Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG
1.1.1 Massage vs. drug
Agbolosu 1997 -0.75 0.82 40 -1.83 0.76 40 25.8% 1.35[0.86, 1.84] — @2@272@~
Aksoylar 1997 39.4 0.7071 50 38.302 0.7375 151 29.5% 1.50[1.15, 1.85] — . 22272 . ?
Sharber 1997 38.1 0.9487 10 38.08 0.6325 10 16.4% 0.02 [-0.85, 0.90] —_— (1T 1 1 T T
Subtotal (95% CI) 100 201 71.7% 1.08 [0.41, 1.74] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.26; Chi? = 9.40, df = 2 (P = 0.009); I> = 79%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.17 (P = 0.002)
1.1.2 Massage+drug vs. drug
Alves 2008 37.5 0.5 52 37 0.6 54 283% 0.90 [0.50, 1.30] —a @27272@@e~
Subtotal (95% CI) 52 54 28.3% 0.90 [0.50, 1.30] e
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.39 (P < 0.0001)
Total (95% CI) 152 255 100.0% 1.05 [0.56, 1.54] -
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.18; Chi? = 12.22, df = 3 (P = 0.007); I = 75% _:2 _:1 3 i é

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.22 (P < 0.0001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 0.21, df = 1 (P = 0.65), I = 0%
Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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