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Figure S1. Publication bias. (A) Funnel plot. (B) Egger's test.
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Experimentflontrol Standardised Mean
Study SMD SE(SMD) Total Total Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Chang 2020 -0.3838  0.0492 842 842 | -0.38 [-0.48;-0.29] 11.4%
Fayed 2020 -5.3246 05329 50 20 —— | -5.32 [-6.37; -4.28] 10.9%
Forrester 2009 -0.0808 0.1804 43 108 i ing -0.08 [-0.43; 0.27] 11.3%
Huang 2009 -0.3995 0.1411 105 100 . -0.40 [-0.68;-0.12] 11.3%
Iwasa 2009 -0.9601 0.2641 81 19 -0.96 [-1.48;-0.44] 11.2%
Kukla 2012 0.1351 01944 75 41 0.14 [-0.25; 0.52] 11.3%
Petta 2011 06651 03185 66 12 0.67 [0.04; 1.29] 11.2%
Rasmy 2023 3.5889 06287 20 10 3.59 [2.36; 4.82] 10.7%

Filled: Rasmy 2023 -4.3313 06287 20 10 -4.33 [-5.56;-3.10] 10.7%

Random effects model 1302 1162 -0.78 [-2.46; 0.91] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: = 96%, +#=6.491 2,p <001

Figure S2. Duval and Tweedie trim-and-fill methods. (A) Filled funnel plot. (B) Filled forest plot.



