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Attention 
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Short-term Verbal Memory
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Short-term Visual Memory

[image: E:\review\Cognitive Neuropsychiatry\Revision\figures\Short_Term_Visual_Memory(forest).tiff]






[image: E:\review\Cognitive Neuropsychiatry\Revision\figures\Short_Term_Visual_Memory(diag).tiff]













Long Term Verbal Memory
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Long term Visual Memory
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Verbal Working Memory
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Visual spatial Working memory
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Set-Shifting
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Processing speed
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Verbal fluency
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Cognitive flexibility
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Visual-spatial ability
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Tallent 1999 CPM 66 603.21 168.91 63 604.16  194.85 HH 0.01[-0.34, 0.35]
Gooding 2006 CPM 160  504.94  66.1 137 50229 57.87 ey -0.04[-0.27, 0.19]
Park 1995 PAS 28 5481 742 23 5454  65.4 —— -0.04[-0.59, 0.51]
Solanki 2012 SPQ-B 50 4.32 0.77 30 5.1 0.71 —a— -1.03[-1.51,-0.55]
Bedwell 2006 SPQ 14 2.14 2.41 26 1.62 1.84 %-% -0.25[-0.90, 0.40]
Cohen 2009 SPQ 89 11.55  2.71 26 1292 272 Hﬂ -0.50[-0.94,-0.06 ]
Chan 2011 SPQ 49 098  0.04 44 097 005 e 0.22[-0.19, 0.63]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 2418  12.81 31 2239  16.81 —e— -0.121-0.63, 0.39]
MacAulay 2013 SPQ 89 1153  2.68 26 12.88  2.76 Hﬂ -0.50[-0.94,-0.06]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =9) 573 406 -0.18[-0.31,-0.05]

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =9)

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =8)

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 67 %, (95%: 23.8 - 91.4), tau-squared = 0.089,
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Burch 2006 O-LIFE 37 458 12 38 403 093 —a— 0.51[ 0.05, 0.97]
Lenzenweger 2000 PAS 31 1529 532 26 1473 34 e 0.12[-0.40, 0.64]
Janshan 2007 SPQ-B 51 12.3 25 39 11.9 2.6 I I 0.16[-0.26, 0.57]
Aguirre 2008 SPQ-B 40 11.7 2.7 56 11.8 2.3 + -0.04[-0.45, 0.37]
Solanki 2012 SPQ-B 50 13.64 417 30 16.8 2.51 —a— -0.86[-1.33,-0.39]
Wang 2008 SPQ 41 12.24  3.93 20 13.2 3.61 %-—H -0.25[-0.78, 0.29]
Cohen 2009 SPQ 89 31.04  3.85 26 3031  4.22 i 0.18[-0.25, 0.62]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 14.86  1.53 31 15 1.81 —e— -0.08[-0.59, 0.43]
MacAulay 2013 SPQ 89 31.1 3.83 26 3044 425 HH 0.17[-0.27, 0.60]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =9) 456 292 0.01[-0.15, 0.16]

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =9)

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =8)

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 61.4 %, (95%: 14.2 - 89.6 ), tau-squared =

-
’ 0.00[-0.30,0.29]
- 0.11[-0.07,0.29]
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Dinn 2002 SPQ-B 17 21.57 57 26 24.6 4.8 .—-—q -0.58[-1.20,0.05]
Wang 2008 SPQ 41 2315 149 20 236 088 —— -0.34[-0.87,0.20]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 166.14  64.97 31 170.03 71.35 + -0.06 [-0.57,0.45]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =3) 86 77 ‘ -0.29[-0.61,0.03]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =3) ‘l— -0.29[-0.92,0.34 ]

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 0 %, (95%: 0 - 97 ), tau-squared= 0, Q= 1.637,df= 2, p-value = 0.4412
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Schizotypy group Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Lenzenweger 2000 PAS 31 2558 463 26 2458 515 et 0.20[-0.32, 0.72]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-I 82 10.78  2.95 63 1267 2.96 — -0.64[-0.97,-0.30]
Janshan 2007 SPQ-B 51 12.8 22 39 12.1 2.6 H—-— 0.29[-0.13, 0.71]
Aguirre 2008 SPQ-B 40 12.5 3.1 56 12.2 2.2 — 0.11[-0.29, 0.52]
Wang 2008 SPQ 41 10.88  4.38 20 11.7 445 —i—i -0.18[-0.72, 0.35]
Cohen 2009 SPQ 89 7.78 1.49 26 7.19 1.77 —— 0.38[-0.06, 0.82]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 1539  1.26 31 1519  1.33 H—H 0.15[-0.36, 0.66]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =7) 362 261 -0.02[-0.18, 0.15]

