
Mang 2006
Blevins 2007
Akilen 2010
Wainstein 2011
Lu 2012
Sharma 2012
Tangvarasittichai 2015, Sengsuk 2016

Overall
Heterogeneity: τ2 = 45.76, I2 = 60.26%, H2 = 2.52
Test of θi = θj: Q(6) = 13.83, p = 0.03
Test of θ = 0: z = -0.69, p = 0.49
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