Figure 1: Pooled Estimate in SMD Units

Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
2.1.1 SGRQ
Eaoxall 2004 58 118 23 14 133 24 BE% 0.34 [0.23, 093] I
Chlumsky 2001 407 1876 13 427 149.2 6 3.9% -0.01 [-0.97, 0.98] E— E—
Engstrom 194949 -0.3 173 26 -0.5 162 24 70% 0.01 F0.594, 0.57] I
Finnerty 2001 43 1322 24 22 14 25 BA% 0.51 [0.06, 1.08] T
Ringhaek 2000 21 149 17 2217 19 B1% -0.01 [-0.66, 0.64] 1
2.1.2CRO
Eehnke 2000 148 0r 18 -00F 14 18 42% 2080117, 2.99 —
Cambach 2004 1.04 0 18 001 07a g 41% 1148022, 2.09 -
Goldstein 2004 043 0492 0 -013 074 am 81% 0.BE[0.21,1.11] —
Gosselink 2000 067 1.02 34 01 1M 28 T4% 0.72[020,1.23] —
Griffiths 2000 0.ar 1 43 -015 04 91 9.6% 117 [0.86,1.49] —-
Guell 1984 0&a 1M 29 -018 1.04 7 BEA% 1.11 [0.548,1.68] —
Guell 19583 0.4a 088 18 -0.3 047 17 58% 0.r9[010,1.48 E—
Hernandez 2000 0.86 1 20 014 1.03 17 E0% 0.69[0.03,1.36] ——
Simpson 19492 086 1.26 14 013 1.1 14 52% 0.60 016, 1.36] T
Singh 2003 081 075 20 01 063 20 BO0% 1.11[0.44,1.78] —
Wijkstra 1994 08 083 28 0or¥ 082 15 B1% 087 [021,1.57] E—
Total (95% Cl) 429 300 100.0% 0.73[0.49, 0.96] L 2
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.13; Chi*= 3582, df=14 (P =0.002); F= 58% 52 51 o 15 é

Testfor overall effect Z=6.04 (P = 0.00001)
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