<>
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =7) ‘ 0.03[-0.31,0.37]
-

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =6) 0.18[-0.01,0.37]

-1.00 0.00 1.00
Standardized Mean Difference
Heterogeneity: I-squared = 62.3 %, (95%: 21.1 - 91.6), tau-squared = 0.083, Q= 20.049,df= 6, p-value = 0.0027
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Gooding 2004 CPM 50 19.37  4.45 45 20.78  4.58 -0.31[-0.72, 0.10]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-I 82 28.62 8.45 63 3408 458 -0.77[-1.11,-0.43]
Wang 2008 SPQ 41 23 1.38 20 23.53 1.08 -041[-094, 0.13]
Cohen 2009 SPQ 89 16.18 3.98 26 15.81 3.88 0.09[-0.34, 0.53]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 133.75 69.57 31 12542 49.32

Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =5) 290 185 -0.33[-0.52,-0.14]

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =5)

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =4)

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 66.3 %, (95%: 13.9 - 95.8 ), tau-squared = 0.097 ,
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Kerns 2008 CSS 32 065 015 34 073  0.12 —a— -0.58 [-1.08,-0.09]
Lenzenweger 2000 PAS 31 18.16  2.44 26 18.88  2.53 ey -0.29[-0.81, 0.24]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-lI 82 3396  11.01 63 4341 597 i -1.02[-1.37,-0.68 ]
Solanki et al 2012 SPQ-B 50 3.12 0.48 30 3.73 1.23 —a— -0.72[-1.18,-0.25]
Wang 2008 SPQ 41 1344  3.24 20 18.2 4.46 e -1.28[-1.86,-0.70]
Peters 2007 STA 17 08 009 17 081 0005 — -0.15[-0.83, 0.52]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =6) 253 190 > -0.75[-0.95,-0.55]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =6) i -0.70[-1.13,-0.27 ]
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Schizotypy group Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Tallent 1999 CPM 66 1270.34 1883 63 1224.06 187.67 * -0.24[-0.59, 0.10]
Park et al 1995 PAS 28 572.3  69.9 23 558.3 72 H—H -0.19[-0.75, 0.36]
Gooding 2003 SAS 46 1405.84 260.97 39 1365.74 225.69 HH -0.16[-0.59, 0.27]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-II 82 1.01 0.96 63 0.53 0.6 il -0.58[-0.91,-0.24 ]
Ripoll 2013 SCID-II 19 1.05 1.86 19 0.76 0.67 %-—ﬂ -0.20[-0.84, 0.43]
Solanki 2012 SPQ-B 50 2.18 2.28 30 4.83 2.71 —a— -1.07[-1.55,-0.59]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =6) 291 237 > -0.42[-0.60,-0.25]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =6) ‘ -0.42[-0.79,-0.05]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =5) ‘. -0.32[-0.57,-0.08 ]

-2.00 -1.00 0.00
Standardized Mean Difference
Heterogeneity: I-squared = 58.4 %, (95%: 0 - 93.5), tau-squared = 0.07, Q= 11.361,df= 5, p-value = 0.0447
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Schizotypy group Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Tallent 1999 CPM 66 8.83 448 63 7 2.3 —— -0.51[-0.86,-0.16 ]
Gooding 2001 CPM 63 10.1 6.64 83 7.61 3.01 i -0.50[-0.84,-0.17]
Martin 2010 CPM 27 9121 1452 47 953.8 1947 ——— 0.23[-0.24, 0.71]
Lenzenweger 1994 PAS 23 0.11 0.06 28 0.11 0.07 —— 0.00[-0.55, 0.55]
Park 1995 PAS 28 10 4 23 12 8 ———l 0.32[-0.23, 0.88]
Poreh 1995 PAS 19 57.3 11.5 19 454 11.5 ——— -1.01[-1.69,-0.34]
Suhr 1997 PAS 56 48.3 20.8 42 48.3 12.6 —— 0.00[-0.40, 0.40]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-I 82 85.15 446 63 5859  26.78 - -0.70[-1.03,-0.36 ]
Dinn 2002 SPQ-B 17 50.2 9.3 29 52.4 12.8 ——of 0.19[-0.41, 0.79]
Jahshan 2007 SPQ-B 51 6.6 3.1 39 6.8 3.3 —— 0.06[-0.35, 0.48]
Aguirre 2008 SPQ-B 40 8.1 5.1 56 8.6 8.7 —— 0.07[-0.34, 0.47]
Spitznagel 2002 SPQ 18 0.11 0.01 25 0.12 0.01 P 098[ 0.34, 1.62]
Bedwell 2006 SPQ 14 11.07 5.21 26 1581  11.86 ] 0.46[-0.20, 1.12]
Chan et al 2011 SPQ 49 2.78 3.55 44 2.7 4.08 i -0.02[-0.43, 0.39]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 55.82  13.84 31 60.52  19.44 ——— 0.27[-0.24, 0.79]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =15) 581 618 - -0.12[-0.24 ,-0.01]

