UNANNIY

1 [~ a a
ANINUNIWITIWNIIN 89T Iz UDLaZNITIATIZHD AN
iszansnmaasinlnainasaalunisanszavluinlwion

Gl%é'ﬂ'szlﬁlé’f%'umnq:u HMG CoA reductase inhibitors

a o a (1 a Aa o 62 A o 6 3 a VL 3 o a o 41
AN NN, 1139 WINJHANDS, VIR JIVNBI7, I%AN ‘Y]TMJQ LR N Tl mwuqru,

a wna

M PUJURITUN TV FATHIAN AUSLNFTANFNS ARIINLIRDNRIFIAY

Aa waa v o a

2w JUAITHINFTNITNARAN ATMLNETAEAT WANINLNRBURIFITANY
39U JURINFTLATUAHEAN U TITNTNG ATRLNFTAIRAST VAIINPIALNAIRITAY

Qo 1

unanaga

Jandszasd: nsinelusdanudn phytosterol anaviliszauluiuluiianvasfihefldivongs HMG
. e ,§’ i <3 aa & a v 1
CoA reductase inhibitor @4% 881913700 HansANBINIIARTRNVEY phytosterol tlidululuAan1adoinuatng
dates Mmidnmdiandizasdinanunimissuniavaiaduzuuusziinnziadanulszdniniwnues phytosterol
lunsaiuquizavludulufan 35n015998: {AduFududayanuisvangutoyadidnnsafing ldur Pubmed,
CENTRAL, Science Direct, SciSearch waz Thailis #1899 1n%4 79UT80w39an9aadnigagy (RCT) luausdnidu
oA [ Aaa a = A a & A o = Ao o o
M insnsammssngunanuWluedaanied 2558 iNaltlunsienzd nan15398: MIAnsNaaing 1wk 11
nadnsgndsziiiugmnwauitsaunuyindszidliuved Jadad uazanz Nuitsdmlngidomnnawisvalu
32006 laodszauasuum 2-5 ATUUY NENAILNIG IR 8-192 HANITITUWUIN plant stanol F1NTAAATEAD low-
density lipoprotein (LDL) (mﬂmmn@mmﬁﬂ (MD)=-0.45, 95% CI=-0.53, -0.37, p<0.001) LLa total cholesterol (TC)
(MD=-0.33, 95% Cl=-0.45, 0.21, p<0.001) ldad1siinadamniyaia udlidnadoszauladuluifondn g
(triglyceride; TG waz High density lipoprotein; HDL) &% plant sterol laimaninaaszaulusiulwiaannsiia nadinm
. LR & o = & o @ .

linuemylidfadszaadfiguussarnnisld phytosterol a3il: nsdnmfududayaaiuayuin plant stanol 1iu

NAAATIIANN phytosterol :IN1TAAATEAU LDL Uaz TC la udaisvinnsdnsnuuy RCT wiadiuduilsz@ntninda

adan: Wlasiaosas sawasanis sieasasanis naasza ldkludan nseneiainiu manunin

1 wnIINasnaduzuy

JuAUALL: 15 50. 2558, SUAIANNN: 28 a. 2559

o o I3

HUrzauanuunae: 1ewa Annad Wil JUaiduindrasaiaiag AnMsAFTARaT ¥nIINDIRINRIANIANN 8.1uNTITY 9.

UWIRIIANU 44150 E-mail: wiraphol.p@msu.ac.th



LN

o

Iiﬂﬁv’ﬂﬁ]LL@$%GB@L§G@L€|%N’]L‘V\(ﬂqﬁﬁ’]ﬂm“ﬂad

nmudsdialudegdu (1) nzlodulufaagadu
o A ' A A, v a @ A
TapLFusatnanianvilvinalsavalauaznasaifon
) whuaelunstesnulsanilanaznasaiien fe
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861489n1990 320U LDL-C 37N 9 1 mmoliL 1z

(2

sansnaanisiialsafiiisaiunasaldaanifivinly
Fudianseliifedia asldfenas 20 (5) aoriu
wWhnnnelunstdesnunsifialsanilanaznasaiiaa
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sutsrnui S lusiudn Judu (6,7)

a9 0uilsne971%i1 AslTNRaA M 91N
ﬁﬁumaﬁlﬂummnﬁaqmmw 1éur phytosterol
arunrnaaszavlvaiuluifaa’ld phytosterol tduans
INNTITNTENTIATIFI9IAG187 cholesterol Va4
NRE LATINIINQAFNINTTLUNILEUDIAITVEI
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{N1T0aA52AU MW LDL-C adlasasas 10 sl,u;g‘ﬁ'ﬁ
luduluifaagauddslaldiuoaazavlviuluifaa
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seavluiululdoazuisoanszavloudu LDL-C aele
fouaz 25 (9) MINUMIWITIUNITINEN I TUTZVULRE
myanerefuwluedalagsonszwiouisunly
phytosterol Taufiusaaszauluduluiioangu HMG
CoA reductase inhibitors %38 BANGY statin Wy 11
phytosterol 4152&NTA1Waa ludt LDL-C uaz total
cholesterol laagnsdivpdamun1aada waldfinade
123i% HDL-C uae triglyceride (10) weiatnd lsnanuesd
AsAnsIUTzEnTa 1w 9adfinvas phytosterol Tu
;jﬂ’sﬂﬁ"L@T§uﬂ1a@1mu°u1uL§a@ﬂ§m statin aghssiaiias
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(interventions) Ba8f14 N1TUNTALD AAuns ML
fia n171aTu phytosterols luzuuudnd 9 174 plant
sterol, sterol ester, plant stanol, stanol, stranol ester
1dudw C (control nia comparators)‘mmtlﬁ\“l ﬂéju
AILAY ANAUNTINUA LT placebo WIN53NWND
LT U N1IAILANBINIT Uae O (outcomes) KU1 BT
HRSWETBINIANEN MARAMNUA 15U lipid lowering,
LDL, HDL, triglyceride, cholesterol, effectiveness,
adverse effects, side effects, pharmacological activity,

