[bookmark: _GoBack]ONLINE RESOURCE 7.  Effect of CPAP and MAD in mean SF-36 mental health score and physical functioning. There was no statistically significant difference in  mean  (a) mental health subscore (p = .238), nor (b) in mean physical functioning subscore (p = .824) between CPAP and MAD users. 
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Hoekema et al.  2008


Mental health


-2.500


-8.941


3.941


0.447


Lam et al.  2007


Mental health


2.000


-7.526
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0.681


Philips et al.  2013


Mental health


-2.700


-6.999
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Schütz et al.  2013
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0.570
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Study name Outcome Statistics for each study Difference in means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Hoekema et al.  2008 Mental health -2.500 -8.941 3.941 0.447

Lam et al.  2007 Mental health 2.000 -7.526 11.526 0.681

Philips et al.  2013 Mental health -2.700 -6.999 1.599 0.218

Schütz et al.  2013 Mental health 0.570 -18.554 19.694 0.953
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Hoekema et al.  2008


Physical function


1.800


-6.096


9.696


0.655


Lam et al.  2007


Physical function


1.700


-3.444


6.844


0.517


Philips et al.  2013


Physical function


-1.000


-6.268


4.268


0.710


Schütz et al.  2013


Physical function


-2.860


-14.372


8.652


0.626
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Study name Outcome Statistics for each study Difference in means and 95% CI

Difference  Lower  Upper 

in means limit limit p-Value

Hoekema et al.  2008 Physical function 1.800 -6.096 9.696 0.655

Lam et al.  2007 Physical function 1.700 -3.444 6.844 0.517

Philips et al.  2013 Physical function -1.000 -6.268 4.268 0.710

Schütz et al.  2013 Physical function -2.860 -14.372 8.652 0.626

0.364 -2.839 3.568 0.824
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