Cinnamomum aromaticum - HbA1c

Intervention Comparator Mean Diff. Weight
Study N Mean SD N Mean SD with 95% CI (%)
Mang 2006 33 6.83 083 32 6.68 0.70 0.15[ -0.22, 0.52] 14.44
Suppapitiporn 2006 20 7.76 095 40 7.87 0.96 -0.11[ -0.62, 0.40] 11.89
Blevins 2007 29 0.20 0.10 28 0.10 0.20 0.10[ 0.02, 0.18] 18.78
Crawford 2009 55 764 170 54 791 1.50 -0.27[ -0.87, 0.33] 10.42
Akilen 2010 30 7.86 142 28 8.68 1.83 —il— -0.82[ -1.66, 0.02] 7.29
Wainstein 2011 29 8.00 120 30 810 1.10 —— -0.10[ -0.69, 0.49] 10.66
Lu 2012 46 812 099 20 893 1.04 —i -0.81[ -1.34, -0.28] 11.65
Sharma 2012 100 -1.01 6.25 50 1.27 6.38 = -2.28[ -4.42, -0.15] 1.67
Hasanzade 2013 35 890 160 36 8.30 1.30 i 0.60[ -0.08, 1.28] 9.30
Tangvarasittichai 2015, Sengsuk 2016 49 760 3.50 50 8.00 3.10 —a— -040[ -1.70, 0.90] 3.91
Overall <& -0.16 [ -0.45, 0.13]
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.11, I = 68.68%, H” = 3.19
Test of 6= 6;: Q(9) = 25.21, p = 0.00 Favors Cinnamomum aromaticum | Favors comparator
Testof 6=0:z=-1.11,p=0.27
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Random-effects REML model



