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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Overall  (I-squared = 97.9%, p = 0.000)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Overall  (I-squared = 91.1%, p = 0.000)

Yuqi Luo, 2016

BinuParameswaran Pillai, 2015
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Giovanni Cizza , 2014
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Overall  (I-squared = 91.1%, p = 0.000)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Overall  (I-squared = 96.2%, p = 0.000)
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