Figure S1
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1.6.1 Over 1year
Douglas 20149 3147 1275 19 33483 1074 19 2.8% -047 [0.81,0.47] T
El-Hoshy 2017 518 1.8 20 76 207 20 2.8% -1.80 F2.21,-0.79] -
Elrad 2020 488 1.73 17 7HS 212 17 27% -1.40 216, -0.64] -
El-Zawahry 2015 HPTP 9 5.6 g 9 3 g 2.5% 0.00 [-0.98, 0.98] T
El-Zawahry 2015 Keloid 1748 114 3 1348 21 3 1.9% 0.39 [-1.25,2.03] 1
Gaida > 12m 2004 -0.344 142 5 -0.148  1.41 ] 2.3% -012[1.37,1.12] -
Hultrman 2013 516 1.92 147 1043 237 147 3.0% -244 F274,-217] -
Issler-Fisher 2021 -0.919 21 167 -0.294 1.88 20 2.9% -0.30 [0.76,0.17] 1
kKhandehwal 2014 54 21 40 TE 121 40 2.9% -0.25 [-0.68, 0.19] T
kiono 2005 36 1.34 18 68 084 14 2.8% -278 383 1.74] -
Li=12m2021* 431 1.44 1 882 117 11 2.2% -3.31 F4.67,-1.84] I
Majid 2018 2 236 10 7 1.6 10 2.3% -2.38 358, 1.17] -
Miletta 2021 095 033 22 135 048 22 2.8% -0.95 [1.58,-0.33] -
Patel 2019 69.19 149 49 BYST 175 43 2.9% -1.24 [-1 68, -0.81] -
Poetschike 2017 13.3 2.8649 10 236 1049 10 2.8% -1.24 F2.21,-0.268] -
Tan > 12m 2021 7.y 2 55 9.2 1.8 54 3.0% -0.78 117, -0.39] -
Tawfic AFCL 2022 1425  2.69 20 201 524 20 2.8% -1.38 [F2.07,-0.68] -
Tawfic FMR 2022 14.85 35 200 223 5453 20 2.8% -1.48 [2.30, -0.86] -
Tawfic high density 2020 2456 0.82 25 TEL 135 24 2.5% -4.48 [5.55,-3.41] -
Tawfic low density 2020 396 1.43 25 TEH4 1.3 28 27% -2.60 3,37, -1.84] -
Tawfic mediun density 2020 316 1.28 25  TH4 138 28 2.6% -3.35[4.23,-2.47] -
Travis 2022 T42 247 23 888 143 23 2.9% -0.54 [-1.13,0.08] T
Wang 2017 4f.35 53 495 5341 6B.28 95 3.0% -1.21 F1.52,-0.90] -
Weshahy AFCL + GF 2020 1785 273 18 36 469 14 21% -4.88 [6.01,-3.14] I
Weshahy AFCL anly 2020 211 29 16 3695 469 14 2.3% -3.95 [-5.24, -2.66] -
Woods 2022 3814 17.33 21 5428 1284 21 2.8% -1.04 [1.69,-0.39] -
Zuccaro = 12m 2018 i) 2 34 BN 24 34 2.9% -0.80 [-0.98, -0.01] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 916 769  71.6% -1.55 [-1.94, -1.15] +

Heterogeneity, Tau® = 0.90; Chi® = 268.60, df= 26 (F < 0.00001); F= 90%
Test for overall effect 2= 7.70 (P = 0.00001)

1.6.2 6Gm-1y

Gaida << 12m 2004 -1.65 21 14 -0.094 1.82 14 2.7% -0.77 [1.64,0.00] -
Huang ACFL anly 2021 7.8 0.6 12 138 0.6 12 1.0% -9.66 [-12.75, -6.56] I

Huang AFCL + AF1 2021 45 0.4 12 1358 0.7 12 05% -15.24[-2003,-10.46)

Joo 2022 o o4 g8 005 0499 g 3.0% -0.07 [-0.36, 0.23] T
Kemp Bohan 2021 0.41 0.3 21 071 043 21 2.8% -0.79 [1.42, -0.16] ]
khedr Elight 2020 208 0.86 25 912 1.33 28 2.2% -6.18 757, -4.81] I

khedr Md 2020 386 1.09 25§88 214 28 27% -2.91 F3.72,-2.10] -

Li > 6m 2021 7A7 202 43 925 1.91 43 2.9% -1.07 [1.53,-0.62] -
Matuszezak 2021 1426 598 25 2883 9.1 28 2.8% -1.85[F2.52,-1.148] -
TanB—12m 2011 74 1.7 34 88 1.9 34 2.9% -0.49 [-0.98,-0.01] ]
Zuccarg 2021 485 053 20 862 054 20 1.9% -6.91 [-8.62, -5.20] I
Zuccarg < 12m 2018 G52 234 36 863 179 36 2.9% -1.00 [1.459,-0.51] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 355 355  28.4% 2.72[-3.62,-1.81] <

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 211, Chi®= 234,43, df=11 (F = 0.00001); = 85%
Testfor overall effect: £= 5.89 (P = 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 1271 1124 100.0% -1.81[-2.18, -1.43] ]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.20; Chi*= 515,48, df = 38 (F = 0.00001); = 83% ; i
Testfor overall effect 2= 9.41 (P = 0.00001)
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Tegtfor subaroun diferences: Chit= 5.43, df= 1 (P= 0.02). F = B1.6% avours [experimental] - Favours [control

Figure S1. Forest plot showing the effects of photo-electric therapy for burn scars with different scar dura-

tions according to VSS, POSAS, thickness, and VAS for the group with scar.




