	Supplementary Material 5: Mean weighted effect sizes for moderator analyses

Table S1. Moderator analysis by linguistic feature for L2 learners

	Linguistic feature
	d [95% CIs] for potential L1 effect 
(k unique samples) 
	d [95% CIs] for no potential L1 effect
(k unique samples)

	Number agreement
	0.30 [0.15, 0.44], (11)
	0.10 [-0.07, 0.26], (10)

	Gender agreement 
	n.a.
	0.22 [0.09, 0.35], (14)

	Subject-object role assignment
	0.31[0.15, 0.47], (19)
	0.28 [0.10, 0.47], (16)

	Relative clause attachment
	0.02 [-0.15, 0.18], (13)
	n.a.

	Reduced relative clauses 
	-0.09 [-0.36, 0.17], (4)
	0.09 [-0.20, 0.38], (4)

	Verb subcategorization 
	0.21 [-0.04, 0.45], (5)
	n.a.

	Tense-aspect agreement
	0.41 [0.10, 0.73], (4)
	0.11 [-0.23, 0.46], (3)

	Wh-dependencies a
	0.25 [0.12, 0.39], (18)
	0.18 [0.01, 0.35], (10)

	Anaphoric agreement
	0.09 [-0.14, 0.32], (6)
	n.a.

	Prepositional relative clause
	0.56 [0.12, 1.00], (2)
	0.44 [0.00, 0.87], (2)

	Direct object-semantic context integration
	0.48 [-0.16, 1.13], (1)
	0.43 [-0.19, 1.06], (1)

	Verb-progressive aspect licensing
	0.16  [-0.24, 0.56], (1)
	n.a.

	Personal versus non-personal direct object
	n.a.
	0.08  [-0.32, 0.48], (2)

	Honorific marking
	n.a.
	-0.06 [-0.55, 0.43], (1)

	Subject-verb inversion
	n.a.
	0.23 [-0.33, 0.78], (1)

	Adverb placement
	n.a.
	0.28 [-0.28, 0.84], (1)

	Regularized / irregularized inflection
	0.48 [0.12, 0.84], (2)
	n.a.

	Causative versus inchoative verbs
	-0.14 [-0.25, 0.53], (3)
	0.23 [-0.16, 0.62], (3)



           Note: a We recognise that wh-dependencies may also involve the assignment of subject and object roles (see, e.g., Juffs, 2005).

















Table S2. Mean weighted effect sizes for potential L1 influence as a function of whether the NHST produced ‘statistically significant or non-significant’ findings.
	Reported according to NHST as statistically… 
	Potential L1 effect
d [95% CIs] 
(k unique samples)
	No potential L1 effect
d [95% CIs] 
(k unique samples)

	significant by subjects and items
	0.66 [0.50, 0.82] 
(13)
	0.71 [0.40, 1.01] 
(4)

	significant by subjects onlya 
	0.55 [0.42, 0.68] 
(17)
	0.51 [0.37, 0.65] 
(14)

	not significant
	0.18 [0.08, 0.29] 
(27)
	0.21 [0.10, 0.32] 
(22)


[bookmark: _GoBack]Note: a No studies reported an effect that was significant by items only for L2 learners. For native speakers, just two studies reported an effect significant by items only (Chan, 2012; Jiang et al., 2011).