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =15) - -0.03[-0.30,0.23]
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Schizotypy group Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Martin 2010 CPM 27 7451 1114 47 7791 1391 %H 0.26[-0.22, 0.73]
Miller 2012 CPM 26 11.7 2.7 31 12 2.6 Hﬁ -0.11[-0.63, 0.41]
Poreh 1995 PAS 19 26 6.5 19 26.2 23 %-% 0.01[-0.62, 0.65]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-I 82 3356 14.45 63 26.14 9.5 — -0.59[-0.92,-0.25]
Dinn 2002 SPQ-B 17 28.3 7 29 31 11.8 %-ﬁ 0.26[-0.34, 0.86]
Laws 2008 SPQ-B 29 122.31 532 32 119.56  58.9 %H -0.05[-0.55, 0.45]
Spitznagel 2002 SPQ 18 476 11.8 25 48.9 9.6 %*% 0.12[-0.49, 0.73]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 2836  7.26 31 2845  8.43 Hﬁ 0.01[-0.50, 0.52]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =8) 246 277 -0.11[-0.28, 0.07]

>
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =8) - -0.07[-0.33,0.20]
<>

Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =7) 0.07[-0.07,0.21]
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Standardized Mean Difference
Heterogeneity: I-squared = 31.7 %, (95%: 0 - 79.6), tau-squared = 0.03, Q= 12.544 ,df = 7, p-value = 0.084
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Schizotypy group Control group
Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Duchene 1998 CPM 20 178 44 20 165 53 ——— 0.26[-0.36, 0.88]
Poreh 1995 PAS 19 385  10.2 19 51.8 7.9 e -1.43[-2.14,-0.71]
Suhr 1998 PAS 56 39.5 7.8 42 40.2 7.6 — -0.09[-0.49, 0.31]
Dinn 2002 SPQ-B 17 40.1 7.6 29 37.6 8.4 ——— 0.30[-0.30, 0.90]
Laws 2008 SPQ-B 29 12.6 4.2 32 12.2 35 —— 0.10[-0.40, 0.61]
Spitznagel 2002 SPQ 18 34.1 8.7 25 38.2 8.5 H—H -0.47[-1.08, 0.15]
Cohen 2009 SPQ 89 19.85  0.51 26 19.73  0.67 - 0.22[-0.22, 0.65]
Chan 2011 SPQ 49 19.41 5.68 44 18.66 4.6 * 0.14[-0.26, 0.55]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 44.04 13.2 31 40.94 7.5 e 0.29[-0.22, 0.80]
Minor 2011 SPQ 83 19.47  4.08 23 19.57  3.74 —— -0.02[-0.49, 0.44]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =10) 408 291 - 0.01[-0.15, 0.17]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =10) ’ -0.04[-0.39,0.31]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =9) 0.08[-0.08,0.25]
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Tallent 1999 CPM 66 13 4.83 63 1349  6.53 —— -0.09[-0.43, 0.26]
Gooding 2001 O-LIFE 63 5.75 0.98 83 6 0.001 — -0.39[-0.72,-0.06 ]
Cappe 2012 O-LIFE 22 17.97 1.3 18 15.9 2.3 ——— -1.12[-1.79,-0.45]
Lenzenweger 1994 PAS 23 5.35 1.37 28 5.75 0.93 i -0.34[-0.90, 0.21]
Park,1995 PAS 28 5.61 1.26 23 5.69 0.93 e -0.07[-0.62, 0.48]
Dinn 2002 SPQ-B 17 37.7 20.8 29 39.2 23 o -0.07[-0.67, 0.53]
Janshan 2007 SPQ-B 51 3.9 1.2 39 3.7 1.5 im 0.15[-0.27, 0.57]
Aguirre 2008 SPQ-B 40 3.6 1.4 56 35 1.4 —— 0.07[-0.34, 0.48]
Laws 2008 SPQ-B 29 98.48 782 32 7919 513 i 0.29[-0.21, 0.80]
Siptznagel 2002a SPQ 18 55.6 6.1 25 499 8.7 i -0.72[-1.35,-0.10]
Spitznagel 2002b SPQ 18 53 15 25 5.1 1.5 = -0.13[-0.74, 0.48]
Bedwell 2006 SPQ 14 12.64  4.25 26 23.58 32.86 e -0.40[-1.06, 0.26 ]
Chan et al 2011 SPQ 49 4.92 1.68 44 4.98 1.47 —— -0.04[-0.44, 0.37]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 5.19 1.26 31 5.96 0.18 —a— -0.87[-1.40,-0.33]
Suhr 1997 SPS 56 5.41 1.33 42 5.69 0.95 i 0.23[-0.17, 0.64]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =15) 522 564 L 2 -0.16[-0.28 ,-0.04 ]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =15) <> -0.19[-0.41,0.02]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =14) < -0.14[-0.33,0.05]

