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Figure 2. N = 1000 simulated data-points showing two uncorrelated variables, X and Y, and 
third variable Z, computed from their difference. In panels A and B, these variables are based on 
two normally distributed, but otherwise unbounded distributions. In panels C and D, these 
variables are based on two uniform distributions with bounds of ±5. In both cases, an artifactual 
negative relationship exists between X and Z, because those values are mathematically coupled. 
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Figure 3. (A) Simulated data in which the change in Fugl-Meyer Assessment (FMA) is normally 
distributed around proportional recovery. (B) Simulated data in which the change in Fugl-Meyer 
Assessment (FMA) follows a uniform distribution. In both cases there is an upper bound on 
recovery due to the nature of the FMA (solid black lines), but even when change is random, there 
is a positive slope of � 0.5 (dashed red lines). 
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Figure 4. (A) A single random sample of N=30 FMA scores drawn from our population. The 
regression line (dashed red) has a slope of 0.62, which might suggest proportional recovery 
were it not drawn from a sample of randomly generated data. A diagonal black line with a slope 
of 1 is shown for reference. (B) The sampling distribution of slopes when our simulated 
population was sampled 10,000 times, with replacement, at sample sizes of N=30. (C) 
Contrasting the distribution of sample slopes under the null-hypotheses (dashed black line) and 
the distribution of sample slopes from our simulated population (centered on 0.5; dashed blue 
line). Note that now our observed slope of 0.62 (shown as the vertical red line) is no longer 
statistically significant given the correct distribution (p<0.001 compared against zero; p=0.337 
compared against 0.5).   

 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. certified by peer review)

(which was notThe copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 27, 2020. .https://doi.org/10.1101/19013060doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/19013060
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


35 
 

 

Figure 5. (A) A single random sample of N = 30 participants drawn from a population with 
random change scores. Note the clustering algorithm still classifies participants into what look 
like fitters and non-fitters even when there is no “rule” to which individuals can “fit”. (B) The 
distribution of sample slopes for fitters identified by our clustering procedure when the original 
sample size was N=30. (C) The distribution of sample slopes for fitters identified by our 
clustering procedure when the original sample size was N=373. 
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Figure 6. (A) Pooled empirical data from Hawe et al. shown as a function of baseline Fugl-
Meyer Assessment scores. (B) The same data shown as trajectories for individual participants 
over time. Note that block dots correspond to “fitters” and red dots correspond to “non-fitters” 
in their original classifications. (C) A conceptual model in which the same data are color-coded 
based on quintiles of the baseline scores. Dashed lines show best fitting regression slopes within 
the various subgroups.     
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