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kP Ez2R T R Y A ) P SUH3E & A2 PubMed . Embase . Central 32 X238 & | Ik £ R R
FZE NG ST ¥ EILE IDA G s RBT R IENE Ao R AR NEE 22021 F4 A268., 02 LR H k24T
Xk i 2k Ao T AR IR, K A Revman 5. 4 544347 Meta 947, R RAMUN I8 EHR ,Meta 3 M4 R R+,
EgwZim, s M 28 (5~6 mg-kg'-d))F & A F48(1 ~2 mg-kg™'-d™)) i £ F R4t F E L (RR=
1.05,95%Cl:0.98~1.13,P=0.19, F=0%) . #o & # F 4 AR 2 20T B % BAK R B 09 & £ & (RR=
0.32,95% CI:0.25~0.40,P<0.001,F=0%). FfiFs%a(WMD=0.40,95%Cl:=1.31~2.10,P=0.65,F
=0%) #= f2 42 % & (WMD=0.10,95% Cl:—1. 28~ 1. 48, P=0. 88, =0%) K -F ik &7 @ , B ILE £ F ¥ L%
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[Abstract] Objective To evaluate the efficacy and safety of different doses iron in the treatment of iron deficiency ane-
mia (IDA) in Chinese children. Methods Clinical research documents on the different doses iron in the treatment of IDA in
Chinese childre was searched from Datebases (CNKI, Wanfang, VIP, PubMed, Embase, Central) from inception to 26 April,
2021. Literature screening and data extraction were carried out independently by two researchers, and meta—analysis was car-
ried out by Revman 5. 4 software. Results A total of 18 literatures were enrolled. There was no significant difference in cure
rate between the high dose group (5-6 mg-kg™'-d™") and low dose group (1-2 mg-kg™"'-d™") (RR=1.05, 95% Cl:0.98 ~ 1. 13,
P=0.19, F=0%). Compared to high dose iron, low dose of iron could significantly reduce the incidence of adverse drug reac-
tions (RR=0.32, 95% ClI:0.25-0.40, P<0.001, F=0%). There were no significant differences in changes of serum ferritin
(WMD=0. 40, 95% CI:=1.31-2.10, P=0.65, F=0%) and hemoglobin (WMD=0.10, 95% CI: -1.28-1.48, P=0.88, F=
0%) between the two groups. Conclusion Low dose of iron (1-2mg-kg™'-d™") has the same cure rate as high dose iron (5-
emg-kg™-d™), and could reduce the incidence of adverse reactions significantly. However, due to the shortcomings of the cur-
rent clinical research design, it still needs high—quality clinical evidence for verification.

[Key words] low dose iron; iron deficiency anemia; children; efficacy; safety
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(iron deficiency anemia, IDA) & i T & gk = (i
2T A U8/ 171 5 | A A — ol /)N 4 A1 € 3R PR 3T
I, S JLEE T R UL —Ff . 7E 201048, 23Kk 4T
MR 32, 9%, F R O IDA, Herp 5 % LUR
JLE MR #2016 -2 BRE AT ST,
R B I A2 B TP Y R R R R 2
O UEHE R I, gk al s L2 A KR F  E A
RE A A WREshEEe” . HErg
X IDA BGITBR T B R oh, T2 BUZ b su gk
R ARG ANE T 8 o 5 R B A B R, JLE
WA, AR, VF 2 T8 X /N B R RNR 7
IDA (7RO 2 A VEET T RIFSE  AH A v e 4
PR OIS 1E . AR H e RGP AT
FV RN G T R L SR BT 10 AT AR 2 4
P, DU A il R B 24 S (e 40

1 AREFE

1.1 &R

AR AN [ 70 e (4 R 006 T T L 2 st Ak v
B A B A ak e 4 9 SCRREEA T 0 M o S AR
1 : OBEHLGT IS ; @B LA <18 % 2 Wi ) IDA;
QBG5S W2 < 130 20 42 32 AR i kR IR T L ot
1 ~2mg-kg™-d™, KR H 45 245 50 W] B 24 %
WRAH HE 32 = M S B RNR YT, BRC R 4 ~ 6 mg-kg™'-d ™,
Frek g H 2452 ; AR Ak 36 20 B4 TR A% .
L7 R A 1 (serum ferritin, SF) IR YT 1T J5 K L L4
# H (hemoglobin , Hb) ¥ 7 Fif J& K~ 2 B 20 &
A= QP AL YT R — 20 ©6 0 bR Sy I 2T
KPR IEH K- HEBR bR : Q25 H 198 1
B e 2k 0L 5 @3 56 21 2 2 AR K A BT o
2 5 iR 56 21 A6 HE 204 AN [R] 25 40 s DR i3 FH 2
JrfE; O R KRN SCHK .

