 24 g8 1483 21 2.5% 0.46 [-0.13,1.09] T
Kong etal., 2014 15 1234 33 126 1176 34 3% 0.20[-0.28, 0.68] -
Kottink etal., 2014 34 449 g ] 5.1 10 1.3% -0.21 114,072 e
Levin etal, 2012 0.8 17.28 [ 34 1283 4 0.9% -0.16 [1.29, 0.98] —
Ogunetal, 20149 8.34 478 33 125 389 32 Mot estimahble
Ohetal, 2019 34 449 17 35 72 14 20% -0.02[-0.72, 0.69] T
Piron etal., 2007 16.8 19.37 24 1841 13 21% 047 [0.21,1.19] T
Firon etal, 2010 56 722 27 47 907 20 2.6% 0.11 [0.47, 0.69] T
Saposniketal., 2016 T.E 1062 59 88 939 62 4.2% -013[0.49,0.23] -
Schuster-Amit etal, 2018 2437 142 22 2017 A 32 2.8% 0.22[-0.33, 0.76] T
Standenetal, 2017 317 834 9 117 369 9 1.3% 0.30[-0.63,1.23] I —
Subtotal (95% Cl) 310 205 32.7% 0.09 [-0.08, 0.26] »
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=17.65, df=17 (FP=0.41), F= 4%
Testfor averall effect Z=1.04 (F=0.30)
Total {95% CI) 1191 1025 100.0% 0.22[0.10, 0.34] [ ]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.05; Chi®= 77.55, df= 51 (P = 0.010); IF= 34% _52 51 o 15 é
Testfor overall sfiect 2= 3.68 (P = 0.0002) Favours [control]  Favours [experimental]

Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*= 287, df=1 (P =0.09), F=651%



Supplementary Table XXXV.—Robot-assisted therapy.

Study or Subgroup

Experimental
Mean

SD Total Mean

Control
SO Total

Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.17.1 In addition

Aizen etal., 1887 256 7.23 10 257 1225 10  8.9% -0.01 [-0.89, 0.87] .
Dehem etal., 2019 G5 9.4 15 31 726 17 10.2% 0.40[-0.30,1.11] e
Masiero etal, 2007 3276 7.2 17 2545 105 18 10.3% 0.78[0.09,1.47] —
Rahadietal., 2008 -059 733 10 3594 3.2 10 B7% -0.77 [-1.68,0.15] ——

Shin etal., 2016 10.3 27 24 348 1.4 22 Mot estimahle

Tomic etal., 2017 14.1 7.9 13 6.7 7.8 13 9.4% 0.81[0.10,1.73] —
Wolpe et al., 2000 25 38 a0 184 38 26 11.0% 1.85[0.95, 2.18] —
Wolf et al., 2015 51 22.85 a7 8.8 23149 45 12.3% -0.16 [-0.57, 0.258] —T

W etal, 2012 0.28 0.393 14 035 0588 14 9.9% -0.12 [-0.86, 0.63] T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 156 153 80.7% 0.34 [-0.18, 0.86] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.43; Chi®= 32.31, df= 7 (P = 0.0001); IF= 78%

Test for overall effect: Z=130 (P =019

1.17.2 In substitution

Hesseetal, 2014 92 108 25 13 10.76 25 11.3% -0.35 [-0.81, 0.21] I

Lurm et al., 2002 0.z 0.2 13 001 0 14 Mot estimable

Lurm et al., 2006 31 1.4 10 3.2 1.4 6 B.0% -0.07 [-1.08, 0.94] —
Subtotal (95% Cl) 35 31 19.3% -0.28 [-0.77,0.21] <
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®=0.22, df=1 (P = 0.64); F= 0%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.13 (F = 0.26)

Total (95% CI) 191 184 100.0% 0.23 [-0.21, 0.68] ?

