Study

ID SMD (95% CI)
Sb_high risk :
Bhat 2018 I -0.04 (-0.48, 0.40)
Dash 2016 |- -1.18 (-1.56, -0.80)
Subtotal (I-squared = 93.3%, p < 0.0001) = -0.62 (-1.74,0.51)
1
Sb._low risk :
Burande 2012 —— -1.18 (-1.69, -0.67)
Das 2016 —— : -4.92 (-5.95, -3.89)
Riaz 2012 1 -0.43 (-0.81, -0.05)
Vandeplas 2007 L* -0.31 (-0.60, -0.02)
Vidjeadevan 2018 —_—— I 6.00 (-7.15, -4.85)
Subtotal (l-squared = 97.5%, p < 0.0001) -::_""'___':""___.:1- -2.45(-3.87,-1.03)
: I
LrGG_low risk 1
Aggarwal 2014 - : -5.02 (-5.59, -4.45)
Basu 2007 i * 0.09 (-0.06, 0.25)
Basu 2009_low dose '." -1.69 (-1.93, -1.46)
Basu 2009_high dose * -1.68 (-1.92, -1.44)
Misra 2009 1 * -0.60 (-0.88, -0.32)
Sindhu 2014 : - 0.00 (-0.35, 0.35)
Subtotal (l-squared = 98.9%, p < 0.0001) < -1.46 (-2.48,-0.44)

LrGG_high risk

|

]

1
Agrawal 2017 —— 3.59 (-4.38, -2.79)
Subtotal (l-squared = %, p=.) <> : -3.59 (-4.38, -2.79)

]
Bc_high risk :
Bhat 2018 T -0.22 (-0.66, 0.22)
Lahiri 2015A = -3.12 (-3.63, -2.60)
Lahiri 2015B . - -0.28 (-0.59, 0.03)
Subtotal (-squared = 97.9%, P <0.0001) -:::F:‘.::- -1.19 (-2.85, 0.47)
Bc_ low risk :
Vidjeadevan 2018 — 2.00 (-2.59, -1.41)
Subtotal (I-squared = %, p=.) <} -2.00(-2.59, -1.41)
X 1
Overall (I-squared = 97 9%, p < 0.0001) > .70 (227, -1.14)

NOTE: Weights are from ranaom enects analysis
| |

-7.15 0 7.15
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SDC Figure 8. Risk of Bias for three types of probiotic trials done in India and duration

of diarrhea.