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 60 %, (95%: 18.4 - 85.1), tau-squared = 0.087 , Q= 31.281, df = 14, p-value = 0.0051
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Egger test for funnel plot asymmetry: t= -1.59 ,df= 13, p= 0.137
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Schizotypy group Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Poreh 1995 PAS 19 121 26 19 128 25 —— 027 [-0.91,0.37]
Gooding 2004 PAS 26 27.09 3.9 45 28.7 3.1 H—1 -0.47[-0.96,0.02]
Dinn 2002 SPQ-B 17 47 1.5 26 46 1.6 i 0.06[-0.55,0.67]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 31.2 2.88 31 32.23 3.65 — -0.31[-0.82,0.21]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =4) 90 121 ’ -0.28 [-0.55,0.00]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =4) ‘ -0.28 [-0.62,0.07]

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 0 %, (95%: 0 - 88.2), tau-squared =

| | | | |
1100 000 1.00

Standardized Mean Difference
1.779 ,df = 3, p-value = 0.6194
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Standard Error
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0.326

Egger test for funnel plot asymmetry:t= 149 ,df= 2 ,p= 0.274
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image1.tiff
Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Tallent 1999 CPM 66 115.38  9.91 63 11463 11.93 —— 0.07[-0.28, 0.41]
Gooding 2001 CPM 63 11448 9.78 83 11535 9.93 ] -0.09[-0.42, 0.24 ]
Gooding 2003 CPM 46 115.24  9.75 39 11047 9.76 —— 048] 0.05, 0.92]
Gooding 2006 CPM 160 11534 512 104 11555 475 - -0.04[-0.29, 0.20]
Gooding 2011 CPM 36 108.06 8.2 38 108.53  6.25 —— -0.06 [-0.52, 0.39]
Burch 2006 O-LIFE 37 1.62 1.14 38 2.08 1.4 —a— -0.36[-0.81, 0.10]
Morgan 2006 O-LIFE 26 112.7  6.81 32 113 53 e -0.05[-0.57, 0.47]
Russell-Smith 2013 O-LIFE 20 1143 1715 20 116.8 17.15 e -0.14[-0.76, 0.48 ]
Neill 2014 O-LIFE 18 107.89 7.55 18 109.83  6.71 P -0.27[-0.92, 0.39]
Park 1995 PAS 28 7064 859 23 74 9.75 i -0.36[-0.92, 0.19]
Suhr 1997 PAS 56 108.43 1047 42 109.79 10.38 —a-— -0.13[-0.53, 0.27]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-II 82 101 29 63 114 28 .- -0.45[-0.79,-0.12]
Koo 2006 SCID-II 32 115.8 10.5 29 118.5 9.8 —— -0.26 [-0.77, 0.24]
Spitznagel 2002 SPQ 18 109.3 10.3 25 104.8 11.2 H—— 0.41[-0.20, 1.02]
Wang 2008 SPQ 41 94 15.89 20 12195 17.38 e g -1.68[-2.30,-1.07]
Koychev 2010 SPQ 18 114.3 4.8 20 114.9 4.8 e -0.12[-0.76, 0.51]
Chan 2011 SPQ 49 98.57 189 44 103.34 176 e -0.26[-0.67, 0.15]
Kostova 2011 SPQ 25 27.32 3.42 25 28 4.4 s -0.17[-0.73, 0.39]
Koychev 2012 SPQ 122 113.6 52 122 113.6 49 HElH 0.00[-0.25, 0.25]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =19) 943 848 * -0.13[-0.22 ,-0.03 ]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =19) < -0.17[-0.36, 0.03]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =18) L -0.09[-0.20,0.02]
I

