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The original version of this article unfortunately contained a mistake. A reviewer had
asked me to reorder the studies in Fig. 3 as alphabetically. However, I think I accidentally
only reordered the study name but not the effect sizes. Thus, Fig. 3 is misleading now. The
corrected figure is given below.
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Fig.3 Forest plot with effect
sizes and 95% confidence
intervals for the comparison
between larger and smaller
fonts in JOLs. Positive effect
sizes indicate that items pre-
sented in larger fonts were
rated with higher JOLs than
items presented in smaller
fonts. The sizes of the squares
in the forest plot are propor-
tional to the weights of the
experiments, which are calcu-
lated as the inverse sampling
variances. RE Model=ran-
dom-effects model
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Ball et al.-2014-2
Blake & Castel-2018-1A

Blake & Castel-2018-18

Blake & Castel-2018-2-congruent framing
Blake & Castel-2018-2-incongruent framing
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Chen et al ~2019-2-congruent framing
Chen et al.~2019-2-control
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Dalot-2018
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Double-2019-3-JOL.

Halamish-2018-1
Halamish-2018-11A
Halamish-2018-2
Halamish-2018-3
Halamish-2018-4
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Hu et al -2015-2
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Kelly-2019-1
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Luna, Albuquerque et al.~2019-1-unrelated
Luna, Albuquerque et al.~2019-2-related

Luna, Albuquerque et al.~2019-2-unrelated
Luna, Albuquerque et al.~2019-3-short setence
Luna, Albuquerque et al.~2019-4-high load
Luna, Albuquerque et al.~2019-4-low load
Luna, Martin-Luengo et al.-2018-1

Luna, Ma
Luna, Martin-Luengo et al.-2018-8
Luna, Martin-Luengo et al.-2018-9
Luna,Nogueira et al.~2019-1
Luna,Nogueira et al.~2019-2
Magoulas—2018
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Miele etal.-2011-2
Mueller et al -2014-1-JOL
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Mueller et al.~2014-4-immediate JOL
Park-2015
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Peynircioglu &Tatz-2019-5-quiet
Price & Harrison-2017-2
Price & Harrison-2017-3
Price etal.~2016-1
Rhodes & Castel-2008-1
Rhodes & Castel-2008-2
Rhodes & Castel-2008-3
Rhodes & Castel-2008-4
Rhodes & Castel-2008-5
Rhodes & Castel-2008-6-standard format
Smith-2019-2
Soderstrom-2012-3
Suetal.-2018-1
Suetal-2018-2a
Suetal-2018-2b
Susser et al -2013~1-mixed
Susser et al -2013-1-pure
Tatz & Peynircioglu-2020-1
Tatz & Peynircioglu-2020-3a
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Tatz & Peynircioglu-2020-5
Tatz et al.-2020-1
Undor & Zimdahl-2019-1
Undor & Zimdahl-2019-2-no chin rest
Undorf & Zimdahl~2019-2-with chin rest
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Undor & Zimdahl-2019-3-belief after test
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Undorf & Zimdahl-2019-4
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Wang, Yang et al.~2020-1
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