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Figure S1. Forest plot of outcome-specific effect sizes within the mental status and general cognition domain. 
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Figure S2. Forest plot of outcome-specific effect sizes within the memory domain. 
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Figure S3. Forest plot of outcome-specific effect sizes within the working memory and attention domain. 
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Figure S4. Forest plot of outcome-specific effect sizes within the executive functioning domain. 
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Figure S5. Forest plot of outcome-specific effect sizes within the working memory and attention domain. 
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Figure S6. Forest plot of outcome-specific effect sizes within the working memory and attention domain. 
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Domain-Specific Efficacy: Memory
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Domain-Specific Efficacy: Working Memory and Attention
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Domain-Specific Efficacy: Executive Functioning
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Domain-Specific Efficacy: Language
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Domain-Specific Efficacy: Speed of Information Processing
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