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11.1.1 Taping vs Sham taping
Altmis, H 2018 27.55 18.65 20 38.05 14.14 20 19.6% -0.62 [-1.26, 0.01] —
Anandkumar, S 2014 5 1.3 20 7.5 1.2 20 17.0% -1.96 [-2.73, -1.19] -
Kaya, M. E 2016 3.25 3.24 20 486 3.05 19 19.5% -0.50 [-1.14, 0.14] - &
Kocyigit, F 2015 45 21 21 51 19 20 20.0% -0.29 [-0.91, 0.32] — e
Rahlf, A. L 2018 -0.7 1.2 44 -0.13 1.2 43 23.9% -0.47 [-0.90, -0.04] —
Subtotal (95% Cl) 125 122 100.0%  -0.72 [-1.22, -0.23] N

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.22; Chi? = 13.36, df =4 (P = 0.010); I =70%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.88 (P = 0.004)

11.1.2 Taping vs No taping

Aydogdu, O 2017 337 159 28 487 149 26 242%  -0.96[-1.52,-0.39] ——
Castrogiovanni, P 2016 541 509 22 606 591 22 203%  -1.16[-1.80, -0.51] —
Dhanakotti, S 2015 49 091 15 54 159 15 17.1% -0.38 [-1.10, 0.35] —
Malgaonkar, P.P2014 261 11 20 303 106 20 21.1% -0.38 [-1.01, 0.24] —
Taheri, P 2017 2 113 20 413 23 16 173%  -1.19[-1.91, -0.47] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 105 99 100.0%  -0.82[-1.16, -0.47] \

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi? = 5.66, df =4 (P = 0.23); I> = 29%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.63 (P < 0.00001)
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Test for subaroup differences: Chi2=0.09.df=1 (P =0.76). ?=0%




