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Online supplementary appendix C:
Conservative treatment with versus without faecolith:
Forest plot for complications 
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Forest plot for efficacy 



NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.391)

Svensson et al. Ann Surg 2015

Tanaka et al. J Pediatr Surg 2015

Study

Mudri et al. J Ped Surg 2017

ID

0.45 (0.28, 0.73)

0.66 (0.18, 2.44)

0.56 (0.28, 1.13)

0.31 (0.15, 0.66)

RR (95% CI)

100.00

13.24

46.70

%

40.06

Weight

0.45 (0.28, 0.73)

0.66 (0.18, 2.44)

0.56 (0.28, 1.13)

0.31 (0.15, 0.66)

RR (95% CI)

100.00

13.24

46.70

%

40.06

Weight

Test for overall effect: z=3.26, p=0.001

Favours without faecolith(s)  Favours with faecolith(s) 
1.1 1 10

I0074928
Textfeld
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