Study TE seTE
U 2010 1.00 0.1000
E 2014 2.00 0.2000
X 2004 3.00 0.3000
Y 1995 4.00 0.4000
H 1999 5.00 0.5000

Fixed effect model
Random effects model

Weight

Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (fixed)

L 1.00 [0.80;1.20] 68.3%
e 2.00 [1.61;2.39] 17.1%
— 3.00 [2.41;3.59] 7.6%
‘——  4.00 [3.22;4.78] 4.3%
. —— 5.00 [4.02;5.98] 2.7%

o 1.56 [1.40; 1.72] 100.0%
— 2.94 [1.69; 4.19] —

Heterogeneity: 12 = 97%, 1° = 1.927, p <0.01 !
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Study TE seTE
H 1999 5.00 0.5000
Y 1995 4.00 0.4000
X 2004 3.00 0.3000
E 2014 2.00 0.2000
U 2010 1.00 0.1000

Fixed effect model
Random effects model

Mean Difference

1
1
1
1 H
1
1
1
1

e

0

Heterogeneity: 12 = 97%, 1° = 1.927, p <0.01 !
~4

I
-2

Weight
MD 95%-ClI (fixed)

—— 5.00 [4.02;5.98] 2.7%

4.00 [3.22;4.78] 4.3%
3.00 [2.41;3.59] 7.6%
2.00 [1.61;2.39] 17.1%
1.00 [0.80;1.20] 68.3%

1.56 [1.40; 1.72] 100.0%
2.94 [1.69; 4.19] —

Weight
(random)

18.7%
19.5%
20.2%
20.7%
21.0%

100.0%



Weight  Weight
Study TE seTE Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (fixed) (random)

Y 1995 4.00 0.4000 —'— 4.00 [3.22;4.78] 4.3% 19.5%

H 1999 5.00 0.5000 E . —+— 5.00 [4.02;5.98] 2.7% 18.7%
X 2004 3.00 0.3000 B 3.00 [2.41;3.59] 7.6% 20.2%
U 2010 1.00 0.1000 E 1.00 [0.80; 1.20] 68.3% 21.0%
E 2014 2.00 0.2000 ' 2.00 [1.61;2.39] 17.1% 20.7%

Fixed effect model

Random effects model

Heterogeneity: 12 = 97%, 1° = 1.927, p <0.01 ! ! ! !
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1.56 [1.40;1.72] 100.0% -
2.94 [1.69; 4.19] —— 100.0%
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Weight  Weight

Study TE seTE Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (fixed) (random)
U 2010 1.00 0.1000 1.00 [0.80; 1.20] 68.3% 21.0%
E 2014 2.00 0.2000 s 2.00 [1.61;2.39] 17.1% 20.7%
X 2004 3.00 0.3000 —8— 3.00 [2.41;3.59] 7.6% 20.2%
Y 1995 4.00 0.4000 '\ i—+—  4.00 [3.22;4.78] 4.3% 19.5%
H 1999 5.00 0.5000 : —— 5.00 [4.02;5.98] 2.7% 18.7%
Fixed effect model 0 1.56 [1.40; 1.72] 100.0% -
Random effects model - 2.94 [1.69; 4.19] —— 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 12 = 97%, 1° = 1.927, p <0.01 ! ! ! !
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Estimated Effect Size



Weight  Weight

Study TE seTE Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (fixed) (random)
U 2010 1.00 0.1000 1.00 [0.80; 1.20] 68.3% 21.0%
E 2014 2.00 0.2000 s 2.00 [1.61;2.39] 17.1% 20.7%
X 2004 3.00 0.3000 —a— 3.00 [2.41;3.59] 7.6% 20.2%
Y 1995 4.00 0.4000 » i—+—  4.00 [3.22;4.78] 4.3% 19.5%
H 1999 5.00 0.5000 : —— 5.00 [4.02;5.98] 2.7% 18.7%
Fixed effect model 0 1.56 [1.40; 1.72] 100.0% -
Random effects model - 2.94 [1.69; 4.19] —— 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 12 = 97%, 1° = 1.927, p < 0.01 ! ! ! !
Test for overall effect (fixed effect): z=18.87 (p <0.01) -4 -2 O 2 4
Test for overall effect (random effects): z = 4.61 (p < 0.01)



Source MD (95% CI)

U 2010 1.00 [0.80; 1.20] - [

E 2014 2.00 [1.61; 2.39] il

X 2004 3.00 [2.41; 3.59] .

Y 1995 4.00 [3.22; 4.78] L e

H 1999 5.00 [4.02; 5.98] L

Total (fixed effect) 1.56 [1.40; 1.72] <o :

Total (random effects) 2.94 [1.69; 4.19] _

Heterogeneity: x5 = 143.78 (P < .01), 1°=97% ! ! ! !
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Mean Difference (95% CI)



Weight  Weight Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study TE SE (fixed) (random) 1V, Fixed + Random, 95% CI 1V, Fixed + Random, 95% CI
U 2010 1.00 0.1000 68.3% 21.0% 1.00 [0.80; 1.20] :

E 2014 2.00 0.2000 17.1% 20.7% 2.00[1.61; 2.39] .-

X 2004 3.00 0.3000 7.6% 20.2% 3.00 [2.41; 3.59] | -

Y 1995 4.00 0.4000 4.3% 19.5% 4.00 [3.22; 4.78] P
H 1999 5.00 0.5000 2.7% 18.7% 5.00 [4.02; 5.98] D
Total (fixed effect, 95% CI) 100.0% - 1.56 [1.40; 1.72] ¢ :
Total (random effects, 95% CI) -— 100.0% 2.94[1.69; 4.19] | | f

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.927; Chi® = 143.78, df = 4 (P < 0.01); I° = 97%