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 69.9 %, (95%: 37.7 - 87.8), tau-squared = 0.104, Q= 44.526 ,df = 18, p-value = 0.0005
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Standard Error

0.167 0.000
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Egger test for funnel plot asymmetry: t= -1.13 ,df= 17 ,p= 0.273

oo
— ° e o
o |® o °
_ o "
: | \ :
T T T T T
-2.00 -1.50 -1.00 -0.50 0.00 0.50

Standardized Mean Difference

Radial plot

0.48
0.12
-0.24
-0.60
-0.96

-1.32
-1.68

00 1.0 20 30

Xi=1/4v+12

Baujat plot

?j 12

o}

X o

T -

o

> O

(@) - ]

c

o

) v

© o

5 . . s

e S L mes’

£ | | | | |
0 2 4 6 8 10

Squared Pearson Residual

Standardized Residuals

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19




image3.tiff
Schizotypy group Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Gooding 2004 CPM 50 1322 1.9 45 1365 2.6 o -0.19[-0.59, 0.21]
Kerns 2008 CsS 32 06  0.16 34 06  0.14 —— 0.00[-0.48, 0.48]
Poreh 1995 PAS 19 92 23 19 104 17 e -0.58[-1.23, 0.07]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-lI 82 10.62  2.91 63 1144 272 * -0.29[-0.62, 0.04]
Spitznagel 2002 SPQ 18 53.7 6.8 25 54.8 7 %F% -0.16[-0.76, 0.45]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =5) 201 186 > -0.23[-0.43,-0.03]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =5) 0 -0.23[-0.44,-0.02]

[ | |
-1.50 -0.50 0.50
Standardized Mean Difference
Heterogeneity: I-squared = 0 %, (95%: 0 - 83.9), tau-squared= 0, Q= 2.21, df = 4, p-value = 0.6971
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Standard Error

0.166 0.000

0.331

Egger test for funnel plot asymmetry: t= -0.2 ,df= 3, p= 0.853
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Schizotypy group

Control group

Author(s) and Year Measure Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Standardized mean difference [95% CI]
Mitropoulou 2005 SCID-I 82 4987 996 63 58.69  10.08 — -0.88[-1.22,-0.53]
Janshan 2007 SPQ-B 51 58.7 8.4 39 56.6 9.1 - 0.24[-0.18, 0.66]
Aguirre 2008 SPQ-B 40 57 8.3 56 56.1 7.7 F—— 0.11[-0.29, 0.52]
Kim 2011 SPQ 28 68.07  6.32 31 69.52  6.06 e -0.23[-0.74, 0.28]
Fixed effect model for All Studies (k =4) 201 189 > -0.26[-0.46, -0.06 ]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator for All Studies (k =4) ’— -0.20[-1.01,0.61]
Random effects model with Bayesian estimator without 'outliers' (k =3) i 0.07[-0.48,0.63]

Heterogeneity: I-squared = 82.8 %, (95%: 49.9 -

| | | | | |
150 -050 0.50

Standardized Mean Difference

98.7 ), tau-squared = 0.214, Q= 21.072, df = 3, p-value = 0.0001
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Standard Error

0.131 0.000

0.262

Egger test for funnel plot asymmetry:t= 0.99 ,df= 2, p= 0.426

I
-1.00

-0.80 -0.60 -0.40 -0.20 -0.00 0.20 0.40

Standardized Mean Difference

Radial plot

0.0 1.0 20

Xi=1/4v+12

Baujat plot

Fi T
g~
©
) RC
>
O ~
c
o
(]
(&) ~ -
c
(]
2 o 4 4 3 2
£ | | | |
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
Squared Pearson Residual
Standardized Residuals
[V S PP