M 5 ]
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.37; Chi*= 37.31, df= 9 (F < 0.00013; F= 76%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.03 (F = 0.30)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi*=2.95, df=1 (P=0.09), F=66.1%



Supplementary Table XXXVI.—Telerehabilitation.

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

Caontrol
Mean S0 Total Weight

Experimental

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

1.18.1 In addition

Chenetal, 2017 -0.37 2177 9 323 1524 10 0.0% -0.18[-1.09,0.72]
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for averall effect: Mot applicable

1.18.2 In substitution

Chumbler etal., 2012 0.2 6147 24 0.6 7.622 19 49.8% -0.06 [-0.66, 0.54]
Duncan et al, 1598 13 516 10 133 az27 10 23.5% -0.06 [-0.93, 0.82]
Duncan et al., 2003 0.36 01 44 -1.42 1.34 449 Mot estimahble
Linetal, 2014 ] 2.8 11 29 463 12 26.6% 0.28[0.53,1.12]
Mijenhuis et al., 2016 ] 1] ] 0 ] ] Mot estimahble
Subtotal (95% CI) 45 41 100.0% 0.04 [-0.39, 0.46]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®*= 050, df= 2 (P=0.78); F= 0%

Test for overall effect 2= 0.17 {F = 0.87)

Total {95% CI) 45 41 100.0% 0.04 [-0.39, 0.46]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®*= 050, df= 2 (P=0.78); F= 0%
Testfor averall effect Z=017 (P =0.87)
Test for subdgroup differences: Mot applicable

g ; ;
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]

Supplementary Table XXXV II.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on

10

activity in patients with subacute stroke according to the impairment severity - robot-assisted

therapy.
Experimental Caontrol Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.33.1 Severe (UE-FMA: 0-15)
Hesse etal, 2014 9.2 108 25 13 10.76 25 141% -0.35 [-0.91, 0.21] -
Rahadi etal., 2008 -0.89 733 10 3494 3.2 10 11.4% -0.77 [-1.68, 0.158] —
Yolpe etal, 2000 25 35 a0 1495 35 26 13.8% 1.55[0.95, 2.14] -
Subtatal (95% CI) 65 61  39.3% 0.17 [-1.26, 1.59] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.44; Chi*= 26.82, df= 2 (P = 0.00001); F= 93%
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.23 (P = 0.82)
1.33.2 Severe-Moderate (UE-FMA: 15-34)
Aisenetal, 1997 256 7.23 10 257 12325 10 11.7% -0.01 [-0.89, 0.87] e
Dehem etal, 2018 65 914 15 31 726 17 13.0% 0.40 [-0.30,1.11] T
Lurm et al., 2006 31 1.4 10 3.2 1.4 B 10.7% -0.07 [-1.08, 0.84] -
Masieroetal, 2007 3276 7.2 17 2548 104 18 131% 0.78[0.09, 1.47] i
Tomic etal, 2017 141 749 13 6.7 7.8 13 12.2% 0.81[0.10,1.73] —
Subtotal {95% CI) 65 64 60.7% 0.47 [0.11, 0.84] g
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*=4.19, di= 4 (P=0.38); F=5%
Testfor averall effect: 2= 254 (P = 0.01)
1.33.3 Moderate to Mild (UE-FMA > 34)
Subtotal (95% CI) ] 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable
Total (95% CI) 130 125 100.0% 0.34 [-0.22, 0.89] ?

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.49; Chi*= 31.40, df= 7 (P = 0.00013; IF= 78%
Test for overall effect Z=1.18(F=0.24)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 017, df=1 (P = 0.68), F= 0%

-5 0 5
Favours [control]  Favours [experimental]
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Supplementary Table XXXVIII.—Virtual reality.

