Revman Plots: Non nutritive sucking child up to 2 yrs

Distress Acute

Std. Mean Difference

Non nutritive sucking No treatment Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD  Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Liaw 2011 {13 1.48 16 55 412 289 55 54.0% -1.58 [1.98,-1.12] —-
Taavoni 2010 a (1) 5.65 1.47 38 837 082 38 46.0% -2.26 [-2.84, -1.68] ——
Total (95% CI) 93 93 100.0% -1.88 [-2.57, -1.18] e
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.19; Chi*= 3.76, di= 1 (P = 0.05); F= 73% 52 51 : 15 é

Testfor overall effect: 2= 527 (F < 0.00001)

Distress Acute + Recovery

Favours Monnutritive suck Favours Mo treatment

Std. Mean Difference

Non nutritive sucking No treatment 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Liaw 2011 218 1.849 55 BFY 334 55 100.0% -1 PO F24,-1.26]
Total (95% CI) 55 55 100.0% AT0[-2.14, 1.26] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 52 51 1 15 é
Testfor overall effect: Z= 7.60 (P = 0.00001) Favours Monnutritive suck Favours Mo treatment
Distress Recovery
Non nutritive sucking No treatment $td. Mean Difference $td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 85% CI
Liaw 2011 (12 0.69 0.7e 55 401 1.78 55 100.0% -2.38 [-2.88,-1.89]
Total (95% CI) 55 55 100.0% -2.39[-2.88, -1.89] e 2
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 52 51 ? 15 é

Test for owerall effect; Z=9.50 {F =< 0.00001)

Favours Nonnutritive suck Favours Mo treatment



