Revman Plots: Tactile stimulation

Pain

Manual pressure HNo treatment

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup 5td. Mean Difference  SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Chung 2002 -0.71 013 T4 T4 346% -0.71 [-0.96, -0.46] &

Makashima 2013 007 0.08 334 345 361% 0.07 [-0.08, 0.23]

Sparks 2001 (1) -0.53 0.25 33 33 29.4% -0.53[-1.02,-0.04] —

Total {(95% CI) 441 452 100.0% -0.38 [-0.96, 0.21] -‘-—

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.24; Chi*= 28.33, df=2 (P = 0.00001}; F=93% 52 I1 D 1! é

Testfor overall effect Z=1.26 (F=0.21) Favours Manual pressure  Favours Mo treatment
Distress Acute

Tactile stimulation No treatment Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl

Hogan 2014 G643 1.24 B0 B.03 1.32 B0 341% 0.31 [-0.05, 0.67] -

Joze 2012 ivs 105 0 BOT 1.36 o ME% -188F250,-1.27) —&—

Taddio 2014 a 817 1.83 62  B.28 183 A8 341% -0.57 [-0.94,-0.21] ——

Total (95% CI) 152 149 100.0% -0.69 [1.77,0.39] "‘-—

Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.86; Chi®= 38.21, df=2 (P = 0.00001);, F= 95% 52 l1 b ,i é

Testfor overall effect Z=1.25 (P =021}

(without data from study by Hogan 2014)

Favours Tactile stim Favours Mo treatment

Tactile stimulation No treatment Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean S0  Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Hogan 2014 G643 1.24 B0 603 1.32 60 0.0% 0.31 [0.05, 0.67]
Jose 2012 375 1.05 30 BO7 1.36 30 481% -1.88[250,-1.27) —B—
Taddio 2014 a 517 1.83 B2 B28 1493 59 51.9% -0.57 [-0.94,-0.21] ——
Total (95% CI) 92 89 100.0% 1.20[-2.49,0,08] - —
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.80; Chi*=12.98, df=1 (P =00003); F=92% 52 |1 b 15 é

Testfor overall effect £2=1.823 (P=0.07)

Distress Acute (yes/no)

Favours Tactile stim Favours Mo treatment

Experimental Mo treatment Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Taddio 2014 a il 62 a7 A8 100.0% 0.93[0.85, 1.03]
Total {95% CI) 62 50 100.0% 0.93 [0.85,1.03]
Total events i3] ar

Heterageneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect £=140F =016}

Distress Acute + Recovery

05 07 1 15 2
Favours Tactile stim Favours Mo treatment

Tactile Stimulation No treatment 5td. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Taddio 2014 a 25 267 G2 282 275 59 100.0% -0.15[-0.51, 0.20]
Total (95% CI) 62 58 100.0% -0.15[-0.51,0.20]

Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=0.85 (P =040

2 0 1 2
Favours Tactile stim Favours Mo treatment




Distress Pre-procedure (post-intervention)

Tactile stimulation No treatment Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Hogan 2014 132 107 B0 1.23 1.02 B0 a0.2% 0.09[-0.27, 0.44] B E—
Taddio 2014 23 176 B2 1.65 1.21 89 49.8% 0.43[0.07,0.79] —_—a—
Total {(95% CI) 122 119 100.0% 0.25[-0.08, 0.59] ——engll———
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi*=1.72, df=1 (P=018), F= 42% -EI'.S -EI.'25 b D.'25 EI!S

Test for averall effect Z=150(F=013)

Parent Use of Intervention

Favours Tactile stim Favours No treatment

Tactile stimulation  No treatment Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Evenis Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Hogan 2014 59 B0 2 B0 1000%  29.50 [7.55, 115.28]
Total (95% CI) 60 60 100.0% 29.50 [7.55,115.28] e |
Total events a4 2
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable IZI.'IJS sz é 2'0

Testfor overall effect: Z=4 87 (P = 0.00001)

Favours Mo treatment Favours Tactile stim