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.34.1 Severe (UE-FMA: 0-15)
Kong etal, 2016 18 12.34 33 126 11.76 34 9T% 0.20[-0.28, 0.69] T
Laffont et al., 2020 187 163 25 T4 122 26 8.2% 0487 [0.01,1.13] +
Subtotal (95% CI) 58 60 18.0% 0.35[-0.01,0.72] »
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi*= 098, df =1 (P=0.3%;P=0%
Testfor overall effect: £=1.90 (P = 0.08)
1.34.2 Severe-Moderate (UE-FMA: 15-34)
Aprile etal., 2020 6.04 8547 91 67 484 93 143% -0.10[0.38,0.19] -
Brunner etal., 2017 1.9 12.m 57 126 11.83 55 12.2% -0.06 [-0.43,0.31] -
Choietal, 2014 126 a7 10 183 72 10 4.4% -0.40 [-1.25, 0.49] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 158 164  30.9% -0.10 [-0.32, 0.12] [
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 048, df=2 (F=079), F=0%
Testfor overall effect £=0.91 (P=0.37)
1.34.3 Moderate to Mild (UE-FMA > 34)
da Silva Cameirao etal., 2011 607 1031 8 461 11.05 g 3% 1.28[0.18, 2.40] —
Kimetal, 2018 10,66 1275 63 B.OF 1226 68 129% 0.36[0.03, 0.70] ™
Kiperetal, 2011 153 1459 40 43 1262 40 10.2% 0.801[0.24,1.249] -
Kiperetal, 2018 8.4 868 11 9.6 10.35 g 4.3% -0.12 [F1.03, 0.79] T
Kwon etal, 2012 2469 148 13 21.61 10407 13 5.5% 0.23[-0.584,1.01] -T—
Piron etal., 2007 16.8 19.37 25 TF 1851 13 B5% 047 [0.21,1.15] ™
Shinetal, 2014 11.3 1064 q 6.3 867 7 36% 053048, 1.54] T
Yinetal, 2014 18.37 20 11 17 hal 12 5.0% 0.06 [-0.745, 0.88] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 185 169 51.1% 0.46 [0.23, 0.68] [ ]
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.01; Chi*=7.39, df =7 (P=0.39); "= 5%
Testfor overall effect: £=3.95 (P = 0.0001)
Total (95% CI) 401 393 100.0% 0.26 [0.04, 0.47] "
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.06; Chi*= 22.26, df=12 (P = 0.03}; F= 46% 5_1 P 55 5 é 1D=

Testfor overall effect: £= 236 (P =0.02)

Test for subaroup differences: Chi®=12.86, df=2 (P=0.002), F=84.5%

Supplementary Table XXXIX.—Telerehabilitation.

Favours [control] Fawvours [experimental]

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.35.1 Severe (UE-FMA: 0-15)
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effact Mot applicable
1.35.2 Severe-Moderate (UE-FMA: 15-34)
Subtotal {95% Cl) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable
1.35.3 Moderate to Mild (UE-FMA > 34)
Duncan etal., 15498 13 516 10 133 527 10 48.0% -0.06 [-0.93, 0.82]
Duncan etal., 2003 036 01 44 -1.42 1.34 49 A52.0% 1.81[1.32,2.30]
Subtotal (95% CI) 54 59 100.0% 0.91 [-0.91, 2.74]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.61, Chi*=13.29, df=1 (P =0.0003); F=92%

Testfor overall effect Z=088(P=033)

Total (95% CI) 54

59

100.0%

Heterogeneity, Tau®=1.61, Chi*=13.29, df=1 (P =0.0003), F=92%

Testfor overall effect Z=088(P=033)
Testfor subdgroup differences: Mot applicable

0.91[-0.91, 2.74]

,
-5 5 10
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]

1=
T



Supplementary Table XL.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on activity in

patients with chronic stroke according to the impairment severity - robot-assisted therapy.

