Table A2

Study characteristics of included studies on extrinsic object properties

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Object characteristics
	

	Author(s) and year
	Subsample
	n
	Age range (mean)
	Type of property changed
	Conditions
	Object type
	Width/
diameter (cm)
	Hand-object distance (cm)
	Included in meta-analyses on

	Chieffi & Gentilucci (1993)
	Prehension experiment
	8
	20-26
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Cylinder
	1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6
	Near: 7, Far: 17.5
	PV, PA

	Christel et al. (2012)
	–
	11
	(36)
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Small food items
	Not reported
	Near: 30, Far: 50
	MT, PV, PA, TPAP

	Gentilucci et al. (1992)
	Experiment 1
	6
	18-23
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Spheres
	4
	Near: 15, Far: 40
	PV , PA, TPAP

	Gentilucci et al. (1997)
	–
	6
	21-35
	Object placement
	Right vs. left
	Parallelepipeds
	3 and 6
	26
	PV , PA

	Kudoh et al. (1997)
	–
	12
	19-28
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Cylinders
	0.8
	Near: 20, Far: 30
	MT, PV, PA, TPAP

	Mason et al. (2013)

	-
	14 / 16
	4-6 (4.8) /

7-10 (8.5)
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Cylinder
	Individual
	Individual
	MT, PV, PA, TPAP

	Melmoth & Grant (2012)
	Experiment 1
	18
	18-35
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Glue-stick, pill-bottle
	2.4 and 4.8
	Near: 25, Far: 40
	MT, PV , PA

	Michaelsen et al. (2004)
	Healthy controls
	7
	(53)
	Object placement
	Midline vs. ipsilateral side
	Not reported
	3.5
	Individual
	MT, PV, PA

	Roy et al. (2004)
	Healthy controls
	5
	61-67 (64)
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Parallelepipeds
	2 and 4
	Near: 15, Far: 30
	MT, PV, TPAP

	Watt et al. (2003)a
	Age group 1
	14
	5-6 (5.83)
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Rectangles
	2 and 3.5
	Near: 15, Far: 21.5
	MT, PV, PA, TPAP

	Watt et al. (2003)b
	Age group 2
	16
	10-11 (10.75)
	Object distance
	Near vs. far
	Rectangles
	2 and 3.5
	Near: 15, Far: 21.5
	MT, PV, PA


� Results on younger and older participants are merged in the article





