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Supplementary figure 6. Pairwise meta-analysis of 2HPG.
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Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total

Metformin vs. Insulin

Rowan 2008 63 3372 363 54
Niromanesh 2012 533 2531 80 -61.4
Spaulonci 2013 1573 2116 46 -137
Saleh 2016 818 212927 67 794
Ashoush 2016 658 8757 47 -663
Total (95% CI) 603

Heterogeneity: Chi*
Test for overall effect:

254, df = 4 (P = 0.01); I = 68%
20 (P =0.03)

Glyburide vs. Insulin

Langer 2000 61 276 201 62
Anjalakshi 2007 -71.81 20.31 10 -81.92
Lain 2009 67.1 3133 41 671
Mukhopadhyay 2012 -614 17.72 30 -663
Total (95% CI) 282

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.51, df = 3 (P = 0.68); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.81 (P = 0.42)

Glyburide vs. Metformin

Silva 2012 -34.39 17.81 96 -39.11
George 2015 -62.4 38.99 80 -70.8
Nachum 2017 -123 17.08 53 -128

Total (95% CI) 229
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.7, df = 2 (P = 0.68); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.95 (P = 0.05)
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