Control
Mean sSD

Experimental

Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Total

Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.36.1 Severe (UE-FMA: 0-15)

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.36.2 Severe-Moderate (UE-FMA: 15-34)

Lurnetal, 2002 0.z 0.z 13 1] 1] 14
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.36.3 Moderate to Mild (UE-FMA > 34)

Inetal, 2012 26.35 22.09 11 343 7E7 2
Shinetal, 2016 103 27 24 34 1.4 22
Wolfetal, 2015 61 2285 47 2.8 2319 45
Wu etal, 2012 0.29 0.383 14 035 04588 14
Subtotal (95% CI) 72 67

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.11; Chi*= 3.81, df= 2 (P =019}, F= 43%
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.27 (P = 0.7H)

Total (95% CI) 72 67
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.11; Chi*= 3.81, df= 2 (P =019}, F= 43%
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.27 (P = 0.7H)

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicahle

21.3%
49.0%

29.6%
100.0%

100.0%

Not estimable

Mot estimable
Not estimable

0.87 [-0.09, 1.83]

Mot estimable
-0.16 [-0.57, 0.28]
-0.12 [-0.86, 0.63]
0.07 [-0.46, 0.61]

0.07 [-0.46, 0.61]

b . .

-5 0 3 10
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]



Supplementary Table XLI.—Virtual reality.

Experimental Control

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total

Weight

Std. Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.37.1 Severe (UE-FMA: 0-15)
Subtotal (95% Cl) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicahle
1.37.2 Severe-Moderate (UE-FMA: 15-34)
Byl etal, 2013 (a) 18 832 ] 65 103 30 23% -0.45[-1.892,1.01] I
Byl etal, 2013 (b} -0.2 11.35 i 6.5 103 3 2.2% -0.53 [-2.01, 0.99] T
Chen etal, 2015 (b} 31 1312 g 1.8 728 g IT7% 0.14[-0.84,1.13] -1
Givon etal., 2015 -0.3 1464 20 8.3 1475 21 5.89% -0.57 [-1.20, 0.04] -]
Lum etal., 2002 0z 0z 13 ] ] 14 Mot estimahle
Park etal., 2019 43 2.4 12 4.8 5.9 12 48% -0.08[-0.88, 0.72] -
Sinetal, 2013 956 461 18 271 342 17 4.6% 1.69[0.91, 2.48] —_—
Subtotal (95% CI) 68 64 22.7% 0.08 [-0.71, 0.88] <
Heterogeneity: Taw®= 0.72; Chi*= 21.68, df= 5 (P = 0.0006); F=77%
Test for overall effect: £=0.21 (P = 0.84)
1.37.3 Moderate to Mild (UE-FMA > 34)
Askin etal, 2018 1.7 133 18 1| 20 4.5% 0.16[-0.48, 0.80] T
Chen etal, 2015 () 49 12 8 15 7325 8 3T% 0.32 066, 1.31] -
Duffetal, 2012 0.47 036 11 054 028 10 4.3% -0.21 [-1.07, 0.64] - T
Hung et al., 2014 0.0ss 041 17 007 072 16 6.2% 0.03 [-0.66, 0.71] 1T
Inetal, 2012 26.35 32.09 11 343 767 g 38% 0.87 [-0.08, 1.83] —
Jang etal, 2005 4 484 8 -1.68 59 ] 2.5% 0.94 [-0.41, 2.28] T
Kiperetal, 2014 187 17.78 24 8 1483 21 A.7% 0.46[-0.13,1.09] ™
Kottink et al., 2014 349 49 a ] 8.1 10 3.89% -0.21[1.14,0.72] -
Levin etal, 2012 08 17.28 3 3.4 12.83 G 3% -0.16 [-1.24, 0.98] T
Morouzi etal, 2018 0.2 1466 9 1.6 4918 ] 3.9% 0.14[-0.79, 1.07] -1
Ogun etal, 2018 .34 478 33 125 389 32 a8% 1.60[1.04, 217] -
Ohetal, 2019 34 449 17 3.8 72 14 6.1% -0.02 [-0.72, 0.649] - T
Piran etal, 2010 56 732 27 4.7 907 20 5.8% 0.11 [-0.47, 0.69] T
Rand etal., 2017 11.7 11.42 11 9 12.61 10 4.3% 0.22 [-0.64, 1.08] T
Thielbar etal., 2014 31 a6 Too-38 8M 7 32% 0.88[-0.22, 2.01] T
Turolla etal., 2013 7H 1242 263 B9 1283 113 79% 0.06 017, 0.28] T
Zondervan etal, 2016 0.7 23 9 -0.6 24 g 37% 0.45[-0.49, 1.44] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 484 M7 TT.3% 0.32 [0.06, 0.57] "
Heterogeneity: Taw®= 0.13; Chi*= 33.60, df= 16 {F = 0.006);, F= 52%
Test for overall effect: £= 2,46 (P=0.01)
Total (95% Cl) 552 381 100.0% 0.27 [0.02, 0.53] ]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.18; Chi*= 55.70, df = 22 (F < 0.0001); = 60% o * 5 : o
Testfor overall eﬁec.t: =214 (P:_ 0.03 Favours [control] Favours [experimental]
Test for subgroup differences: Chi®= 0.30, df=1 (P = 0.58), F= 0%

