Intervention vs. Intervention:

EMLA cream vs. 4% lidocaine cream
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EMLA cream vs. Needle-free lidocaine injection system
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EMLA cream vs. EMLA patch
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Intervention vs. Placebo:

Lidocaine iontophoresis vs. Placebo
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Lidocaine/tetracaine heating patch vs. Placebo
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EMLA cream vs. Placebo
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Needle-free lidocaine injection system vs. Placebo
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Vapocoolant spray vs. Placebo

[image: image8.png]vapocoolant spray placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Sul Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

2001ramsookl 6 25 25 55 25 19 113% 0.20 (040, 0.79]

2001ramsook2 4 25 B3 4 25 50 322% 0.00 [0.36, 0.38]

2001ramsook3 2 25 26 3 25 30 144%  -039[083,014

2006Costello 34 2 37 33 25 48 221% 0.04-0.39,0.47]

2008Farion 369 275 40 561 319 40 200%  -064[1.09,-019

Total (95% CI) 191 196 100.0%  -0.15[-0.36,0.05]

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 8.06, df = 4 (P = 0.09); F= 50% N0 = T B 00

Test for overall effect Z=1.50 (P=0.13)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]




Intervention vs. Routine care:

Needle-free lidocaine injection system vs. Routine care
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Buzzy vs. Routine care
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