hypolipidemia el GRS LY and, or, LLaZ not

il lwn13AnIaans IV
mu?a‘i’mﬁﬁwLﬁﬁajnﬂsﬁﬂmﬁadmummﬁm‘i
faLdonesit 1) Lflumu?ﬁ'm%wmaﬂuugﬁﬂﬁlﬁ
NITUIUMIFUULN (randomized) NFuAI0871917 |71
msunInusilasngunanadldil phytosterol waznd
muqmvl@i”%‘ummanﬁ%amﬁﬂmﬁu 9 2) 1 wNuIY
fanwinanisld phytosterol lwn1saaszavlasiulu
\Hoa Afnstnuaszezalunsfnenagnetalan
3) W uuispA s I MwaLRINIILazIzo I8l unN3
faaNdszANTAIW waza NI hANIUTERIA LTaEn9
Faran 4) mansnludszmalnaniadslszne 1
laanuinounsuas LR NWHBUNT wazn13An
wSasuiaunienelul wa. 2558 uaz 5) In13
Nonwdunms nensansnsing e
nsanadayauazyssdnamnIngIwIvg
dadulfunuariadaya (data extraction form)
Lﬁaﬁ'mzl,ﬁyuua:ﬂmam‘fagamu’?'ﬁ'ﬂﬁvlﬁ%'uﬁmﬁaﬂ
Iaglugdunuidoanu lasRarsandsziaudndmy
léun Us=AnSnaves phytosterol AUANBIAUATIIUIL
2a4n§ua10819 JURDUNTA AU auwrauazisle
Sruz Ml waznsians wisafiHiwmInaidan
ﬁ%mm:gﬂﬂsuﬁuqmmwmmLmuﬂsuﬁumaa Jadad
wazame (11) %Glﬁ'ﬂ‘:uuuagi:ﬁ”j’m 0-5 AL
drzidulumsdszfinnuispdsznaudiy nszuiums
f (randomization) N13UnTan13uanga (allocation
concealment) 33myUnTafanasss (blinding) wazns

Iﬁﬁﬂ E]‘E"]J’]ElLﬁil’Jﬁlﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬁ]’]ﬂﬂﬁ’iﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂladﬂﬁ;&l
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f20819 uiseflaazuunliiosnii 3 azuunan
ATUUWLAY 5 AZWUK DaTEIwNMTINTLTLN
mﬂifmj’iﬁ'ﬂﬂsuﬁuqmmwmaamu’i%ﬁ'wnu
kLWINIIVAI Cochrane risk of bias 'ﬁimﬂu PRISMA
guideline Lﬁﬂﬁﬁ)ﬂiqumnwwmaaaﬁuﬁﬁ'yﬂgwﬁﬁ
1J321AN Randomized Controlled Trial (RCT) lasfinng
Uszidiu 6 watanan ldud 1) imvafuiofaiinagu
feupoIm3lwmIunsnuTILez3 s M lsiSsuiey
281N UNZRY (sequence generation) 2) in1vadu1e
ﬁdmiﬂnfl@mmﬂamjw;Eﬂ’amﬁalfﬁwvlﬂayﬂumju
miﬁﬂmua:mjmmﬂu (allocation concealment) 3) 4
mia%mﬂﬁomsﬂﬂﬂ@qmﬂ wihfveslasimiise
LLaxqjﬂs:Lﬁuwaﬁwﬂumﬁﬁ'ﬂLﬁavlaﬂﬁmm'h Hthe
aQlumjmmsﬁﬂmﬁaﬂq’mmqu (blinding of
participants, personnel and outcome assessment) 4) i
mia%msﬁoé‘nwmmazmqwamadNaé'wﬁﬁvlsjaugmi
37309n1990n13Nu T YWIA9INa12 (incomplete
outcome data) 5) SN 13 LERENANITAN WA LT W
NaﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬂLLa:waé’wﬁsaamuﬁﬁﬁﬂmm&ﬂ'f (selective
outcome reporting) LLAE 6) ﬁmiﬁ%auamﬂmﬁ'mﬁu
9 firel#iAnond (other sources of bias) lun13Usziiin
andi {IvuNasananwtanan 4 Fausnifiesan
t;&”"?ﬁ'mﬁu’j']LﬂudmﬁdaNﬂlﬁLﬁ@aﬂa@iamuﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁga
mu"?ﬁ‘sqmmwgaﬁﬂ”@Lﬁwnﬁiﬁﬂmﬁazﬁaamummsﬁ
NIUTeLdnad Higgins Lasame (12) a8d%as 3 18
T 4 Tousn uazdesfadnotes 1 Toludaf 5-6 dan
mu"?ﬁ‘sﬁ'ﬁmwuﬁaga%muﬁam:gn@”@ﬁuiwﬁﬁaga
litaian suidseAraunlunsdnsudazizes an
UszifiudauI9e 2 an uuuduwuiazidudaszdany
WINAANMUAUTALETINY ;ﬁﬁ'ﬂﬂu‘ﬁ' 3 aniludaniu
Naﬁ'wﬁﬂé'ﬂﬁ’lﬂumﬁmﬁ:ﬁﬂ’aHa Ao
dszansainlunisaaszaulatuluifon d1nne
#oad fUAnsdu 9 uazasfiunanms minnuisoudas
BaslEningtauandisna axdaslfouudasmingia
IﬁagiwmmﬁmﬁmﬁaiﬁmmmLﬂ'%ﬂmﬁfmﬁ'uvléf
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BasmaAaamsliiadeasssadn 2 s2au da 1ha
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nmMsiAIzHzaya
mmamwamaamﬁmﬁzﬁaﬁmuagﬂugﬂNa
21NN13372 wﬂ”aga (pooled estimate) LLazlugﬂﬂiﬁw
forest plot Wanauidufldaaiaanidruianaluzy
PpIAIbUT60L I 111 Srau NI kR aaLaT AT NS
Me (BMI) 2URAINATINMIANBUTUAIANULANANS
Yp9ALafy (weighted mean difference, WMD) &%
A ] el o o oA
NIRRT INNIUTEFINTITANAUUY 2 T2AU Ao
a A A =1 6
vianIalatiaa1n s tiNsUsea9d Az uaaInaIIN
ANTANHIAILA1BATIFIBAINNLELS (risk ratio, RR)
MIIVIRUATIIANUTRIH (confidence interval) b3
wihiusasar 95 lsunsufilddmiviienzvdoya da
Review Manager (RevMan) version 5.3 &A@ bELWANS
Uyziliuanuldidulanwus (heterogeneity) VB IHARNT
wAazUIziANAININWITENAALTINY lewA Cochrane
statistic (Q-statistic) Lazf1 percentage of inconsistency
index (12) @1 12 a:mmmlugﬂmaﬁaﬂa: naNfa
winan 12 Ja1laiinsesas 25 waasindanuiduian
w”uﬂm:@”ugd AINUAITBERT 50 waAIIINANNLTn
LNNBS LUTZAUUIWAAS waTTAININNINTesas 75
oA = o o o A A I
waadINTanuduannusluszaudmsalidanuidn
a 6
LONWKS (13)
N1IILATIZHHARNTINNNITIINKNANITIFY
(pooled estimate) Aa NIIIHAANTVBINITIFLNHB
o o A o A o o Aadl ¥
NNIAALRANLAINIALATIZHIINNW TI¥i0 le 2 AT laun
1) fixed effect model l481nIUMTAANLANANTANE
lunsdindeyadanuiduianius ICHIS GRGERE
wUsUsrulundaznisdnsiundiuimarsitves
Mantel-Haenszel (14) 2) random effects model Tg1u
a & =2 A o ‘A
ﬂ'mLﬂi’l:‘ﬁNammnmwwmwagavl,mm']mflmaﬂ
s 6 2K 1 =
Wt lasltaranundsdsinlundaznisdneuas
32ninansanm lasld DerSimonian-Laird model (15)
15052 1R INNITARN N IUN TN N 8 WT WA
MIANHINIINIARITARRENIN 5 n1sAns 15N
Usz1ln funnel plot wn llananasnuaziiaindandan
ANFANUN BINTIIUWIBNIIANINIANT 5 NITANE
az19 Eggerstestdauldsunsn STATAwiniddn
=) 1 A a A a 6
p>0.05 zdiain hilan@nnsGnun (16)