1.2 FHik

1.2.1 ®FFFE HHEHKEEDEMM 7078
4k 5 rh SCRE B R A SCECHE R PubMed |
Embase . Central Fe SCECHE FE o K 2% B PR A 2 7% 3]
20214F 4 1 26 H o LUJLFE G4t 23 1l A ok 3
R | F R ds A R B AT e iR L TRk

F 2 Bk M 3T i AND (/N JLOR JLE OR L)
AND | & , % 3C Kz % X B iron deficiency anemia
(Title/Abstract) AND dose (Title/Abstract) AND
(allchild Fillter) o 2 = /N JLERERPE A 1 or JLE
BRI and () , T TR RP A CER 2%
iR
1.2.2 XEAEEFRTRHRE o 2 A PFEH 5y
TESCHR , B 25 5 o i A 1 SRR i el 1523 4 SRk H K
T HEBR W] AT S O AP HERIBIEY , B 52 4 Sk
4230 W E AT B ARERY SCHR o X T A5 s o 1 B4~ F
R BRI BT AP I BORHRE R AT BORHE IR, N2
RS —AEE MR RS FEA S SBILERE T R
it o BRI T AR SRR AR . X TR R AR R
IO HE RO R U A S BSORT S SR, % T
SF A HB 35 BERHE O A E bR ifE 22 B 2, X T )5
SCERHEIE 2 i A B (D 07 850 B B AR 4 Wan
SR E 1 T Bk A I I i 22 B
1.2.3 REWFM  MH%R M Jadad fERXTH AN
FERY T B A o i AT VRO, A EE 4 AN E A, e ol
BEBLIT 50 0 77 (FE 25 0 2 50 NS RN 1 4 N6 Y
043 ) s 4y Be B (16 24 R 243, ANE RN 1 40, AR
04y BHIEE SN 255, NIEREN 5, 1Y
9053 ) s Hch SR (R 1 0, AR 043) .
1~ 7550 ~ 30 MRS, 4 ~ 7 50 N i R
=5,
1.3 ZitHiE

% RevMan 5. 4 B #E47 Meta 730 M7 o THECH
BHARRHAN B RN & AR HIE K L (RR) F195%
AL XA CCDAE R it o T i BORER FH A 44
22 (WMD) H195% CIHE N RN £ o R T P A 56 1 P
EX A BIWFFEREA T S BUE 3 # , #5 P>0. 1, P<50%,
PR BT TCGE v S o, SR I A5 AR 8 73
BT 75 LR P B AL AN AR 3 3o AR U 5 o A B 5
AT RUBNE 3T LIV Meta 0 T 45 SRIROETE . )
AR ZH 53 B, i 3 e 2H A [R]) 25 1) (B TR IF.
Bk, B 7T MR AR BRI ) R X 2047 43 )2 40 b, AR
Ty 2 1) 1) S o PR A AT R D A o R s < 1L
B ke el e o
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5 ARARAHERAE SR 0 A 8 R
2 #ZR 2.2 MNFFZRYEHE
2.1 —fiER BILAFIE R 0. 5~14 % VT 3 5 BBF53L 8

WG IR AGAH G SCHR 557 F L 258 5 K15 372 5
SCHR , D] 152 SC AR B 400 0 i AR AT 68 F , B 136 42 3C

%[7—8,12.15—17.21,240 1&%%%@?%%{[3@@{*%7%,5%
FIIRER MR AT 73 7 3 SR AR 53t 3
BRI AR TR o MOk A RO &

F1 YA FEAFFE
WHoE 4??2% AEIS (T/C) T Xof BR A it ﬁjﬁ e SEET a

WM 20127 30/30 18.4(6~36)H/ BMRHL1 mg-kg'-d”,qd MR 6 mg-kg'-d', 8 DR2O@
18.4(6 ~ 36) /] qd

