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Additional figure 3 – sensitivity analysis
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Study and BMI category Intervention ES (9% CI) Control E5 (95% CI)
Buckingham-Schutt et al 2019 Al —_— 0.39 (0.20, 0.61) —%—  0.75(0.53,0.90)
Daley et al 2019 Al - 0.69 (0.63, 0.74) - 0.65(0.60,0.71)
Jackson etal 2011 Al —— 0.67 (0.59, 0.75) — 067 (0.59, 0.74)
Phelan et al 2011 Al — 066 (0.59, 0.73) —— 0.70 (0.63, 0.77)
Polley et al 2002 Al —_— 0.70 (0.57, 0.82) — 0.70 (0.56, 0.82)
Skouteris et al 2016 All — 0.63 (0.54, 0.71) —— 0.66 (0.58, 0.74)
Smith et al 2016 Al —_— 0.73 (0.50, 0.89) —_— 0.67 (0.43, 0.85)
Bogaerts et al 2013 225 —M—  083(0.73,0.91) —_— 0.78 (0.66, 0.87)
Ferrara et al 2020 225 —— 0.63 (0.56, 0.70) - 078 (0.72, 0.84)
Herring et al 2016 225 —_— 0.74 (0.54, 0.89) ———  0.83(0.64,094)
Kennelly et al 2018 225 — 0.68 (0.60, 0.75) — 0.79(0.72, 0.84)
Liu et al 2021 225 —— 0.80 (0.71, 0.87) —— 0.75(0.66, 0.82)
Phelan et al 2018 225 — 0.71(0.63, 0.79) — 0.76 (0.68, 0.83)
Simmons et al 2017 225 . 0.96(0.93,098) —3 0.96 (0.89, 0.99)
Vesco et al 2014 225 —®—  082(0.69,091) —3¥ 0.95(0.85, 0.99)
Subtotal (12 =95.23%,p = oom<> 0.71(0.63, 0.80) O 0.76 (070, 0.83)

Sublotal (12 =90.70%, p = 0.00)
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