A

Author Satisfied Total Proportion 95%-ClI
Guida, 2021 19 20 —:r——'— 0.95 [0.75; 1.00]
Guida, 2020 20 20 — 1.00 [0.83; 1.00]
Haq, 2010 53 62 —*f—— 0.85 [0.74; 093]
Sadick, 2011 6 10 : 0.60 [0.26;0.88]
De Almeida, 2023 20 22 —i—'—— 0.91 [0.71;0.99]
Fixed effect model 134 "-I" 0.88 [0.81; 0.93]
Random effects model S — 0.90 [0.67; 0.97]

Heterogeneity: /> = 35%, t*=06860,p=019 ' T T T T T T 1
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B
Author Improved Total Proportion 95%-Cl
Lapatina, 2017 10 10 1.00 [0.69; 1.00]
Lapatina, 2017 10 10 1.00 [0.69; 1.00]
De Almeida, 2023 20 22 091 [0.71;0.99]
Durariaj, 2024 22 24 0.92 [0.73;0.99]
Fixed effect model 66 - 0.94 [0.85; 0.98]
Random effects model S S — 0.94 [0.75; 0.99]
Heterogeneity: T 0%,1"=0,p=1.00 I T ! I I I l
07 075 08 085 09 095 1
C
Author Improved Total Proportion 95%-Cl
Lapatina, 2017 10 10 _i__' 1.00 [0.69; 1.00]
Haq, 2010 61 62 | 0.98 [0.91;1.00]
Durariaj, 2024 9 24 — i 0.38 [0.19; 0.59]
Fixed effect model 96 s 0.83 [0.75; 0.90]

Random effects model 0.95 [0.01; 1.00]

Heterogeneity: /1 = 89%, t° = 6.8879, p < 0.01
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SDC6. Summary proportions and pooled estimates of A) Patients satisfaction; B) Patients aesthetic improvement*;
C) Investigators aesthetic improvement™* in other treated body areas.
“The eligible aesthetic improvement scores are based solely on studies that used the global aesthetic improvement scale.
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