BOEE 201270 38/38 2~9%/ IR 1 mg-kg-d™,qd R 6 mg-kg'-d", 12 OO®@
2~9% tid

22/NE 20147 46/46 3.2(2~6)%/ W41 mg-kg™-d”,qd W4k 6 mg-kg'-d"', 8 D@
3.2(2~6)% tid

HaEE 20177 29/29 (12.1+6.4)H/  BRERWAK 1 mg-kg™'-d™',qd B 6 mg-kg”'-d”", 4 OO
(22.5+6.6) H tid

ik 20051 49/49 (3.0£0.21)%/  BERLELT mg-kg'-d™, qd BRI E 6 mg-kg'-d”', 8 D@
(3.1x0.27) % tid

JKWESE 2015 33/33  (18.43+4.64) A/ HEREY1 mg-kg”-d™, qd MR A6 mg-kg'-d"', 8 DRAO@
(17.25x4.17)A qd

A% 20049 31/36 0.67 ~14%/ WOk A 2 mg-kg'-d ™', bid W DIR R 6 mg- 8 D@
0.67 ~14% kg™ +d™, tid

AR 20071 36/42 0.67 ~13%/ W R EL 2 mg-kg'-d ™', bid D REk 6 mg-kg - 4 OQ®
0.67~13% d™,tid

BRLE 2015 60/60 (5.7+2.6)%/ WO AR AW 2 mg kg -d”,  H BRI R ER 8 @
(5.7£2.6) % qd 6 mg-kg™'-d™,tid

ERES 2018 44/44 (155+1.2)H/ HEASRHIRE 2 mg-kg'-d”,bid  HAIRHIREK S mg- 12 ©2
(15.3x1.6)H kg™'-d™',bid

BEEEYEAE 2019 40/40 (18.54+2.33) A/ B MIGIREREN 2 mg-kg - ST IR SRR 8 O2B®
(19.09+2.24) H d™,bid, A5 d, &2 d 5mg-kg'-d™', tid

A% 20181 57/57 (4.88£0.74)%/ B ITMIMGRRER A 2 mg-kg ' 5277 MR IR R R I 8 OO
(4.35+0.87)% d™,bid, A5 d, &2 d 5 mg-kg'-d™', tid

A 2019 26/24  (1.2520.39)%/  E I MISBREKEIEN 2 mg-kg™ - S MO R S 8 DOB®®@
(1.29+0.32)% d™,bid, #H5 d,[[Ek2 d 5mg-kg'-d™,tid

PEiE4E45 201517 67/66  (1.2+0.9)%/ ST MR ER BRI 2 mg kg - 5275 MR IR R W A 8 DB®W
(1.320.5)% d™,bid, %5 d,[AEk 2 d 5mg-kg'-d,tid

¥k 20162 31/31 0.5~7%/ A2 Ty WA TR R BRI 2 mg kg™ - B M TR R e 2% 8 DO
05~7% d',bid,#EH 5 d, A8k 2 d 5 mg/(kg-d),tid

EISPHE 20207 30/30 (1.3220.40)%/  BRMRW MK 2 mg-kg'-d™',bid, % iz WA 5 mg- 10 O23®
(1.50+0.49) % 5 d,EEk2d kg™'-d™,tid

KW 2012 70/68 0.5 ~6%/ SRR BR BRI 2 mg kg - ST MG R Bk B I 8 O@
0.5~6%/ d”.,bid,#EM5d &2 d 5mg-kg"'-d™,tid

BAHERHk 2013 54/54 0.5~3%/ MR Bk 4k B BN 3 mg-kg ™' MR B 4t B BEHK 8 L2
05~3% d™, bid, [H& 1 d 5 mg-kg™"'-d™,tid
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A ARG PGRGYT LB SRR ST A S AN Ve i R G