Thai Journal of Pharmacy Practice

Vol. 8 No 1 Jan-Jun 2016

NAN13228

MIFUARITUISBLABANY phytosterol #2816
FUAUAN 9 mngm‘*ﬁagaﬁﬁmu@ WUIHIUIIL 103
atu NAnsUszansnIw g phytosteol l#n17aa
lydulwdealudiheludulwdoadadnduazldasuen
saszavladuluifeanga statin nainsruunaia
udayanudn Fudwuddnldan Pubmed 54 3a9
Science-Direct 34 1399 CENTRAL 14 1389 uazfudae

=

flo 1 309 udludnuiifonwisafAanunssansnw
lunisinsaaszaulosiulungugi s7lasusaa
"lmu”uﬂﬁju statin $1%2% 11 AU NBITHNINUAHIY
mmevi’miﬂ”@Lﬁaﬂm‘ﬁ:jﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂmf: @”ol,mmsl,ugﬂﬁ 1
TUs1UIUIINITENS 11 1309RAALTINNIN

wuiwﬁmm@d’mﬂwmﬂﬁqﬂﬁa 192 ﬂuLLa:ﬁaﬁﬁq@
Ao 8 au 91835819 4 1Fe9rimsAne ludszina
ansgalin 3 Fasnsdnwlulszmeiwisafuaud
2 Basvimidnenludszmafnuand was¥innisinm
Tudszmaundaussaulsmndss 11389 320209817
AAANUHANTINBIDE IR 2-90 sUlaasuaadlu
aN397 1 wIseranae 11 3aadunsdnsnienis
19 phytosterol tUS8uLfisuRUsIvaannI o
Wisuifisuau 9 Iugﬂ'sﬂﬁﬁvlmu”uluLﬁamﬁaﬂnaLLa:
ldTuonaaszavladuluiioangy statin (17-27) N3
S5uutadwns@nwisanuyszansn waes plant
sterol 7 N1SANEA (21-27) N1TANBIL AL AL
UseAnEa1wvad plant stanol 7 NSANEWN (17-20, 22-
23, 25) uazdl 3 mMIAnwUAEIRUYIEANT AN asTi
WIaNY (19, 24, 26)
mMsUszinanA luewide

;sﬂﬁ 2 LLamnﬁWagﬂaﬂamuﬁﬁ'ﬂmmum:
M3ANE NI HaAFINUITHNG 11 MIANBA
Wyl 5 mu?aﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂ@gﬂuuumﬁ’[ﬁ (allocation
concealment) #Adtuaz e linTuindradngldiy
snafialaifasann phytosterol INGaTanwmzniauiy
UIRRDN LAl 4 mu%ﬁ'ﬂﬁvl,&ivlﬁizqmiﬂﬂﬁ@g}’tfﬁ’m
nsfdnsuaz 1 msdnslildundagdszifiung
msdnen saumstsmiinendluduiu g WU
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NUIBNFUAUA18A19wa1n Pubmed $1u21 406 1589 31n Science-Direct 31173 143 1389 910 CENTRAL

