Supplementary C: Subgroup analysis of cam only FAIS cohorts and of studies with cohorts of a variety

of morphologies “mixed FAIS” (cam, pincer and cam + pincer) compared with controls for hip

kinematics and joint torques

1.1 Peak Hip Flexion in Stance

FAIS Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean 35D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.1.1 Cam only
Kennedy et al, 2004 ns 4 17 349 5 14 14.8% -0.24 [-0.95 0.47] —
kumar et al, 2014 2003 81 ¥ToO163 841 a 7.0% 0.4 [-0.57,1.50]
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 22 M.9% 0.01 [-0.65, 0.67] ——oallii——
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.04; Chi*=1.21,df =1 (P =027, F=18%
Testfor averall effect: Z=0.03 (P = 0.93)
1.1.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 8.6 H.A 15 34 74 14 13.8% -0.39 113, 0.34] e — R
Hetsrani etal, 20145 323 6.3 15 344 61 300 19.3% -0.33 [-0.96, 0.29] I
Huntetal, 2013 31.8 BA I M2 EA 30 29.3% 0.09 [-0.42 0.60] S
Fylander etal, 2013 3548 8.3 17 39 58 17 15.8% -0.62 [-1.31, 0.07] e ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 77 91 T78A% -0.24 [-0.55, 0.07] e
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi*=3.02, df=3 (P =039, F=1%
Testfor averall effect Z=153 (F=013)
Total (95% CI) 101 113 100.0% -0.19 [-0.47, 0.08] P
Heterageneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*= 4.69, df= 5 (P = 0.45); F= 0% _52 51 5 15 é
Test for averall eﬁeclt: Z=137 (F'=. 017 Lessin FAIS Less in Controls
Testfor subaroup differences: Chif= 046, df=1 (P=040), F=0%
1.2 Peak Hip Extension in Stance

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.2.1 Cam
Kennedy et al, 2009 167 44 17191 48 14 182% -0.48 [-1.20,0.24] E —
Kumar et al, 2014 158 106 T 216 B4 a8 B.6% -0.63 [-1.68, 0.43]
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 22 26.8% -0.53 [-1.12, 0.06] *
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.00; Chi*=0.05, df=1{F=0.82) F=0%
Testfor averall effect 2=1.745(F=0.08)
1.2.2 Mixed
Diarmond atal, 2016 2R T 15 103 4] 14 17.7% -0.07 [-0.80, 0.65] e E—
Hunt et al, 2013 74 BT an 12 7.2 0 347% -0B5 F1.17,-0013] —a—
Rylander et al, 2013 45 BB 17 a1 BB 17 208% -0.08 [F0.76, 0.58] "
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 61 732% -0.34 [-0.74, 0.06] ~f
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.02; Chi®= 2 43, df= 2 (P=0.30), F=18%
Testforoverall effect Z=165(P=010)
Total {95% Cl) 86 83 100.0% -0.40 [-0.71, -0.09] B
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*= 2.73, df= 4 {P = 0.60Y; F= 0% _52 51 1 15 é
Testfor overall eﬁec_t: Z=12456 (P:_ 0.01) Less in FAIS Less in Controls
Testfor subgroun differences: Chi#= 0,28, df=1 (P= 060, F=0%

1.3 Total Sagittal Plane ROM in Stance

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.3.1 Cam Only
kumar et al, 2014 3w 4 To3ra 4 8 1649% -0.45 [-1.48,0.58] e E—
Subtotal (95% CI) 7 8 16.9% 0.45[-1.48, 0.58] ——eal——
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=0.85 (P =0.40)
1.3.2 Mixed
Hetsrani et al, 2015 418 41 15 434 B3 30 4B.3% -0.33 [-0.95, 0.30] — T
Fylander etal, 2013 40 87 17 441 48 17 36.8% -0.76 [1.46, -0.06] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 47 831% -0.52 [-0.99, -0.05] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.81, df=1 (P=037); F=0%
Test for averall effect Z=219(F=0.03)
Total (95% CI) 39 55 100.0% -0.51 [-0.93, -0.08] B
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0,83, df= 2 (P = 0L6G); F= 0% 52 51 1 15 3

Testfor overall effect Z=2.34 (F=0.02)
Test for subaroup differences: Chif=0.02, df=1 (P =090, F=0%