25120 AW R B P IL P 225 25 5 d Lk 2 do ik

&2 YPAITERY TP

SRR HGBETE 2 4 1~2 mg-kg ™ -d ™, R IEAL ik wgg  POURIL O L, MRS Jadad
SN g . PP R 1B 1
R IR A D 56 mg-kg - fpp IO BRL B W
LR '
1o ) AR 2 TR N 8 ~12 ., N ~
oA . RTS8 ~12 8. THELE 1, L BE 20125 1 1 1 1 4
2.3 WAHRNERFH whm20t4 1 1 1 1 4
fif ek B (% Jadad 5 RPFM A ARIBESE . A L 2017 0 0 o0 1 1
(W58 4 S B AL D5 v (B R o3 A TR BEAIL 7 I 2005 1 1 1 1 4
RO, R RS, A 2015 oo
N \ P . TR 2004 2 1 1 1 5
SIOTSEANA TR SR Y, RS ST Jadad 153 e
P IR 20071 2 1 1 1 5
4~50r. WK WHLE 20151 0 0o 0 1 1
2.4 BHESM AL 2018 2 11 1 5
2. 4. 1 7&.@1% ;j\: 13 Iﬁﬁﬂ:%”ig' 11-14, 16, 18, 20-22, 241%& ﬁiﬁiiﬂi% 2019[3j 2 1 1 1 5
N . . ™ 25 ke £ [14]
T BN R ORI AR e, 3k TR 2018 2 oo 5
- P 20191 2 1 1 1 5
1031 AU ARAGAL521 B Bl i st0 ). TR0
. R N PEVE RSy 2015 0 0 0 1 1
Meta SMBF 45 SR TR DR AL LB R ) s
N IV NN — -
gt it 2 & X (RR=1.05, 95%Cl: 0.98~1.31, P= 4y 2020 1 T . 4
0.19, F=0%) o WA Hras R o  FER B ER  skFms 20122 T 1 4
Zj (711 16. 18 zw—zz]ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁgﬂj& 14, 20, 24] ,{E& BXFHERE 2013124 0 0 0 1 1
i R AR L, 22 S BTG B L A1
{58 =xd )i Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed. 95% Cl M-H. Fixed. 95% CI
1.1.1 EigIrEk
22014 42 46 40 46 11.2% 1.051[0.91,1.21] N
LRRLE 2012 23 30 21 30 59%  1.10[0.81,1.49] —
akilg 2015 23 33 24 33 70% 0.92 [0.68, 1.24] T T
=20 2020 18 30 16 30 4.5% 1.13[0.72,1.79] I
ik 2005 45 49 43 49 12.0% 1.07 [0.94,1.21] 5] o
Eh3Em 2017 14 29 14 29 3.9% 1.07 [0.64,1.79] FE——
Subtotal (95% CI) 217 217 443%  1.05[0.95,1.16] -
Total events 167 189
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.02, df= 5 (P = 096), F= 0%
Test for overall effect; Z=0.95 (P = 0.34)
1.1.2 B HERER ELERER
B 20148 23 40 14 40 4.2% 1.53[0.95, 2.48] 7]
= 2018 48 &7 46 &7 128%  1.04[0.88,1.24] o
HHE 2016 14 ki 14 il 3.9% 1.00[0.58,1.73]
FHTRRE 2013 40 54 41 a4 11.4% 0.981[0.78,1.21] T [T
Subtotal (95% CI) 182 182 32.3%  1.08[0.94,1.24] -
Total events 125 116
Heterogeneity: Chi*=3.08, df=3 (P=0.38), F= 3%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.05 (P =0.25)
1.1.3 Hith
FIIEE 2018 34 44 N 44 8.6% 1.101[0.85,1.41] P VSO
TS 2007 an 42 26 36 7.8% 0.99[0.75,1.31] S R
SFiEEs 2004 25 36 23 kil £.9% 0.94 [0.64, 1.26] R —
Subtotal (95% CI) 122 111 23.3% 1.01 [0.87,1.19] .
Total events a9 a0
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 068, df=2{(P=071), F=0%
Test for averall effect Z=0.16 {P = 0.87)
Total (95% CI) 521 510 100.0% 1.05[0.98,1.13] »
Total events 381 385
Hetarogenaeity, Chif=4.74, df=12 (F=0.97); F= 0% DIS DIT 155 é
Test for overall effect Z=1.31 (P=0.15) Favous E%‘E] Favours.[{&ﬁllgl

Test for subaroun differences: Chi®=0.33. df= 2 (P = 0.85). F= 0%

B WALEFIR AR Meta 737 2R AR IA]
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RR=1.05(95% CI:0.95 ~1.16, P=0. 34, '=0%) FlI
RR=1.08(95% Cl:0.94-1.24,P=0.29,F=3%) . 4
RILE .