Supplementary Table XLIl.—Telerehabilitation.

Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.38.1 Severe (UE-FMA: 0-15)
Subtotal {95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable
1.38.2 Severe-Moderate (UE-FMA: 15-34)
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Nat applicable
Test for owerall effect: Mot applicable
1.38.3 Moderate to Mild (UE-FMA > 34)
Linetal, 2014 5 8.8 11 28 483 12 546% 0.28[053,1.12]
Mijenhuis et al., 2016 -0.37 2177 9 323 1524 1M 45.4% -0.18[-1.09,0.73] ‘{
Subtotal (95% CI) 20 22 100.0% 0.08 [-0.53, 0.68]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi#= 058 df=1 (P=044), F=0%
Test for owerall effect £=0.24 (P =0.81)
Total {95% CI) 20 22 100.0% 0.08 [-0.53, 0.68] ?
Heterogeneity; Taw?= 0.00; Chi* = 0.58, df=1 (P = 0.44); F= 0% I—'ID % 1 1 1D=

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.24 (F =0.81)
Test for subaroup differences: Mot applicable

Favours [control]

Favours [experimental]



Supplementary Table XLIII.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on activity

in patients with subacute stroke according to the treatment intensity — robot-assisted therapy.

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.45.1 Less than 15 hours of treatment
Lum et al., 2006 31 14 10 3.2 1.4 B 12.7% -0.07 [-1.08, 0.94] T
Tomic etal, 2017 141 749 13 6.7 7.8 13 15.9% 0.81[0.10,1.73] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 23 19 28.6% 0.47 [-0.49, 1.43] .

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.26, Chi®= 2,19, df=1 (P=0.14); F= 54%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 096 (P=0.323)

1.45.2 Between 15 and 30 hours of treatment

Hesse etal, 2014 92 108 25 13 1076 25 21.1% -0.35 [0.81, 0.21] —=r
willafane etal, 2018 228 24 16 216 24 16 18.0% 0.49[-0.22,1.19] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) a1 41 39.1% 0.04 [-0.77, 0.86] -

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.24; Chi*= 331, df=1 (P=007); F=70%
Testfor overall effect: Z=010(P=092)

1.45.3 More than 30 hours of treatment

Dehem et al, 20149 G5 914 14 31 726 17 181% 0.40[-0.30, 1.11] T
Rahadietal, 2008 -0.58 733 10  3.84 32 10 14.2% -0.77 [-1.68,0.15] I
Subtotal (95% CI) 25 27 32.2% -0.14 [-1.29, 1.00] .
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.51; Chi®= 386, df=1 (P=0.048) F=75%

Testfor averall effect: Z=0.24 (P=0.81)

Total {95% CI) 89 87 100.0% 0.12 [-0.36, 0.59] ?

