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Characteristics of studies
Characteristics of included studies
Biederman 2007b

Methods

Participants

Interventions

Outcomes

Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents” The Cochrane Library (2016)

Risk of bias table

Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
judgement PP Jucg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Borcherding 1990
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents” The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Bias ;;\Jl:it::r:lsent Support for judgement
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Coghill 2013
Methods

Participants

Interventions

Outcomes
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Risk of bias table

Authors’
Bi forj
ias [anant Support for judgement
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Coghill 2014
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Bias ﬁ::::en t Support for judgement
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Donnelly 1989
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents” The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
judgement PP ludg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
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Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Findling 2011
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents” The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
judgement PP Judg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Giblin 2011
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Bias ;;\Jl:it::r:lsent Support for judgement
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
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Nemzer 1986

Methods

Participants

Interventions

Outcomes

Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents” The Cochrane Library (2016)

Risk of bias table

. Authors’ .
Bias Support for judgement
: judgement upp Judg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Ramtvedt 2013
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
! judgement upPP judg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Sharp 1999
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents” The Cochrane Library (2016)

Risk of bias table
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Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
judgement PP Judg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Shekim 1986
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Bias ;;\Jl:it::r:lsent Support for judgement
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Wigal 2009a
Methods
Participants
Interventions
Outcomes
Notes See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane Library (2016)
Risk of bias table
Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
judgement PP ludg
Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
Blinding of participants and personnel Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
(performance bias) Library (2016)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)
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Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)

Selective reporting (reporting bias) Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)

Other bias Unclear risk See Punja et al "Amphetamines for aDHD in children and adolescents" The Cochrane
Library (2016)

Footnotes

Summary of findings tables

Additional tables

Data and analyses

1 Amphetamines versus placebo

‘ Outcome or Subgroup Studies Participants | Statistical Method Effect Estimate
1.1 Total ADHD symptom score - parent ratings |3 514 Std. Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% Cl) -0.69 [-1.36, -0.03]
1.3 Total ADHD symptom score - 8 745 Std. Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% Cl) -1.23 [-1.81, -0.65]
clinician/investigator ratings
1.4 Total ADHD symptom score - teacher ratings| 2 68 Std. Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% Cl) -0.80 [-1.29, -0.30]
1.5 Oppositional behavior - parent rated (ODD |1 Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% Cl) -3.50 [-4.60, -2.40]
behavior)

1.7 Quality of lfe |1 | 309 | Mean Difference (v, Random, 95% Cl) |-0.10 [-3.26, 3.06]
1.8 Severe adverse event 6 880 Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% ClI) Not estimable
1.17 Decreased appetite B 1149 Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% ClI) 6.19[1.34, 28.63]

‘ 1.18 Insomnia/trouble sleeping |5 | 1149 |Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% ClI) |4.54 [1.81,11.41]
1.22 Anxiety/nervousness 1 68 Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% ClI) 1.14[0.47, 2.80]
1.24 Dropped out due to an adverse event B 1176 Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% ClI) 2.02[0.84, 4.86]

Figures

Figure 1 (Analysis 1.1)

Amphetamine Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Biederman 2007h 186 &858 213 343 345 7@ 3T2% -0.29 [-0.55,-0.02] —
Coghill 2013 28.69 17.56 98 48.51 18 103 367% -1.17 [-1.47,-0.87] ——
Memzer 1986 13.249 6.4 14 17.21 B2 14 261% -0.60 [-1.36, 0.16] s —
Total (95% CI) 325 189 100.0% -0.69 [-1.36, -0.03] e~
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.29; Chi*=18.41, df=2 (P =0.0001}; = 88% 52 51 b 15 é

Test for overall effect, 2= 2.05 (F=0.04)

Favours amphetamine Favours placebo

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.1 Total ADHD symptom score - parent ratings.

Figure 2 (Analysis 1.4)

Amphetamine Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Dannelly 1989 78 31 20 109 38 20 430%  -0.88[1.53,-0.22 ——
Memzer 1986 3022 184 14 4356 186 14 42.0% -0.69 [-1.46, 0.08] —a—7
Total (95% CI) 34 34 100.0% -0.80[-1.29, -0.30] et
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi*= 013, df=1 (P= 072, F= 0% 52 51 5 15 é
Testfor overall effect: 2= 3.15 (P = 0.002) Favours amphetamine Favours placebo

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.4 Total ADHD symptom score - teacher ratings.

Figure 3 (Analysis 1.3)

Amphetamine Placebo Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Coghill 2013 16.27 10 104 34493 12 106 32.8% -1.68[-2.00,-1.37] ——
Findling 2011 176 114 232 2487 128 TTO3358% -0.69 [-0.95,-0.42] —&—
Wigal 2009a -258 128 113 -B7 128 113 334% -1.33[1.62,-1.04] ——
Total (95% CI) 449 296 100.0% -1.23[-1.81, -0.65] i
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.24; Chi®= 24.31, df= 2 (P < 0.00001}; F=92% 52 l1 b 1l 1

Test for overall effect, Z=4.14 (P = 0.0001}
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Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.3 Total ADHD symptom score - clinician/investigator ratings.

