Experimental Control Standardized Mean Difference

Study Total Mean  SD Total Mean SD ) SMD 95%—-Cl W(fixed) W(random)
Bhawna 2012 25 3.721308 25 7.20 1.732 —— -2.23 [-2.95; -1.51] 5.6% 7.9%
Celebi N 2014 30 7.10 8400 30 12.90 8.700 n o -0.67 [-1.19; -0.15] 10.5% 8.7%
Elokda 2015 40 3.50 1.000 40 6.00 2.000 5 -1.57 [-2.07; -1.06] 11.3% 8.8%
Hwang WJ 2013 28 2501852 28 5.00 3.704 S -0.84 [-1.39; -0.29] 9.5% 8.6%
Kavak Akelma 2014 16 5.00 1.100 16 10.00 2.700 — -2.36 [-3.29; —1.44] 3.3% 6.9%
Lee MH 2014 20 3.70 3.200 20 6.60 4.000 —-—'— -0.78 [-1.43; -0.14] 6.9% 8.2%
Moon YE 2011 27 2501852 27 5.00 3.704 —— -0.84 [-1.40; -0.28] 9.2% 8.6%
Sultan 2015 30 1.75 0570 30 245 0.810 . -0.99 [-1.52; -0.45] 9.9% 8.7%
o
<
Collard V 2007 30 9.15 4270 27 23.78 54.770 —'— -0.38 [-0.91; 0.14] 10.4% 8.7%
Lépez—Alvarez S 2012 30 0.00 1481 30 5.00 1.481 —+— gy -3.33 [-4.13; —-2.53] 4.5% 7.5%
Said—Ahmed 2009 30 9.56 3.540 30 16.53 8.820 - -1.02 [-1.56; —0.48] 9.8% 8.7%
Valjus 2005 25 140 0.800 25 1.50 0.900 e -0.12 [-0.67; 0.44] 9.3% 8.6%
©
—
Fixed effect model 331 328 Q -1.06 [-1.23; -0.89] 100% -
Random effects model <> -1.21 [-1.66; —-0.77] - 100%
Heterogeneity: I-squared=85.2%, tau—squared=0.5199, p<0.0001 5:
| | | |

-4 -2 0 2 4
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Supplemental Figure 3. Stratified data evaluating the effect of intraoperative esmolol on postoperative VAS pain scores compa