Lessin FAIS Lessin Controls



1.4 Total Sagittal Plane ROM in Cycle

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.4.1 Cam
Brisson etal, 2013 474 36 10 A14a 27 13 40.7% -1.27 F218,-0.39] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 10 13 40.7% 1.27 [-2.18, -0.39] ——eafi——
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: £=2.71 (F=0.007)
1.4.2 Mixed
Diamoand et al, 2016 442 84 18 483 48 14 59.3% -0.78 [F1.94,-0.02] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 15 14 59.3% 0.78 [-1.54, -0.02] ol
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: Z=2.02 (F=0.04)
Total (95% CI) 25 27 100.0% -0.98 [-1.57, -0.40] -
Heterageneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi*=0.63, df=1 (P=0.43); F= 0% 52 51 5 15 é
Testfor averall effect: Z=3.28 (F = 0.001) Lessin FAIS Less in Controls
Testfor subaroup differences: Chif= 063, df=1 (P=043), F=0%
1.5 Peak Hip Adduction in Stance
FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI

1.5.1 Cam

Kennedy et al, 2009 1048 3 17 1049 33 14 19.8% 0.00 [-0.71, 0.71] I E—

Kumar et al, 2014 T o33 ¥ 46 1.5 8 100% 090 [-0.18,1.99)] I I —
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 22 29.8% 0.36 [-0.51,1.22] —eotlii——

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 019, Chi*=1.88,df=1P=017)F=47%

Testfor overall effect £=0.81 (F=042)

1.5.2 Mixed

Ciamond et al, 2016 ar 2 15
Huntetal, 2013 41 37 30
Rylander etal, 2013 111 46 17
Subtotal (95% CI) 62

9.7 4.4
2.7 289
112 4

14 18.9%
30 30.0%

17 2%
61 70.2%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=1.63, df=2 (P=0.44), F=0%

Testfor overall effect £=1.29 (F=0.20)

Total (95% CI) 86

83 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.05; Chi*=556, df= 4 (P=0.23); F= 28%

0.00 (0.73, 0.73]
-0.48 [-0.89, 0.04]

-0.02 [-0.68, 0.65]
20.23 [-0.59, 0.12]

-0.06 [-0.43, 0.31]

-

—
_._
—=
-

P

Testfor averall effect: 2= 030 (P=0.77) Le_;s in FAIS DLess in C1:ontrn|s
Testfor subaroup differences: Chit=1.92, df=1 (P= 022}, F= 34.4%
1.6 Peak Hip Abduction in Stance

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CIl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.6.1 Cam
Kennedy et al, 2009 14 33 17 4 36 14 21.9% -0.74 F1.47,-0.000 — ]
Subtotal (95% CI) 17 14 21.9% -0.74 [-1.47, -0.00] —ee——
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for averall effect Z=1.97 (P =0.05)
1.6.2 Mixed
Hetsrani et al, 2015 82 27 14 44 24 0 185% 0.28 [-0.35, 0.90] — T
Huntetal, 2013 23 30 22 28 30 297% -0.07 [-0.87, 0.44] i
Fylander etal, 2013 -1 5 17 22 33 17 229% -0.76 [1.46, -0.06] e ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 77 78.1% -0.16 [-0.70, 0.38]

Heterogeneity: Tau®*=0.13; Chi*=4.82 df=2 (P=0.08); F= 59%

Testfor overall effect Z= 0457 (F=057)

Total (85% Cl) 79

91 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 014, Chi*=6.98 df=3 (P=007);, F=5T%

Testfor overall effect Z=1.16 (P = 0.25)

Test for subgroup differences: Chif=1.54, df= 1 (P=021 F=351%

0.29 [-0.77, 0.20]

~-

-1
Less in FAIS

] 1
Less in Controls



1.7 Total Frontal Plane ROM in stance

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

1.7.1 Cam

Kumar et al, 2014 104 1.4 o103 18 8 179% 0.05 [-0.96, 1.07]
Subtotal (95% CI) [ 8 17.9% 0.05 [-0.96, 1.07]
Heterageneity: Mot applicable

Testfor averall effect Z=010 (F=0.92)

1.7.2 Mixed

Diamond et al, 2016 139 32 19 151 36 14 25.8% -0.34 [-1.08, 0.39]
Hetsroni et al, 2015 131 348 19 126 4 30 30.0% 012 [-0.50,0.79]
Rylander et al, 2013 1 22 17 134 41 17 26.3% -1.01 [1.73,-0.29]
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 61  82.1% -0.39 [-1.05, 0.27]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.22; Chi*= 5,48, df= 2 (P = 0.06); "= 63%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.16 (F=0.29)