VI I
Fawvours [control] Favours [experimental]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 020, Chif=11.72, df= 5 (F = 0.04), F=57%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 048 (P=0.63)
Testfar subaroup differences: Chi*=0.75, df=2 (P = 0.69), F=0%



Supplementary Table XLIV.—Virtual reality.

Experimental
Study or Subgroup NMean

SD Total

Control
Mean

SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.46.1 Less than 15 hours of treatment
Kang etal, 2009 238 1354

Kimetal, 2011 94 1625 14
Kimetal, 2018 8.4 G868 11
Saposnik etal, 2016 7.6 10862 59
Shinetal, 2014 11.2 1064

Standen etal., 2017 317 834
Yinetal, 2014

18.37 20 11
Subtotal (95% CI) 122

12 11.82
9 1217
96 1035
29 939
63 567
117 368
17 21

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi*= 4.67, df= 6 (P = 0.59), F=0%

Testfor overall effect Z=033(P=074)

1.46.2 Between 15 and 30 hours of treatment

Brunneretal., 2017
Kong etal, 2014
Kong etal, 2016
Piran etal,, 2007
Saposnik etal., 2010 8.6 349

Subtotal (95% CI) 157

11.9 1201 a7
159 1234 33
16 12.34 33

16.8 1937 25

126 11.83
126 11.76
126 11.76
7718
12 418

8 25%
13 42%
8 31%
62  B.E8%
TO2E%

9  30%
12 37%
119 28.0%
55 BE%
34 6Y%
34 69%
13 47%
9 28%
145 30.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi®= 5.40, df= 4 (P = 0.25); F= 26%

Testfor overall effect Z=0.55 (P =0.58)

1.46.3 More than 30 hours of treatment

Aprile etal, 2020 6.04 8547 31
Kiperetal, 2011 15.3 1489 40
Kiperetal, 2018 1066 1274 i)
Kwvon etal., 2012 2469 149 13
Laffont et al., 2020 157 163 25
Rogers etal, 2019 17.3 8.6 10
Turkheyetal., 2017 137 783 10
Subtotal (95% CI) 257

6.7 4.84
43 1263
6.07 12.26
21.61 1007
T4 122
G4 5.3
478 7.88

99 10.0%
a0 7I%
68 8.1%
13 40%
26 549%
11 2.9%
9 28%
266 42.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.14; Chi*= 1913, df=6 (P = 0.004); F= 69%

Testfor overall effect: Z2=2.75 (P = 0.006)

Total (95% CI) 536

530 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.07; Chi®= 3361, df=18 (P = 0.01); 7= 46%

Testfor overall effect: 2= 2.62 (P =0.009)

Testfor subaroup differences: Chif= 462, df=2(P=0.10), F= 56.7%

0.87 017, 1.91]
0.03 F0.72, 0.77]
-0.12 F1.03, 0.78]
-0.13 [0.48, 0.23]
0.53 [0.48, 1.54]
0.30 F0.63, 1.23]
0.06 [0.75, 0.98]
0.04 [-0.21, 0.30]

-0.06 [-0.43, 0.31]
0.20 F0.28, 0.68]
0.20 [-0.28, 0.68]
0.47 F0.21,1.15]

-0.80 [1.77,0.17]
0.08 [-0.20, 0.35]

-0.10 F0.38, 0.18]
0.60[0.34, 1.25]
0,36 [0.02, 0.70]

0.23 F0.54,1.01]
0,57 [0.01,1.13]
1.21 [0.26, 2.16]
1.11[0.12, 2.09]
0.50 [0.14, 0.85]

0.25 [0.06, 0.43]

Supplementary Table XLV.—Telerehabilitation.