U 66 1389 uazAuaraiodiuin 11389 (N=616)

> dnsanifasnnliliowidpluaysdiuamu 458 1509

v

ao a ae & o a A A “ . o A
nwdaehumilsadnnwisodasdn lasdsziduanndaisasuazunants 31w 158 1309

ansaniiasnnlalddnmlunduiihofldiuengy statin 141 5eq hidnansdinwiieaniy

v AR A ' d’ ' o 1% A =
Naﬁw‘ﬁﬂﬁﬂiﬂﬂﬂiﬂvl}l]ﬁ?“'ﬁﬂLl]ﬂ{lu'ﬂu')EJV]@]E]Jﬂ'ﬁVLﬂ 41599 waztdwnIINUNIBITIUNITY

F1UI 2 1389

A 4

TN IR N INIIWIIY S 1 1509

31 1. HaMIFALRENIUITL

(reporting bias)

nsan,

Random sequence
rir|lrjiclrir|ir|lr|r|c '_generation
(selection bias)
Allocation concealment
(selection bias)
Blinding of participants
(performance bias)
Blinding of outcome
CIC|C|C|C[F | T lassessment
(detection bias)
Incomplete outcome
data (attrition bias)
Selective reporting

Blair, 2000 (17)

r | = [and personnel

Cater, 2005 (18)

Castro, 2006 (19)

Goldberg, 2006 (20)

Fuentes, 2008 (21)

de Jong, 2008 (22)

Kelly, 2011 (23)

c|jlc|jlc|\r | c|r | r | r
r

Ramos, 2011 (24)

Miettinen, 2011 (25)

Hallikainen, 2011 (26)

rr r/icir| rcir|\r|r|r
rlc|le|le|le|le|le|ec|ec|ec| e Otherbias

rr|lr|r|\r\r|\rr|r|r|r|\r

r| . c|c|\r
[

Becker, 2013 (27)

317 2. an@ninuluudazmsfinm (L nanede low risk of bias, H WW1Lfid high risk of bias, U nanafls unclear risk)
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- suuy o mylamanas . NANIIAN®A Jadad
msdnw, O | ¢ NANADLS — NNIIANA
WY ! NYUNARDY UREUSIRHMAEHIT score
Blair, 2000 RCT ;gﬂmvl:’nﬁusl,wﬁa@ga mq@izm,wi 20 T | plant stanol 3 g/day 2 placebo 2 &Ua9 LDL,HDL | plant stanol aa¥z@u LDL 4
(17) ilesuendaladanieiia atorvastatin, | §Uaw (n=71) (n=77) TCTG | uaz TC laatnsfividany
pravastatin, simvastatin, pravastatin N9E0G (p<0.05)
luamalanatneias 90 1%
Cater, 2005 | RCT ;jﬂm"lw”ulmﬁa@ga”l,@ﬁum plant stanol 5.1 g/day 2 placebo 2 Laan LDL,HDL | plant stanol 8a¥2@U LDL &4 3
(18) simvastatin %38 atorvastatin LAt (n=4) (n=4) ,TC,TG JoEaT 13 Vlﬁam\‘lﬁﬁfﬂﬁ’lﬁ'fy
NRNEG (p<0.05)
Castro, RCT ﬁgﬂ’mvlml”uluﬁa@qxiﬁvlﬁ%‘u mﬂﬁj&l plant stanol-enrich magarine without LDL,HDL | plant stanol AATEAULRNN 3
2006 (19) statin wazlaiiasuenagoion 6 magarine 6 /A% (n=11) | plant stanol 6 /a8 | . TC,TG, | LDL ldadedvbdamnig
LA (n=9) BMI §0@ (p<0.05)
Goldberg, RCT ;‘Jjﬂwvl,w”uluu,ﬁa@gaﬁ%ﬁum statin | stanol in dried stanol/ placebo tablet 6 LDL,HDL | plant stanol aa3z@u LDL 3
2006 (20) winldénin 9o S lechitin complex 225 fUa% (n=13) TCTG | uaz TC laadnsfivedany
mg/tablets Qﬂmvl@%?u 1.8 NG (p<0.05)
g #87% 6 §Ua%A (n=13)
Fuentes, Cross- ;ﬁ'ﬂ’mvhmyulmﬁaﬂgdﬁvlﬁgum statin plant sterol 2.5 g/day 4 low-CHO diet+ Plant | LDL,HDL | plant sterol anszau LDL | 2
2008 (21) over | W 8 &UaA sUa (n=30) sterol < 0.5 g/day 4 | ,TC,TG | agndupdayneana
RCT FUan# (n=30) (p<0.05)
de Jong, RCT ;ﬂ'ﬂmvhlﬁulmﬁmgdﬁvlﬁ%'um statin plant sterol 2.5 g/day ¥4 | control magarine LDL,HDL | plant sterol ez plant stanol 3
2008 (22) fasiuianmetasnin 32 nn/ene | 90 FUAA (n=18) W% 90 FUAH TC,TG | aaszau LDL laatned

Was ANNanlafaasnit 200/95

mmHg

plant stanol 2.5 g/day
W% 90 FUA% (n=19)

(n=17)