Total (95% CI) 54 69 100.0% -0.31 [-0.84, 0.23]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.15; Chi®= 6.01, df= 3 (P =0.11); F= 50%

Testfor averall effect Z=1.13 (P = 0.26)

Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*= 081, df =1 (F=047), F=0%

1.8 Total Frontal Plane ROM in Gait Cycle

FAIS Control 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean S5SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

—

—*—

p—

-1 ] 1
Less in FAIS Less in controls

5td. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

o=

1.8.1 Cam Only

Briszon et al, 2013 143 26 10 178 289 13 100.0% S22 F23,-0.31]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 10 13 100.0% -1.22[-213,0.31]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle

Test for overall effect: Z=2.62 (P = 0.00%)

1.8.2 Mixed

Subtotal (95% Cl) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterageneity: Mat applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

Total (95% CI) 10 13 100.0% -1.22[-213,0.31]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfar averall effect Z=2.62 (P = 0.004)

Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicable

1.9 Peak Hip Internal Rotation in stance
FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl

T :
-1 ] 1
Lessin FAIS Less in Controls

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Foa—

1.9.1 Cam

Subtotal (95% CI) 0 0 Not estimable
Heterageneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect: Mot applicable

1.9.2 Mixed

Diamond et al, 2016 04 53 14 1 @ 14 29.4% -0.10[-0.83, 0.63]
Huntetal, 2013 31 4.2 30 8.2 48 30 39.9% -0.99 [-1.53, -0.46]
Rylander et al, 2013 G5 46 17 11 5.4 17 307% -0.80 [-1.50,-0.10]
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 61 100.0% -0.67 [-1.19, -0.19]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 010, Chi*=3.79, df= 2 (P =0.18); F= 47%
Testfor overall effect £= 2.55 (F=0.01)

Total (95% CI) 62 61 100.0% -0.67 [-1.19, -0.15]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.10; Chi*= 3.79, df= 2 (P = 0.15); F= 47%

Testfor averall effect 2= 2.55 (P =0.01)

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable

+
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-
-

t 1
-1 0 1
Less in FAIS Lessin Controls
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1.10 Peak Hip External Rotation in Stance

FAIS Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
1.10.1 Cam
Kumar et al, 2014 46 589 ¥ TTO42 8 0E% -0.58 [-1.62,0.47] - 1
Subtotal {95% Cl) 7 8 9.6% 0.58 [1.62,0.47] ——et i ———
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect £=1.08 (F=0.28)
1.10.2 Mixed
Hetsrani et al, 2014 148 84 18 181 133 30 I7.2% -0.02 [-0.64, 0.60] . E—
Huntetal, 2013 L A 30 T1OTT 30 40.3% 0.33 [0.18,0.84] T
Rylander etal, 2013 47 56 17 3 a2 17 22.9% 0.31 [-0.37, 0.98] N
Subtotal {95% Cl) 62 77 90.4% 0.22 [-0.12, 0.56] B
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.84, df= 2 (P = 0.BG); F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=128{F=0.21)
Total {95% Cl) 69 85 100.0% 0.14 [-0.18, 0.46] ?
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2.86, df= 3 (P = 0.41): F= 0% 52 51 7 15 é
Test for overall eﬁec.t Z=0286 (P:_ 0.349) Lessin FAIS Less in Contrals
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 202, df=1 (P=016), F=50.5%
1.11 Total Transverse Plane ROM in Stance
FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.11.1 Cam
Brisson et al, 2013 1.7 3.7 10 1848 27 13 Mot estimahle
Kumar et al, 2014 104 149 o103 18 8 231% 0.08 [-0.96, 1.07]
Subtotal (95% CI) [ 8 23.2% 0.05 [-0.96, 1.07] ——e——
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: 2= 010 (P = 0.92)
1.11.2 Mixed
Ciamond et al, 2016 129 3.2 15 118 53 14 Mot estimable
Hetsrani et al, 20145 129 3.2 18 118 &3 30 40.4% 0.23 [-0.39, 0.89] L
Rylander etal, 2013 11.3 34 17 14 44 17 36.5% -0.66 [-1.36, 0.03] — &
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 47  T76.8% -0.20 [-1.08, 0.67] —*—
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.29; Chi®*= 353, df=1 (P =0.06), F=72%
Testfor averall effect: 2= 0.46 (P = 0.69)
Total (95% CI) 30 55 100.0% 0.14 [-0.73, 0.45] -*-
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.12; Chi*= 3.68, df= 2 (P = 0.16); F= 46% 5_2 =1 1 15 2‘
Test for averall eﬁec_t: Z=0.46 (F':_ 0.649) Less in FAIS Less in Controls
Testfor subaroup differences: Chif=0.14, df =1 (P=0.713, F=0%
1.12 Total Transverse Plane ROM in Cycle
FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.12.1 Cam
Brisson etal, 2013 187 37 10 1848 27 13 44.0% 0.06 [-0.76, 0.849] i
Subtotal {95% CI) 10 13 44.0% 0.06 [-0.76, 0.89]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect Z=0.14 (F=0.88)
1.12.2 Mixed
Diamoand et al, 2016 122 28 15 13 51 14 56.0% -019 [-0.92 0.54] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 15 14 56.0% -0.19 [-0.92, 0.54] —eoniie——
Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect: 2= 0.51 (P = 0.61)
Total (95% CI) 25 27 100.0% -0.08 [-0.63, 0.47] -*'-
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®=0.20, df= 1 (P = 0.65); F= 0% _52 51 1 1= é