Figure 5 (Analysis 1.5)

Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean Difference SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Coghill 2014 -3.5 05612 100.0% -3.50 [4.60,-2.40]
Total (95% CI) 100.0% -3.50 [-4.60, -2.40] -
ity i 1 ; 1 1
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable ] 5 b 7 1

Test for overall effiect Z=6.24 (P = 0.00001)

Favours Amphetamine Favours Placeho

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.5 Oppositional behavior - parent rated (ODD behavior).

Figure 6 (Analysis 1.7)

Amphetamine Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Findling 2011 81.2 1283 232 813 1276 7 100.0%  -0.10[3.26, 3.06]
Total (95% Cl) 232 77 100.0%  -0.10 [-3.26, 3.06]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect Z= 0.06 (P = 0.95) -100 -50

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.7 Quality of life.

Figure 7 (Analysis 1.8)

D

50
Favours placebho  Favours amphetamine

Experimental Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Borcherding 1990 0 45 1] 45 Mot estimable
Coghill 2014 0 104 o 108 Mot estimable
Findling 2011 0 233 1] Ty Mot estimable
Giblin 2011 1] 16 1} g Mot estimable
MNemzer 1986 1] 7 0 7 Mot estimahble
Wiligal 2009a 0 114 o 114 Mot estimable
Total (95% CI) 520 360 Not estimable
Total events 1] 1}
ity: i ! | | |
?et?;ogenemrl.l Nfort at;.JEJhctablel. " 0 om o 0 1000
estioroverall efiect Mot applicahle Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.8 Severe adverse event.
Figure 9 (Analysis 1.17)
Amphetamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CIl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Biederman 2007k a5 218 3 T2 207% 9.36 [3.05, 28.68] —
Coghill 2013 28 111 3110 2045% 9.25[2.90, 29.54] —
Findling 2011 79 233 2 79 19.6% 13.39[3.37,53.23] I —
Ramtwedt 2013 24 34 17 34 229% 1.41[0.958, 2.11] il
Wigal 20093 7 129 1 128 163% 7.00[0.87, 56.08] T
Total (95% CI) 725 424 100.0% 6.19 [1.34, 28.63] "*'
Total events 223 26
o 2 _ - 2= - RE= I } } |
?et?;ogenemrl.lT?ru ;gfé,;mp—_d;;;, df=4 (P = 0.00001); P=81% 0 om o 10 1000
estfor overall effiect 2= 2.33 (F = 0.02) Favours amphetamine Favours placebo
Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.17 Decreased appetite.
Figure 10 (Analysis 1.18)
Amphetamines Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Biederman 2007k 41 218 2 T2 19.2% B.77[1.68 27.29] e —
Coghill 2013 25 111 210 1848% 12.39[3.01,51.04] -
Findling 2011 26 233 3 79 221% 2.94[0.91,9.44] —
Ramtwedt 2013 30 34 14 34 320% 214 [1.41, 3.26] —a
Wigal 20093 ] 128 o 124 TA9%  11.00[0.61, 196.91]
Total (95% CI) 725 424 100.0% 4.54[1.81, 11.41] e
Total events 127 21
ity: Tau® = 0.65; Chi*= =4 (P=002);F= : | | :
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.65; Chi*=11.76, df=4 (P=0.02); F= 66% 0.005 01 10 200

Test for overall effect, £=3.22 (P=0.001}

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.18 Insomnia/trouble sleeping.

Figure 11 (Analysis 1.22)
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Amphetamine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Ramtvedt 2013 8 34 7 34 100.0% 1.14 [0.47, 2.80]
Total (95% Cl) 34 34 100.0% 1.14 [0.47, 2.80]
Total events g 7

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable k

, ,
o _ 0.01 01 1 10 100
Testforaverall efiect Z=10.28 (P =0.77) Favours amphetamine Favours placebo

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.22 Anxiety/nervousness.

Figure 12 (Analysis 1.24)

Amphetamine Placeho Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Eiederman 20070 21 218 1 T2 196% £.94 [0.95, 50.65] |
Borcherding 1990 1 46 0 46 TT% 3.00[0.13,71.78]
Coghill 2013 5 113 4 111 466% 1.23[0.34, 4.45] —
Findling 2011 10 233 1 T4 1B6% 3.39[0.44, 26.07] N e —
Wiigal 2009a 0 124 1 124 T.B% 0.33[0.01,811]
Total (95% CI) 739 437 100.0% 2.02 [0.84, 4.86] i
Total events ar 7
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 380, df=4 (P=043), F= 0% D'.DDE Df1 1'0 SD'D

Testforoverall efiact Z=1.57 (P=012) Favours amphetaminge  Favours placebo

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Amphetamines versus placebo, outcome: 1.24 Dropped out due to an adverse event.
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