2.4.2 MBFLKEAREFER 7m0
fIE TR GRS R ERNA T IDART LS SFK
SEAREAE O, 2 525 B L AR S 4 264 1], R i
41261 . Meta s 4 o , Aok SF/KFJr i
2 41 JA] He# C B 3 22 5 (WMD=0. 40,95% Cl:—1. 31
~2.10,P=0.65,F=0%) . W45 Hr&s 58 Won , 7E6
PR R ZE 710 2 R A R A R R e I A7 AR
e 5 AR T, 22 R TeG T L, e
WMD=-0.96, 95% CI: —3.46 ~1.55, P=0. 45, F=

0%) Fl WMD=1.57,95%CI: —0. 76-3. 89, P=0. 19,
F=0%. ZHRIE 2,

2.4.3 MAZAREFR T 1mp o2
38 7R B R 5 R B EGRNAYT IDATIT S HB K
AR A, 2916 Bl B L IR 4 466 191, =
2 450 6], Meta 3 HT 45 R WoR  7E8GE HB K5
THT, W9 2 [A) bE 3% G 8 3 25 5 (WMD=0. 10, 95% ClI:
—1.28~1.48, P=0.88, '=0%) . W41 % ¥r &5 % &
TN TE B TR IV K 270 R A T b Ak TR R e K
g GG S e AR AR L, 22 R TSI
E L, 4y 9 WMD=-0. 45, 95%Cl: —2.50 ~
1.60, P=0. 67, F=0% HI WMD=1. 54,95%Cl: -0. 52

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

TERIE SilE

Study or Subaroup Mean SD Total Mean SO0 Total Weight
1.2.1 e

2B 2012 §122 1102 20 423 1158 30 8.0%
g 2015 §122 1102 23 &23 1158 33 08%
#a{PE 2012 s7.71 1048 238 B1.02 1073 38 128%
Eif 2020 6044 833 30 5923 G0 30 149%
Subtotal (95% CI) 134 131 46.4%

Heterogeneity: Chi®=1.87, df=3{P = 0.60); = 0%
Testfor overall effect. Z=0.75 {F = 0.45)

1.2.2 BA i R

EEW 2019 BO0A3 913 40 5872  BE3 40 19.2%
PR 2015 59.02 10749 67 4653 1062 BE  22.0%
FaE 2019 6044 934 26 68323 BO6 24 125%
Subtotal (95% CI) 133 130 53.6%

Hetetogeneity: Chi®=0.38, df=2 {P=083); F= 0%
Testfor averall effect Z=1.32 (P=0.159)

Total {95% CI) 264
Heterogeneity: Chi®=4.34, df= 6 (F = 0.63), F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 046 {F = 0.65)

Testfor subaroun diferences: Chif=2.09. df=1(F=015.1"= 52.2%

B2 PLLEFH I PR H GRS LAY Meta 0 BT AR AR K]

261 100.0%

-1.08 [6.80, 4.64] —h
-1.08 [6.54, 4.39] ——
-3.31 [8.08, 1.46] —E—
1.21 [3.20, 5.62] ——
-0.96 [-3.46, 1.55] <+

0.81 [-3.08, 4.70] i
243 1.21,6.07] T
1.21 362, 6.04] T

1.57 [0.76, 3.89]

0.40 [1.31, 2.10]

20 0 0 10 20
Favours [S3I2] Favours HEFHIE]

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Mean Difference
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

LS SRlE

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
1.3.1 e

R 2012 3402 796 30 3556 B85 30 105%
g 2015 3402 782 33 3EEE 28T 3T 115%
SR HE 2012 3184 779 38 HME7 816 30 14.8%
=5 2020 274 827 30 61 8948 30 54%
Subtotal (95% CI) 131 131 452%

Heterageneity: Chi*= 116, df= 3 (P =0.76), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z= 043 (F=067)

1.3.2 BB L EATE

HEEW 2014 27TFT 1034 40 2622 104 40 8.8%
EEE 2015 302 1246 B7 278 125 BE  10.6%
2k 2012 a4 1118 70 281 12.98 B2 11.6%
P 2019 274 929 268 2611 9.5 24 T0%
R 2013 28 1345 54 2T 1473 94 BT%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 257 252 447%

Heterageneity: Chi*= 019, df=4 (P =1.00); F=0%
Testfor averall effect Z=146 F=014)

