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Figure 1: Funnel plot illustrating possible publication bias for studies assessing MVPA 
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Figure 2: Meta-analysis of DBCIs on BMI/weight measurements. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

N.B. p-values shown in Figure 2 represent significance for testing of heterogeneity 

 

Figure 3: Meta-analysis of DBCIs on fatigue. 

 

N.B. p-values shown in Figure 3 represent significance for testing of heterogeneity 

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure 4: Meta-analysis of DBCIs on cancer-specific QoL. 

 

N.B. p-values shown in Figure 4 represent significance for testing of heterogeneity 
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