Experimental
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total

Control
Mean

Std. Mean Difference

SD Total Weight

IV, Random, 95% CI

—
—a

p

o

v'erTI

”*{

*

-

,
4 0 2 4
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.47.1 Less than 15 hours of treatment
Subtotal (95% Cl) 0
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effact Kot applicable

1.47.2 Between 15 and 30 hours of treatment

Subtotal {95% Cl) 0
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Mot applicable

1.47.3 More than 30 hours of treatment
Chen et al, 2017 11.78 7.5 26
Duncan etal., 19498 13 516 10

Duncan etal., 2003 036 01 44
Subtotal {95% Cl) 80

11.78 8.01
133 527
-1.42 1.34

0

24 341%
10 31.3%
49 34.6%
83 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.27; Chi* = 28.15, df = 2 (P = 0.00001); F= 93%

Testfor overall effect Z=0.89 (F=0.37)

Total {95% CI) 80

83 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.27; Chi* = 28.15, df = 2 (P = 0.00001); F= 93%

Testfor overall effect Z=0.89 (F=0.37)

Testfor subagroup differences: Not applicahle

Not estimable

Not estimable

-0.00 [-0.56, 0.55]
-0.06 [0.93, 0.82]

1.81 [1.32, 2.30]
0.61 [-0.72, 1.94]

0.61 [-0.72, 1.94]

4 -2 z 4
Favours [control] Favours [experimental]

=



Supplementary Table XLVI.—Forest-plot regarding the effect of new-technologies on

activity in patients with chronic stroke according to the treatment intensity - robot-assisted

therapy.
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean S0 Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.48.1 Less than 15 hours of treatment
Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable
1.48.2 Between 15 and 30 hours of treatment
Byl etal, 2013 {a) 18 832 ] 65 103 3 17.0% -0.45 [-1.82,1.01] — T
Byl etal., 2013 (b) -0.2 11.24 ] 65 103 3 167% -0.83 [-2.01, 0.95] I —
Lum et al,, 2002 0.2 0.2 13 i} 0 14 Mot estimable
Shin et al., 2016 103 27 24 348 1.4 22 Mot estimahble
Wy etal, 2012 0.28 0.393 14 035 0.688 14 BB3% -0.12 [-0.86, 0.63] 1*
Subtotal (95% CI) 37 34 100.0% -0.24 [-0.85, 0.36]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.34, df= 2 (F=0.84) F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.79 (P =0.43)
1.48.3 More than 30 hours of treatment
Wolfetal, 2015 51 22.85 47 8.8 2319 45 Mot estimahble
Subtotal {95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable
Total (95% CI) 37 34 100.0% -0.24 [-0.85, 0.36]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.34, df= 2 (F=0.84) F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.79 (P =0.43)
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicahle

*

-4 -2
Favours [control]

1]

2 4
Favours [experimental]



Supplementary Table XLVII.—Virtual reality.

Experimental
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total

SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% Cl

1.49.1 Less than 15 hours of treatment

Chenetal, 2015 (a) 49 12 8
Chenetal, 2015 (b a1 1312 g
Croshie etal, 2012 06 443 g
Duffetal., 2012 047 036 11
Inetal, 2012 2635 32.09 11
Kirn etal., 2012 1.5 1051 10
kattink et al., 2014 39 49 g
Levin etal, 2012 08 17.28 G
Ohetal, 2018 3.4 49 17
Subtotal (95% CI) a8

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=4.36 df=8 (P =

Testfor overall effect Z=038 (P =0.70)

1.49.2 Between 15 and 30 hours of treatment

Askin etal, 2018 1.7 133 18
Broeren et al., 2008 2.8 10 11
Givan etal, 2015 -0.3 1464 20
Housman et al., 20049 0.1 0.4 15
Hung etal., 2019 n.oas 041 17
Jang et al, 2005 4 484 ]
Kihoon etal, 2012 8.4 77 15
Lee etal, 2013 871 a.m 7
Lee etal, 2016 285 1047 13
Ogun etal, 2019 834 478 33
Parketal, 2018 43 549 12
Piron etal, 2010 56 7.22 7
Rand etal., 2017 11.7 11.42 11
Schuster-Amtt et al, 2018 2437 182 22
Sinetal, 2013 9456  4.61 18
Thielbaret al,, 2014 31 5.6 ¥
Zondervan et al, 2016 or 23 g
Subtotal (95% CI) 260