HHFAYNIIFDA (p<0.05)
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A15199 1. ANBUSUILANUN TN TAAIN (n=11) (A8)

suuy . mslRFmases . NANTIAN®A Jadad
madnw, T | Y _ B IRLERK! . — MIIANR
WY NAUNAREY nguLIouioy score
Kelly, 2011 RCT ﬁgﬂaﬂvl,‘nﬁuslmﬁaﬂqxﬂﬁvleﬁumaﬂ plant sterol 2.5 g/day control magarine 1% 5 | LDL,HDL | Plant sterol WLag plant stanol 4
(23) lusiungu statin andaw egszwdne | win s §aw (n=11) | dlan (n=11) TC,TG | aaszau LDL laatned
18-65 I @uiiulamatasnin 32 plant stanol 2.5 g/day WOFAYNINEDG (p<0.05)
ANJ/ANTNAT T proteinuria w38 | ww 5 gt (n=8)
glucosuria ANNaMlaAatasNIN
200/95 mmHg
Ramos, RCT | dtheluiulwiaageany 30-75 I soluble fiber 6 g, le@3uenaaluiuluiiea | LDLHDL | phytosterol aaszau lusinlu 2
2011 (24) ldsuenaaszaulasiudia rosuvastatin | campesterol 5 mg uaz | iigatnadsa (n=30) TC,TG, | \feauaz BMI laatnadl
40 mg [3-sitosterol 35 mg BMI woFIANI9ENa (p<0.05)
Wn 12 §UaA (n=28)
Miettinen, RCT ;ﬂ'ﬂ’m‘ﬁlvlﬁguU’m@]vlnmvulmﬁa@ﬂa;u plant sterol 2 g/day ¢ baseline LDL,HDL | plant sterol LLas plant stanol 3
2011 (25) statin 8819108 1 T W 4 §UaA (n=11) TC,TG | an3z@y LDL uaz TG o
plant stanol 2 g/day adIdnyfANIIRAE
W 48UaNA (n=11) (p<0.05)
Hallikainen, | RCT ;gﬂasﬁvle‘ﬁ”uma@%u”ulul,ﬁama;u vegetable oil-based vegetable oil-based LDL,HDL | plant sterol aa3= LDL 3
2011 (26) statin 88191t08 3 1w UszaAU spread enrich sterol spread enrich without TC.TG, | uaz TG leadedvibdany
HbA1C < 9% a1 18-70 1 0.1 g/day w1t 4 sterol w14 48Uan# BMI NNRDA (p<0.05)
FUan# (n=12) (n=12)
Becker, RCT pjﬂaﬂﬁvlﬁ'uma@%ﬂﬂmﬁaﬂﬂ@u sterol 450 mg tablets | #M%aan12 FUaH LDL,HDL | plant sterol laigansnaa 5
2013 (27) statin 1¢) 21 019 80 T 326U LDL > | Tuaz 2 Ass W 12 (n=96) TCT6 | wavlwsiuldidewSouiioy

100 mg/dL

fUa% (n=96)

AULNHRABN
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dszansnnlunsanlasinaiia LDL
INMINATIERBANWIWITE 11 1309WuIg
7 S09dnEnUszAnSnIwaas plant stanol KAMNIANE
WU11 plant stanol a18130aaszau lusiuofia LDL a4
leagrslintudrAgnisaia (MD= -0.45, 95% CI -0.53 -
0.37, p<0.001) wan1snasaualnu tiiduianwus
srrdnansansInuiIndanuiduienwus (12 =0%,
p=0.54) Han13LAT1ZRUTEENT A WVR plant sterol
NIWISH 7 1309WUT pant sterol anszesluain LDL
wa lidnoaudiaynieaiid (MD=-0.14, 95% Cl=-
0.33, 0.05, p=0.15) Han1INagauay L dulanwus
szriamsdnswuin laifanauduienwus (12 =92%,

p<0.001) ﬂ”&LLamlugﬂ'ﬁ' 3

Uszansanlumsiialusiugiia HOL
INMTAATIERBANIWINUITY 7 1389WU77
plant stanol AxNTOLANTzAL HDL lefud lafkuddny
N1980@ (MD= 0.1, 95% CI=-0.12, 0.14, p=0.91) WA
mMinagauaNy liidwenwiiTznItImsanEIwLn
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lafanuiduianwus (12 =81%, p<0.001) WAEHANT
Sianzhefuudseansniwlunisida HDL 284 plant
sterol WUTEANIOIANIEAY HDL wa luftudanmna
80@ (MD=-0.09, 95% Cl=-0.37,0.18, p=0.52) WanN13
nagaua¥ lidulanwnsszninamsanswuin s
anaLduanwus (12 =98%, p<0.001)

dszansalunisanlusinzibe total cholesterol

AINNNITILATITHBANIUWNUIN plant stanol
RININAATAL total cholesterol laasnsfiydman g
8§06 (MD=-0.33, 95% Cl=-0.45, 0.21, p<0.0001) W &
minagauany liduenwusseninemsanswuing
autdulanwus (12 =0%, p<0.51) HAN1IILATIZH
aduudTEENSAwlun1Iaas=aU total cholesterol va9
plant sterol WL3N&1U1INAATEAU total cholesterol L&
lufivusagnsafid (MD= -0.20, 95% CI=-0.43, 0.03,
p=0.32) Han1TNaFauAIN b dulanA BT TzHIN
arsAnwInusnlddanuiduianwus (12 =89%,
p<0.001)

