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Fig. S1. Forest plot for meta-analysis of EASI studies

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Veien et al. 2005 25 -2.10 1.4800 28 -1.90 1.4800 -0.13 [-0.67; 0.41] 50.2%

Jamalyan et al. 2024 44 -26.46 41100 47 -8.46 4.4250 -4.17 [-4.92;-3.43] 49.8%

Random effects model 69 75
Heterogeneity: 1> = 99%, t> = 8.0554, p < 0.01

-2.15 [-6.11; 1.81] 100.0%
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Fig. S2. Forest plot for meta-analysis of SCORAD studies

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Jeon et al., 2016 (group A) 22 -3.90 17.9500 21 -7.20 18.6500 i—i— 0.18 [-0.42; 0.78] 21.1%
Jeon etal., 2016 (group B) 22 -2.10 13.0000 23 -4.20 13.1000 — 0.16 [-0.43; 0.74] 21.3%
Eustachio et al. 2002 10 -10.76 7.8000 10 -0.43 6.0900 ——— -1.41 [-2.42;-0.41] 15.0%
Jamalyan et al. 2024 44 907 26550 47 -6.58 3.1050 —- -0.85 [-1.28;-0.42] 23.7%
Rahman et al. 2006 16 -15.29 10.9950 15 -4.73 14.7700 ——'— -0.79 [-1.53;-0.06] 18.9%
Random effects model 114 116 <> -0.49 [-1.07; 0.08] 100.0%
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Fig. S3. Forest plot for meta-analysis of the pediatric subgroup in SCORAD studies.

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Jeon et al., 2016 (group A) 22 -3.90 17.9500 21 -7.20 18.6500 0.18 [-0.42; 0.78] 34.9%
Jeon etal, 2016 (groupB) 22 -2.10 13.0000 23 -4.20 13.1000 0.16 [-0.43; 0.74] 35.5%
Rahman et al. 2006 16 -15.29 10.9950 15 -4.73 147700 —=+— -0.79 [-1.53;-0.06] 29.5%
Random effects model 60 59 <:> -0.12 [-0.71; 0.47] 100.0%
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Fig S4 Forest plot for meta-analysis of the adult subgroup in SCORAD studies.

Study Total
Eustachio et al. 2002 10
Jamalyan et al. 2024 41
Random effects model 54

Heterogeneity: /° = 2%, t° = 0.0028, p = 0.31
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SMD 95%-Cl Weight

-1.41 [-2.42;-041] 16.2%
-0.85 [-1.28;-0.42] 83.8%

-0.94 [-1.35; -0.54] 100.0%

Fig S5 Forest plot for meta-analysis of the placebo subgroup in SCORAD studies.

Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference SMD 95%-Cl Weight
Jeon et al., 2016 (group A) 22 -3.90 17.9500 21 -7.20 18.6500 —}-*— 0.18 [-0.42; 0.78] 35.7%
Jeon et al., 2016 (group B) 22 -2.10 13.0000 23 -4.20 13.1000 . 0.16 [-0.43; 0.74] 35.9%
Eustachio et al. 2002 10 -10.76 7.8000 10 -0.43 6.0900 —+—— -1.41 [-2.42;-0.41] 28.4%
Random effects model 54 54 -0.28 [-1.23; 0.67] 100.0%
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Fig S6 Forest plot for meta-analysis of the conventional treatment subgroup in SCORAD studies
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Experimental Control Standardised Mean
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD Difference
Jamalyan et al. 2024 44 -9.07 2.6550 47 -6.58 3.1050 -
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