Control
Mean
148 7.5
148 7.25
28 1172
0.54 028
343 TE7
0.28 5.06
5 5.1
3.4 1283
34 7.2
0.82); F=0%
o 7.8
0.4 1056
83 1475
0.1 0.7
007 072
16 591
2 3129
481 TA6
254 1048
1.25 389
4.8 59
47 807
9 12.61
2017 M5
71 312
-38 8
-0.6 29

[== == )

83

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.29; Chi*= 48.28, df= 16 (P < 0.0001); F= 67%

Testfor overall effect Z=252 (P=0.013

1.49.3 More than 30 hours of treatment

Turolla etal, 2013 TH 1242 163
Subtotal (95% Cl) ]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

Total (95% Cl) 348

B9 1209

1

344

13
0

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.20; Chi*= 56.04, df= 25 (P = 0.0004); = 55%

Testfor overall effect Z2=2.49 (P = 0.01)

Testfor subdgroup differences: Chif= 244, df=1 (P=012), F=591%

32%
32%
4%
3T7%
33%
6%
3.4%
27%
4.4%
31.1%

4.8%
3.8%
4.8%
4.4%
4.5%
21%
4.0%
2.0%
41%
5.2%
4.0%
81%
3T%
5.3%
4.0%
2.8%
313%
68.9%

100.0%

0.32 [-0.66, 1.31]
014 [0.64,1.12]
-0.24 [-1.17, 0.68]
-0.21 [-1.07, 0.65]
0.87 [-0.09, 1.83]
0.4 [-0.74,1.02]
-0.21 [1.14, 0.72]
-0.16 [-1.29, 0.98]
-0.02 [-0.72, 0.68]
0.06 [-0.24, 0.36]

0.16 [0.48, 0.50]
0.22 FOLET, 1.06]
-0.57 [-1.20, 0.08]
0.00 [0.70, 0.70]
0.03 [0.66, 0.71]
0.4 [0.41, 2.29]

1.05 [0.27, 1.54]
0.45 [0.62, 1.51]
0.03 [0.74, 0.50]

1.60[1.04, 2.17]
-0.08 [0.88, 0.72]
011 [F0.47, 0.69]
0.22 F0.64, 1.08]
0.22 [0.33, 0.76]

1.68 [0.81, 2.48]
0.89 [0.22, 2.01]
0.48 [0.49, 1.44]
0.41 [0.09, 0.73]

Mot estimable
Not estimable

0.30 [0.06, 0.54]

Supplementary Table XLVIIl.—Telerehabilitation.

Experimental
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total

Mean

Control

Std. Mean Difference

SD Total Weight

IV, Random, 95% Cl

—

Q‘MTIII IH FET

*

-4 -2

0 2 4

Favours [control]

Favours [experimental]

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.50.1 Less than 15 hours of treatment
Linetal, 2014 5 8.8 11
Subtotal (95% CI) 0
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for owerall effect: Mot applicable

1.50.2 More than 30 hours of treatment

Mijenhuis etal., 2016 -0.37 21.77 9
Subtotal (95% CI) 0

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.50.3 Between 15 and 30 hours of treatment
Subtotal (95% CI) 0
Heterogeneity: Nat applicable

Test for owerall effect: Mot applicable

Total {95% CI) 0
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

Test for subaroup differences: Mot applicable

29 483

3.23 1524

12
0

10
0

Mot estimahle
Naot estimable

Mot estimable
Not estimable

Not estimable

Not estimable

,
-4 -2
Favours [control]

0

Favours [experimental]