Phytosterol Comparators Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.1.1 Plant stanol
Blair etal., 2000 335 0.65 71 366 062 T7148% -0.31[0.42,-0.10] —
Castro et al,, 2008 378 1 11 478 1.3 9  0B% -1.00[2.03,003]
Cater et al,, 2005 25 048 4 294 036 4 18%  -0.44[1.04 0.18] —
de Jong etal, 2008 299 0.59 19 328 06 17 41%  -0.29[0.68, 010 .
Goldbery et al,, 2006 2688 01 13 3147 047 13 542% -0.49[0.60,-0.38] L 3
Kelly et al., 2011 309 0.49 8 333 068 11 23%  -0.24[0.77,0.29] — 1
Migttinen et al.. 2011 148 032 11 2 0z 11 223% -0.50 [0.67,-0.33] ——
Subtotal (95% Cl) 137 142 100.0% -0.45[-0.53, -0.37] +
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=5.01, df=6 {P= 054}, F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z2=11.27 (P = 0.000013
1.1.2 Plant sterol
Beckeretal, 2013 286 0.23 96 281 0.1 91 19.2% 0.05[-0.01, 0.11] ™
de Jong etal, 2008 1.42 0.61 18 153 085 17 84%  -0.11[0.60, 0.38] I
Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA1 369 088 30 387 1M 30 77%  -0.28[0.81,0.28 —_—
Fuentes etal., 2008 STRATAZ 382 045 a0 397 1M 30 7E%  -0D15F0.67, 0.37] [— —
Hallikainen et al, 2011 164 0.11 12 186 011 12 188% -0.32[041,-0.23] -
Kelly et al., 2011 29 061 11 333 068 11 75%  -0.43[0.497,0.11] —
Migttinen et al.. 2011 1.7 0B 11 11 02 11 111% -040[0.77,-0.03] —
Ramos etal, 2011 1.81 013 28 165 01 30 19.3% 016010, 0.22] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 236 232 100.0% -0.14[-0.33,0.05] <P
Heterogeneity: Taw®= 0.05; Chi*=88.44, df =7 {F =< 0.000013; F=92%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.45{P=015)

-2 -1 0 1 2

Testfar subdgroup diferences: Chif= 9.07, df=1 (F=0003, F=89.0%

Favours [Phytosterol] Favours [Comparators]

311 3. AAnuuandIvesdLale (MD) yasdszaninnlunisaalvaiusiia LDL 284 phytosterol

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 1 nunufianduf a3y phytosterol riauudadann ldsusmaan

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 2 nanufisnguilasumnaanrauudadannldsu phytosterol

114



Phytosterol Comparators Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
2.1.1 Plant stanol
Blairetal., 2000 1.32 0.36 1137 0N TYO18.3% -0.05 [-0.16, 0.06] -
Castro etal, 2006 1.03 028 11 131 043 9  B9% -0.28[061,0.08 .
Cater etal, 2005 1.21 0.1 4 121 0.1 4 10.2% 0.00[-0.29,0.249] s
de Jong etal., 2008 1.47 0.43 189 1.38 028 17 12.4% 0058014, 032] T
Goldberg etal, 2006 1.38 0.1 13 119 0.08 13 19.5% 0.18[011,0.27] -
Kelly etal, 2011 1.46 0.32 8 135 0.1 11 11.6% 011 [-0.14, 0.36] I
Miettinen et al.. 2011 1.1 01 1" 1.2 01 11 19.3% -010[-0.18,-0.03] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 137 142 100.0% 0.01 [-0.12,0.14] <
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.02; Chi*= 31.93, df= 6 (P = 0.0001); F=81%
Testfor averall effect Z=012 (P =091}
2.1.2 Plant sterol
Beckeretal, 2013 1.6 013 96 165 0.1 91 13.0% -0.05 010, 0.00] -
deJong etal, 2008 1.47 043 19 138 028 17 11.9% 0.09[-0.14,0.32] -1
Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA1 1.37 0.3 30 137 046 o 12.3% 0.00[-0.20,0.20] I
Fuentes et al, 2008 STRATAZ 1.39 0.36 30 1.37 046 30 12.2% 0.02[018,0.23] -
Hallikainen et al., 2011 1.83 0.08 12 254 015 12 12.8%  -1.01 [1.11,-0.81] -
Kelly etal, 2011 1.42 0.32 11 135 0.1 11 12.0% 0.07 [-0.16, 0.30] -
Miettinen et al.. 2011 1.2 02 11 1.2 01 11 12.7% 0.00[-013,013] -
Ramaos et al, 2011 1.47 0.08 28 1.29 0.08 30 13.0% 0.18[0.14,0322] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 237 232 100.0%  -0.09 [-0.37,0.18] *
Heterageneity: Tau®= 014, Chi®= 47756, df= 7 (P = 0.00001}; I*= 99%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.65 (P=052)
, , ,
a4 -0a 0 05 1

Testfor subgroun differences: Chi*= 040, df=1 (P = 0.52_). F=0%

Favours [Phytosterol] Favo ur§ [Comparators]

31 4. deanuuandvaIdats (MD) 23U AnTnwlunsiin lusiusfia HDL 284 phytosterol

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 1 nuufiangufilasy phytosterol riauusadann lasusmaan

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 2 nanufisnguillasumnaanmouudadannldsu phytosterol