Testfor averall effect Z=0.29 (FP=077)
Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*= 020, df=1 (P = 0.65), F=0%

Less in FAIS Lessin Controls



1.13 Peak Hip Flexion Torque in Stance

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.13.1 Cam Only
Brisson et al, 2013 0.66 013 10 0.7 01& 13 18.2% -0.27 [-1.10, 0.56] e E—
kumar etal, 2014 1.02 022 717 047 8 98% -0F3 178,033 -
Subtotal {95% CI) 17 21 251% -0.44 [-1.10,0.21] ~lf——
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.44, df=1 (P=0.51); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.33(F=018)
1.13.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 132 14 G4 41 14 18.7% 019 [-0.54, 097 B —
Hunt et al, 2013 0.48 015 30 0456 016 30 H.4% -0.81 [1.02, 0.01] ——
Samaan etal, 2016 1.36 0.26 15 128 038 34 248% 019 [-0.42 0.80] —
Subtotal {95% CI) 60 78 T4.9% -0.08 [-0.58, 0.41] .
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi®= 389, df=2 (P=0.14), F=48%
Testfor overall effect Z=033 (P =074

e LB
Total (95% Cl) 77 99 100.0% 0.19 [-0.54, 0.16] ql- :
]

Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.03; Chi*=5.04 df= 4 (P=028), P=21%

} }
-2 -1

z

Test for overall effect: £=1.60 (F = 0.11)

Testfor subaroup differences: Chif= 042, df=1 (P=052), F=0%

1.15 Peak Hip Adduction Torque in Stance

Lessin FAIS Lessin Controls

Test for overall effect: £=1.06 (P = 0.29) Less in FAIS Lessin éuntruls
Testfor subaroup differences: Chit= 078, df=1 {F=0.3%, F=0%
1.14 Peak Hip Extension Torque in Stance
FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Differance
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
1.14.1 Cam Only
Brisson et al, 2013 088 0.23 10 105 0N 13 13.5% -0.24 [-1.07, 0.59] e E—
Kumaretal, 2014 071 018 7083 01 8 8.2% -0.76 [-1.82,0.30) _
Subtotal (95% CI) 17 21 21.7% -0.44 [-1.09, 0.22] -*-
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 057 df=1 (P =0.49); F=0%
Test far overall effect Z=1.31 (P =019)
1.14.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 43 22 15 i 23 14 17.3% -0.30[1.04,0.43] - 7
Hunt et al, 2013 0.86 0.39 0 0458 06 30 36.2% -0.04 [-0.55,0.47] —
Samaan etal, 2016 0y2 oA 15 081 027 34 248% -0.35 [-0.96, 0.26] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 60 78 T8.3% -0.20 [-0.54, 0.15] “'
Heterogeneity Tau®= 0.00; Ch®= 0.69, df= 2 (P=0.71); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=111 (F=0.27)
Total (95% Cl) 77 99 100.0% -0.25 [-0.55, 0.06] S o
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.68, df= 4 (P =0.80%; F= 0% 52 51 p 15 é

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CIl IV, Random, 95% Cl
1.15.1 Cam Only
Brisson et al, 2013 0.68 0.1 10 0.79 016 13 19.2% -0.78 1,61, 0.11] e —
Subtotal {(95% CI) 10 13 19.2% -0.75 [-1.61, 0.11] — i
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahble
Test for averall effect £=1.72 (F=0.08)
1.15.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 86 1.7 15 a8 22 14 26.6% 0.05[-0.68,0.78] S —
Hunt etal, 2013 075 013 30 0a 014 30 A4.2% -0.37 [-0.88,0.14] —
Subtotal {95% CI) 45 44  80.8% -0.23 [0.65, 0.19] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=0.84, df=1 (P=0236), F=0%
Test for overall effect £=1.07 (P = 0.28)
Total (95% Cl) 55 57 100.0% -0.33 [-0.71, 0.05] &

