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Fig S1. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on motor evoked potentials
showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative
weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S2. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different active motor threshold (AMT)rTMS protocol showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for
each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S3. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different resting motor threshold (RMT)rTMS protocol showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for
each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S4. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation pulses rTMS protocol showing estimates of
effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is
indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S5. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation frequency rTMS protocol showing estimates
of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is
indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S6. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation sessions rTMS protocol showing estimates of
effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is
indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S7. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation sites rTMS protocol showing estimates of
effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is
indicated by the size of the corresponding square.
Fig S8. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the
cross-over studies.
Fig S9. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on motor evoked potentials
showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the



removal of the cross-over study.
Fig S10. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing active motor threshold and resting motor threshold rTMS
protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after
the removal of the cross-over studies.
Fig S11. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different active motor threshold (AMT)rTMS protocol showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the
cross-over studies.
Fig S12. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different resting motor threshold (RMT)rTMS protocol showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the
cross-over studies.
Fig S13. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation pulses rTMS protocol showing estimates of
effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over
studies.
Fig S14. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation frequency rTMS protocol showing estimates
of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the
cross-over studies.
Fig S15. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation sessions rTMS protocol showing estimates of
effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over
studies.
Fig S16. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing different stimulation sites rTMS protocol showing estimates of
effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over
studies.
Fig S17. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing early stroke(within 30 days) and chronic stroke(>30 days) showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the
cross-over studies.
Fig S18. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for
studies comparing pure subcortical stroke and including cortical stroke showing
estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the
cross-over studies.
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Appendix:

Literature search strategy used for the PubMed database.

#1 Patient

“Stroke”[Abstract] OR “Strokes” OR “Cerebrovascular Accident” OR

“ Cerebrovascular Accidents ” OR “ Cerebrovascular Stroke ” OR

“Cerebrovascular Strokes” OR “Stroke,Cerebrovascular” OR “Strokes,

Cerebrovascular” OR “Cerebral Stroke” OR “Cerebral Strokes”

#2 Intervention

“Transcranial magnetic stimulation”[Abstract] OR “Transcranial Magnetic

Stimulations”OR“rTMS”OR“repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation”

#3 Type of study

#3) Randomized controlled trial[pt] OR controlled clinical trial[pt] OR

randomized controlled trials[mh] OR clinical trial[pt] OR clinical trials[mh] OR

( “ clinical trial ” [tw]) OR cross-over studies[mh] OR control*[tw] OR

prospectiv*[tw] OR volunteer*[tw] OR crossover studies [mh]

Search #1 and #2 and #3

Publication date: January 2005 and December 2018







Fig S1. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on motor evoked potentials showing estimates
of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by
the size of the corresponding square.



Fig S2. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies comparing
different active motor threshold (AMT)rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD)
with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the
corresponding square.



Fig S3. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies comparing
different resting motor threshold (RMT)rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD)
with 95% confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the
corresponding square.



Fig S4. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies comparing
different stimulation pulses rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95%
confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding
square.



Fig S5. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies comparing
different stimulation frequency rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95%
confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding
square.



Fig S6. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies comparing
different stimulation sessions rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95%
confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding
square.



Fig S7. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies comparing
different stimulation sites rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95%
confidence intervals. Relative weight for each trial is indicated by the size of the corresponding
square.



Fig S8. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function showing estimates

of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S9. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on motor evoked potentials showing

estimates of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over
study.



Fig S10. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing active motor threshold and resting motor threshold rTMS protocol showing estimates
of effect size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S11. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing different active motor threshold (AMT)rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size
(SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S12. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing different resting motor threshold (RMT)rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect
size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S13. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing different stimulation pulses rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD)
with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S14. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing different stimulation frequency rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD)
with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S15. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing different stimulation sessions rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD)
with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S16. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing different stimulation sites rTMS protocol showing estimates of effect size (SMD) with
95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S17. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing early stroke(within 30 days) and chronic stroke(>30 days) showing estimates of effect
size (SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.



Fig S18. Forest plot from the meta-analysis of rTMS on limb motor function for studies

comparing pure subcortical stroke and including cortical stroke showing estimates of effect size
(SMD) with 95% confidence intervals after the removal of the cross-over studies.


