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Figure S4.
Forest plot showing the postoperative pain grade during movement at 24 hours. Subgroup analyses presented according to the QLB type.
The sample size, mean, SDs and pooled estimates of mean difference (MD) are shown.
The 95% CIs are shown as lines for individual studies and as diamonds for pooled estimates.

Favors QLB Favors control

Test of group differences: Qb(3) = 156.32, p = 0.00

Heterogeneity: τ2 = 6.11, I2 = 98.72%, H2 = 78.08

Test of θi = θj: Q(7) = 546.59, p = 0.00

Heterogeneity: τ2 = 16.76, I2 = 99.32%, H2 = 146.46

Test of θi = θj: Q(2) = 292.92, p = 0.00

Heterogeneity: τ2 = 0.16, I2 = 74.84%, H2 = 3.97

Test of θi = θj: Q(2) = 7.95, p = 0.02