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 2.00,df=2 (P=0.37); = 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.72 (P =0.09)

Testfor subaroup differences: Chit=116,df=1 {P=0.28, F=13.8%

-2
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Less in FAIS
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Less in Controls



1.16 Peak Hip Abduction Torque in Stance

FAIS Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi®= 222 df=3 (P=053), F=0%

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CIl IV, Random, 95% Cl
1.16.1 Cam Only
Brisson et al, 2013 0.2 0.05 10 0.23 008 13 17.6% -0.42 [-1.26, 0.41] I — E—
kurmar etal, 2014 089 0.23 7084 012 8 11.8% 0.26 -0.76,1.28] S
Subtotal {95% CI) 17 21 29.4% -0.14 [-0.80, 0.51] el
Heterogeneity: Tau== 0.01; Chi®=1.03,df=1 (P=0.31); = 3%
Testfor overall effect Z=043 (P =0E67)
1.16.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 6 28 15 a2 212 14 228% 0.32 [-0.41,1.06] N B —
Hunt et al, 2013 0.o0¥ 007 30 008 007 30 47.8% -0.14 [-0.65, 0.37] ——
Subtotal {95% CI) 45 44  70.6% 0.01 [-0.41, 0.44] B
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.04 df=1 (P =0.31); F= 3%
Test for averall effect £= 0.05 (F = 0.96)
Total (95% Cl) 62 65 100.0% -0.04 [-0.39, 0.31] *

' 0

Test for overall effect Z=0.21 (P =0.84)

Test for subgroup differences: Chif= 015, df=1 {P=070), F=0%

1.17 Peak Hip Internal Rotation Torque in Stance

-1

Less in FAIS Lessin Controls

bt

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.17.1 Cam Only
Brisson et al, 2013 011 0.04 10 042 003 13 20.3% -0.28 111, 0.54] i
Subtotal {(95% CI) 10 13 20.3% -0.28 [1.11, 0.55] ~aii-
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahble
Testfor awerall effect Z= 0.66 (P =0.51)
1.17.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 1 04 15 1 03 14 26.3% 0.00-0.73,0.73] —
Hunt etal, 2013 0.09 0.05 30 041 006 30 A3.5% -0.36 [-0.87,0.14] —r
Subtotal {95% CI) 45 44  79.7% -0.24 [-0.66, 0.18] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chif= 0.62, df=1 (P=0.43), F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=112 (P = 0.26)
Total (95% Cl) 55 57 100.0% -0.25[-0.62,0.13] <
Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.00; ChiF= 0.63, df=2 (P=073) F=0% 52 51 3 15 é

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.30 (F = 0.19)

Test for subaroup differences: Chit= 001, df=1 {F=0.94), F=0%

1.18 Peak Hip External Rotation Torque in Stance

Less in FAIS Less in Controls

FAIS Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
1.18.1 Cam Only
Brisson et al, 2013 014 0.03 10 019 007 13 17.4% -0.85 [1.72 0.01] —
kumar etal, 2014 012 0412 T 0.8 0407 g 12.0% -0.89 [-1.63, 0.46] L —
Subtotal {(95% CI) 17 21 20.4% 0.74 [1.41, -0.08] .
Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 0148 df=1 (P=070); F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z= 219 (P =003
1.18.2 Mixed
Diamond et al, 2016 1.2 0.4 15 14 05 14 24.0% S0A3 117, 03] =
Hunt etal, 2013 012 0.04 30 015 003 30 46.7% -0.84 137, -0.31] ——
Subtotal {95% CI) 45 44 70.6% 0.70 [1.13,-0.27] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chif=0.77, df=1 (P=0.38), F= 0%
Test for overall effect: £= 319 (F = 0.001)
Total (95% Cl) 62 65 100.0% -0.71 [1.07, -0.35] -4
Heterogeneity; Tau?= 0.00; Chi*= 0.93, df= 3 (P=0.82) F= 0% 52 51 3 ,i é

Test for overall effect: £= 3.86 (P = 0.0001)

Testfor subaroup differences: Chit= 001, df=1 {F=0.91", F=0%

Less in FAIS Less in Controls