Phytosterol Comparators Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
3.1.1 Plant stanol
Blair et al.,, 2000 5968 0.72 71 588 067 TPOO28T% -0.20 [-0.42,0.02] 2000 —i
Cater etal., 2008 4.21 059 4 462 0.49 4 2.6% -0.41 [-1.16, 0.34] 2005 -
Castroetal., 2006 578 2.44 11 BY7 11 9 08% -1.19[2.83 048] 2006
Goldberg etal., 2006 482 016 13 821 027 13 498% -0.39[-0.86-0.22] 2006 L
de Jong et al., 2008 59.14 0.66 19 534 077 17 6.5% -0.20 [-0.67, 0.27] 2008 1
Kelly et al., 2011 5.36 0.46 8 4545 0.86 11 4.0% -0.09 [-0.69, 0.51] 2011 [ E—
Miettinen et al.. 2011 32 07 11 38 0z 11 78% -060[1.03-017] 201 —
Subtotal (95% CI) 137 142 100.0% -0.33 [-0.45,-0.21] [ 2
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=5.28 df=6 (P =051}, F=0%
Testfor overall effect: £=5.41 (P = 0.00001)
3.1.2 Plant sterol
de Jong et al., 2008 512 0.68 18 534 077 17 10.2% -0.22 [-0.70, 0.26] 2008 I
Fuentes etal., 2008 STRATA1 5.6 1.01 a0 a8t 1.1 30 9.23%  -0.31[-0.85 023 2008 ——
Fuentes etal., 2008 STRATAZ 573 1.03 a0 a8t 1.1 30 93% -018[0.72,0.36) 2008 I
Miettinen et al.. 2011 3207 11 38 02 11 11.2%  -060[1.03-017] 2011 e —
Ramoas etal, 2011 384 015 28 381 013 0 17.9% 0.23[0.16,0.30] 2011
Hallikainen etal,, 2011 3.67 014 12 417 022 12 17.0% -0.580[-0.65-0.358] 2011 -
Kellyetal., 2011 4495 0.72 11 545 0.86 11 7.3% -0.50[1.16,0.16] 201 e —
Beckeretal, 2013 519 0.23 96 511 0.26 91 18.0% 0.08[0.01,018] 2013 d
Subtotal (95% CI) 236 232 100.0%  -0.20 [0.43,0.03] e

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.08; Chi*= 90.08, df=7 (P = 0.00001); = 92%
Test for averall effect Z=1.69 {F = 0.05)

Teslfolr subgroup diferences: Chi®=0.97, df=1 (P =0.32), F= 0%

-2

-1

1]

1 2

Favours [Phytosterol] Favours [Comparators]

gﬂﬁ 5. ANANLANAVBIALARE (MD) 289Uz AnTnwlunsaa ladusiia total cholesterol 183 phytosterol

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 1 winuflanguilaT phytosterol rauudsioun ldsuemanan

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 2 winufianguil ldiusmaanmauuddioanld3u phytosterol

dUseansnnlunsanlusinyia Triglyceride

§INNIN8AITAU triglyceride laadsdinusaynisia
(MD= -0.12, 95% CI=-0.25, 0.00, p=0.05) Han19
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AIINNITILATITW B ANTUWL I plant stanol

nagauaN b T NN RTIZRININITANYINLING

anudulanwus (12 =41%, p=0.13) NamFAATEHaA
YUz aNTAINIUN1IAAT=AU triglyceride Va4 plant
sterol WUINRINNIDAATLAL triglyceride baua baifitiy
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Phytosterol Comparators Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
4.1.1 Plant stanol
Blair et al.,, 2000 1.81 0.69 71173 075 TPO18.2% 0.08 [-0.15, 0.31] 2000 T
Cater etal., 2008 1.1 0.44 4 118 0.65 4 2.8% -0.08 [-0.85, 0.69] 2005 [ E—
Castroetal., 2006 181 11 11 133 1 9 1.7% 0.58 [-0.34,1.50] 2006 N B
Goldberg etal., 2006 1.66 012 13 1.87 022 13 3.3% -0.21[-0.35-0.07] 2006 =
de Jong et al., 2008 1457 07 19 1.483 083 17 5.3% 0.04 [-0.47, 0.55] 2008 1
Miettinen et al.. 2011 048 01 11 11 041 11 41.0% -020[028-012] 2011 ]
Subtotal (95% CI) 129 131 100.0%  -0.12 [-0.25, 0.00] L)
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.01; Chi*= 843, df=5{FP=013); F=41%
Testfor overall effect £=1.94 (P = 0.0%5)
4.1.2 Plant sterol
deJongetal, 2008 1.42 0.61 18 153 085 17 96%  -0.11[-0.60,0.38] 2008 T
Fuentes et al, 2008 STRATA1 1.08 0.61 300 1.03 0.44 0 13.58% 0.06 [-0.21, 0.33] 2008 -
Fuentes etal., 2008 STRATAZ 1.08 0.42 30 1.03 0.44 a0 14.0% 0.05[-0.19,0.29] 2008 -
Hallikainen etal,, 2011 0.92 0.04 12 163 013 12 16.0% -0.71[-0.80,-0.62] 2011 -
Ramos etal, 2011 1.2 0.1 28 1.39 009 30 16.2%  -014 019 -0.09] 2011 =
Miettinen et al.. 2011 14 0.2 11 1.7 03 11 14.8% -0.30[0.51,-0.08] 2011 -
Beckeretal, 2013 1.33 016 96 1.2 0.14 91 16.3% 0.08[0.04,0.13] 2013 r
Subtotal (95% CI) 225 221 100.0%  -0.16 [-0.40, 0.08] &
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.08; Chi*= 254.50, df= 6 (P = 0.00001); F= 98%
Testfor overall effect 7=133 (P=018)

Fn

-4 - 2
. i Favours [Phytosterol] Favours [Comparators]
Teslfolr subaroun diferences: Chi*=0.08. df=1 (P :ID.TS). F=0%

317 6. dranuuandsvesdaiy (MD) vaslszintmwlunisaaludusiia triglyceride 289 phytosterol
Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 1 nuufianduld3u phytosterol riauudadan ldsusmaan

Fuentes et al., 2008 STRATA 2 nunsfianduildsusmaanrauudadanldiu phytosterol

fAYN198N&E (MD=-0.16, 95% Cl=-0.40, 0.08, p=0.78)
NANIINaRBUAIN MVLZJ Lﬂmaﬂw”uﬁizwj'mmﬁﬂm
wudn laifenuduanwis (12 =96%, p<0.001

