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FIGURES of BIAS ASSESSMENT of the included studies 

 

 
Sup.f ig .1:  Bias assessment  diagram formed af ter  evaluat ing the  s tudies  with RoB-2 tool  

 

 

 

 
 

Sup.f ig .2:  Bias assessment  as  percentage,  af ter  evaluat ing the s tudies  with RoB-2 tool  

 

 

 

 
 

Sup.f ig .3:  b ias  assessment  as  percentage,  after  evaluat ing the  s tudies  with RoB-2 tool  
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Total number of study = 13
Low risk 61,5 84,6 100 100 38,5 23,1
Some concerns 38,5 15,4 0 0 61,5 76,9
High risk 0 0 0 0 0 0



 
 

 

FOREST AND FUNNEL PLOTS 
 

 
Sup.f ig .4:   Forest  plot  of  par t ic ipants’  age (months) 

 

 
Sup.f ig .5:  Funnel  plot  of  par t ic ipants’  age (months)  

 



 
 

 

Sup.f ig .6:  Funnel  plot  about  the  induct ion dose of DEX 

 

 

Sup.f ig .7:  Forest  plot  about  the  need of  addi t ional  dose of  DEX 

 

 
Sup.f ig .8:  Funnel  plot  about  addi t ional  doses  of  DEX 

 



 
 

 

Sup.f ig .9:  Funnel  plot  about  DEX’s fai lure  

 

 

Sup.fig.10: Forest plot of onset time 

 
Sup.f ig .11:  Funnel  plot  of  onset  t ime.  



 
 

 

Sup.f ig .12:  Forest  plot  for  the recovery t ime 

 

Sup.f ig .13:  Funnel  plot  about  recovery t ime 

 

 

Sup.fig.14: Forest plot of total time 



 
 

 
Sup.f ig .15:  Funnel  plot  of  tota l  t ime 

 

 

sup.f ig .16:  Funnel  plot  of  method’s  eff ic iency 

 

 



 
 

 

sup.f ig .17:  Funnel  plot  of  method’s  safe ty 

 

 

 

suppl . f ig .18:  Forest  plot  of  hypotension 

 

 

 

sup.f ig .19:  Funnel  plot  for  hypotension.  

 



 
 

 

suppl . f ig .20:  Forest  plot  of  hypertension 

 

 

sup.f ig .21:   Funnel  plot  for  hypertension 

 

 

sup.f ig .22:  Funnel  plot  for  bradycardia  

 



 
 

 

sup.f ig .23:  Funnel  plot  for  desaturat ion 


