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Overall (I-squared = 99.5%, p = 0.000) <E> 0.33 (0.27,0.40) 100.00 lg 4 Ai;&'ﬁisﬁfE EEJEEE!&HIH]H"] Meta ﬁ*ﬁ
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

I
-0.67 0 0.67

Study %
1 EFEAMERRELIL Mot 547 -
7
Zhou (2005) - 0.06(0.05,0.07) 923
Stud: % |
D Y ES(95%Cl)  Weight Wang (2006) - 0.12(0.11,0.43) 923
|
T Huang (2006) - : 0.05(0.04, 0.06) 923
Lu (2003) - 0.25(0.23,0.27) 4.59 i
Zhou (2005) - 0.37 (0.35,0.39) 4.59 Chen (2007) - 0.03(0.01,0.05) 908
Yu (2006) - 0.26 (0.23,0.29) 4.57 o G i S BT -
Mi (2006) . 0.15(0.13,0.17) 4.59 i 250230 H
Wang (2006) L 0.23 (0.22,0.24) 4.61 Wu (2010) —_— 0.06 (0.03, 0.09) 8.85
Huang (2006) -1 0.22(0.19, 0.25) 4.57 !
Liu (2006) |- 039 (0.36,042) 4.57 Yang (2011) i —_ 0.20 (0.18, 0.22) 9.08
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Lu (2003) - 0.03(0.02,0.04)  7.39
Zhou (2005) - 0.04(0.03,0.05)  7.39
Yu (2006) — 0.10 (0.08, 0.12) 6.75
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