1.3.3 Hith
IS 2007
ShiEs 2004

423 1325 42
G6.4 1338 38

Heterageneity: Chi*= 0.00, df=1 (P =1.00) F=0%
Testfor averall effect Z=1.71 (P =0.09)

Total (95% CI) 466
Heterageneity: Chi*= 657, df=10 (P =0.77); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=015(F = 0.88)

Testfor suboroun differences: Chi= 822 df=2 (P=0071. F=61.7%

B3 WAL LA UGS B Meta 20 BT 2R bk ]

461 1322 IE 5%
G0.2 13.58 ki 4.5%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 78 67 10.0%

450 100.0%

-1.54 [5.80, 2.77]
-1.54 [6.61, 2.59]
017 [-3.42, 3.76]
1.30 [-3.45, .05]
0.45 [-2.50, 1.60]

|

-

166 3.1, 6.21]
230 1,94, B.54]
1.30 274, 5.34]
1.28 [-3.93, 6.51]

1.00 [-4.32, B.32]
1.54 [0.52, 3.60] el

-3.80 [9.69, 2.09] i
SIEDFI0.28 268 20— —
-3.80 [-8.16, 0.56]

-10 10

0.10 [-1.28, 1.48] *
0

-5 g
Favours [EHIE] Favours [EHIE]
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A, A ANFGREBGIAT T L SR T A R A2 e R R SN

~3.60,P=0.14,P=0%. 45K 3,
2.5 FRREEZ4ER

18 WUF 5 S 4 1 1 AR 2 0] 5 v ) B R AN
KRN & A L 1548 4 BB L AR 2
78215, 4 766 . A TG 5 BRI AR G Y
AN RN, B K K R L AREGR .
Meta 73 Hr 46 5 7R, A5 o 2k R 2 AN R sy & A 38
AR T 4 (RR=0. 32,95%CI: 0. 25 ~ 0. 40,
P<0.001, F=0%) . MEZH 73 Hr&h R WoR , 7650 02 W2k
g g gy M) Bk R OBK Bk OB 3K
gie e e IR A AN RN B A AR
AT ) B R A [ 4390 (RR=0. 28,95% Cl:

Risk Ratio
M-H. Fixed, 95% CI

0.16~0.49,P<0.001, '=0%)f1(RR=0.41,95% CI.
0.29~0.58,P<0.001,F=0%). ZiHEWK 4,
2.6 BIEMESH

Xof i A 445 Jmy i s 2 o AR 5 5 B A B 5 R A T B
JEME S BT, 25 2 SR I AT 45 R R bR ) meta 43 BT 45
2.7 EFRRHE

X 485 Je 6 A AR 2 42 500 0T L v 7] B R IR T 3R
L S22 A IR R SFUHB RIS R & A
43 FH RevMan 5. 4 2 il s <1 B 54T & e 175 43
Mo S5HWRXTTAS R &R, 534 T I M
M%) BIF 58 AS KB, 3278 AT BE A7 7 & 3R D Ay o 45
LI 5.

Risk Ratio
M-H. Fixed, 95% CI

LR =% 41

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

[HiivR 157
R 2014 3 45 10 46 4.4%
FrARfE 2012 a 30 2 30 11%
ol 2015 2 33 fi 33 DA%
AR HE 2012 2 38 a 38 3.8%
EHF 2020 2 a0 a 3o 38%
ek 2005 3 44 q 48 3.9%
Ogmg 2017 2 24 a 8 3.8%
Subtotal (95% CI) 255 255  22.4%
Total events 14 a1
Heterageneity: Chi®= 025 df=6 (P =1.00), F=0%
Test for averall effect Z=4.48 (P = 0.00001)

BhimigaEk b
EE 2014 3 40 14 40 A.1%
FEELE 2014 A BY 24 A 10.5%
afFEAn 2012 3 To 12 5k a.3%
F=E 2018 3 a7 10 ar 4.4%
1% 2016 2 H 7 M 3.0%
AR 2019 2 25 q 24 41%
EeaneHE 2013 9 a4 23 a4 10.0%
Subtotal (95% CI) 345 340 434%
Total events a7 L]
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.88, df= 6 {(FP=0493) F=0%
Testfor averall effect Z=6.53 (P = 0.00001)
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