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	2.1 Recovery from MAM
	1
	1299
	Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% CI)
	1.28 [1.18, 1.39]

	2.2 No Recovery
	1
	1299
	Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% CI)
	0.94 [0.68, 1.28]



	2.3 Deterioration to SAM
	1
	1299
	Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% CI)
	0.71 [0.51, 0.99]

	2.4 Mortality
	1
	1299
	Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% CI)
	0.44 [0.11, 1.74]



	2.5 Defaulter
	1
	1299
	Risk Ratio (M-H, Random, 95% CI)
	0.37 [0.26, 0.51]

	2.6 Weight Gain
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.50 [0.18, 0.82]

	  2.6.1 Weight Gain (g/kg/d)
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.50 [0.18, 0.82]



	2.7 WHZ End
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.20 [-0.13, 0.53]

	2.8 Length Gain
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.02 [-0.00, 0.04]

	  2.8.1 Length Gain (mm/d)
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.02 [-0.00, 0.04]



	2.9 HAZ End
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.50 [0.14, 0.86]

	2.10 MUAC Gain
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.02 [-0.02, 0.06]

	  2.10.1 MUAC Gain (mm/d)
	1
	1299
	Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% CI)
	0.02 [-0.02, 0.06]



