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Fig. 4 Funnel plot for overall efficacy rate
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Testfor overall effect: Z=5.61 (P < 0.00001)

214 HERHE

{A32892016 373 51 57 354 35 57 7.0%
BEhE2014 524 83 34 482 97 34 23%
BEEFR2017 4652 151 80 4212 218 80 9.8%
EfB# (2) 2017 4066 191 44 3703 184 44  093%
Subtotal (95%C7) 215 215 28.4%

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1.27; Chi*= 16.28,df = 3 (P= 0.001 0); P= 82%
Testfor overall eflect: Z=4.69 (P < 0.000 01)

2.1.5 [E g

{a2Bg2014 4409 476 8B 42667 446 86 7.7%
{a32Ag2015 4257 436 44 4319 466 44 6.2%
BEER2017 4997 16 80 4634 158 80 99%
S (2) 2017 4362 193 44 3834 143 44 05%

Subtotal (95% (1) 254
Heterogeneity. 7aw*= 317, Chi*= 49.65,df=3 (P < 0.000 01); = 94%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.79 (P=0.005)

Total (95% C1) 779
Heterogeneity: 7au? = 1.39; Chi*= 76.75,df=13 (P < 0.000 01); P=83%
Testfor overall eflect: Z=8.69 (P < 0.000 01)

Test for subaroun differences: Ch? = 1.49.df= 3 (P= 0.68). 2= 0%

& 7

254  33.3%

779 100.0%

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% C7

Mean Difference

5.79[4.33,7.25] e
372[187,557] ——
3.70[2.36, 5.04] =
2.50(0.97,4.03]
3.94 [2.56, 5.32]

3.80(2.48,5.12) =
1,60 [-3.78, 6.98]
3.67 [2.39, 4.96]

1.90[0.29, 3.51] —
420 [-0.09, 8.49]
4.40[3.82, 4.98] -
2.73[1.95,3.51] o=

3.22[1.88, 4.57]

1.42[0.04, 2.80] .

-0.62[2.51,1.27) i
363[3.14,412)
528 4 57, 5.99] o=
2.62 [0.78, 4.46)

3.31 [2.56, 4.05) L
10 5 0 5 10
Favours [EE4g4H] Favours Ri824H]

BB SE R NE

Fig.7 Forest plot for sensory nerve conduction velocity
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Fig. 8 Forest plot for motor nerve conduction velocity
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