Cinnamomum aromaticum - TG

Intervention Comparator Mean Diff. Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
Mang 2006 33 160.19 139.83 32 153.11 61.95 — 7.08[ -45.79, 59.95] 1.86
Suppapitiporn 2006 20 13645 5128 40 13150 46.24 495[ -20.79, 30.69] 7.84
Blevins 2007 29 9.60 1350 28 16.10 19.10 I -6.50[ -15.06, 2.06] 70.85
Akilen 2010 30 14160 73.46 28 146.91 102.66 — -531[ -51.02, 40.40] 2.49
Wainstein 2011 29 158.00 5550 30 153.80 68.10 —p— 420[ -27.56, 35.96] 5.15
Lu 2012 46 176.56 103.77 20 161.07 77.88 — 1549 -35.33, 66.31] 2.01
Sharma 2012 100 -63.34 243.34 50 87.54 269.85 -150.88 [ -236.57, -65.19] 0.71
Tangvarasittichai 2015, Sengsuk 2016 49 106.20 59.66 50 131.87 61.62 — -25.67[ -49.57, -1.771 9.09
Overall 4 -7.09[ -14.30, 0.12]
Heterogeneity: t° = 0.00, I> = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof 8, =6;: Q(7) = 15.52, p = 0.03 Favors Cinnamomum aromaticum | Favors comparator
Testof 6=0:z=-1.93,p=0.05
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