Uszansamlnnmsanazitalania (BMI)
I1INNITILATIEHBANIUIINISTE 7 1389WDFN
phytosterol s1unsnaaanhuIanielaud liinasan
NIIRNG (MD=-1.06, 95% Cl=-4.60, 2.49, p=0.56) W@
mMinagauaN liidwen Wi szRITINIsAnEINLIN

lsiflanudulenwus (12 =97%, p<0.001)

a =3 6
mMsinaInslainelseaed
luguvasannslinidszasduad phytosterol

wud fienuda phytosterol 6@ 9 1uidbnAaidan

e a =

li«m’li%mi’]:%u%\l 1 MIANI A NIANWIVEY Blair

udl 2000 (17) leszyfisdruarnvasgihenannsling

Uszaad launguldsu plant stanol tina1nvlaidg
ﬂszm@ﬁzé’uvlajguuﬁ 23 TUUAZIZAULIWNANN 12
40 - . .
8 ‘devl,llMﬂ’)’mLL@Iﬂ@N’MﬂﬂQNWI‘HU’maE]ﬂ MIAN®
289 Becker 1uil 2013 (27) NUINUHANITATIAN
#89UfU@ANT A3zl creatine phosphokinase (CPK),
aspartate aminotransferase (AST) WL & ¢ alanine
aminotransferase (ALT) NAN1TANHINLIN B89 165
v a wa 1 QI J
phytosterol HaN13§1393N19IRBIUJUANTHANNNDY
WM A e o w aa A = a o va

ua lddusdaunisafdnilalSouisununawlasy

A = a o \ A e =
phytosterol LLa:LaJma.lmumwnunquﬂvlmum‘vsaaﬂﬂ

WU T DA NN INWLT WL AN

Phytosterol Comparators Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Castro etal., 2006 252 245 11 2689 49 9 2F1%  -1.70[5.23,1.83]
Hallikainen et al., 2011 8 11 12 266 1.1 12 36.2% 1.40[0.52, 2.28]
Ramos et al., 2011 27 1 28 an 1 30 36.7% -3.00[3.52,-2.48] u
Total (95% CI) 51 51 100.0%  -1.06 [-4.60, 2.49]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 8.82;, Chi*=71.52, df= 2 (P = 0.00001); F=97%
Testfor averall effect: 2= 0.8 (P = 0.54)

-50 .25 0 25
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

50

317 7. AnwuandIvasdais (MD) vaslszininwlumssaaziluianizues phytosterol
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mMaNziaMa L (sensitivity analysis)

A = ' o ¢ '

Wasnnmsdnsluudaznaanswuana lddu

% a =S z:ql/d va [ 3

anwusluszaugs nsdnmfdaladnmzdaia
lasdan1sAnsiaaniiazn13dnsn (one-study remove
approach) L&INNTINHaTINENATIINRIU s LAl
nnidunialal kansEnmwudlunn 9 waawsoniiu
NRGaIZAU TG 289 plant stanol Waz BMI 1WLI1 1ila
o =2 = o Y v & d
aamsAns I IAanaany lvaansilfowll wa
nylanziuaadagluaisei 2 wananddsld
AnTeiRasWSuENaIuNgueas (subgroup analysis)
lagduunauszesiianzasnsdnsfainsdnmi
- g . &
fiszoznansdnsuuasue 4 adavianly (18-20,
20, 23, 25) uaznsAnm AN ludihefldsuongu
statin ¥nad19%ay 3 1Aaw (17,19, 20) WUIK A

MaAnEgInIRdamLa

2AAINNITANNN
NSNARELAAAINNNTANNNGAE Egger's test
Wud1 MIANHINABEI plant stanol lunn g WadWT
l@wn LDL, HDL, TC uaz TG tiu liwuanfiannnis
GNNN (P>0.05) EaUMIANENNAVEY plant sterol 7 L

A1319 2. Nﬂﬂ']i%Lﬂi’]Zﬁﬂ'J'llle')

WuaﬂﬁmnmsﬁﬁmﬂunﬂNaé'wﬁ"ﬁun”u ElﬂL’iluNa@iE]
HDL w83 sterol (intercept=0.03; SE=0.07; 95% CI=
0.01, 0.04, t = 3.94, p= 0.011)

nsandsuazaslua
mMsnumunuisiganulsinsawlums
anszauladuluiionvas phytosterol lugtlaelusiulu
Lﬁaﬂqdﬁvl,ﬁ%'umﬂﬁjm statin WUINWIFBLTILNTUN 11
Al 9uIsns 11 avuianuuandrenulunais
ﬂs:Lﬁuﬂgﬂuﬁawm@m‘jmﬁaasJ"m ADmId i
38 fad3ouiiioy maundae wazUSumasERm
plant stanol L&z plant sterol Tagwuindnasled
phytosterol luuaaaug 2- 5 n3u Lﬁaﬂmﬁuﬂmmw
Nwisslaslfinueived Jadad wazame (11) WU3N
mu?ffﬁﬁﬂ”@L‘ﬁﬁdmmﬂﬁmuuuagﬂm:@?‘uﬁ (GEISN
304NN 3) LLa:ﬁaﬂaaghi:ﬂ"‘uéﬁ
miﬁﬂwm%‘immmaﬁ;ﬂwamﬁfﬁ’svlﬁ
wadalddl plant stanol aaszav'lusin LDL uaz total
cholesterol laagnaiidAmyn1saiia #2u plant sterol
gurnanlusuudazsiauaziia HOL laualas

a o s QQ& k3 Qs
BURIAUNWRDADIREAAFDINUNITINUNINITIUNITY

msfnsfiaaaan Alaaped 95% ClI P’ P?
ANAULANEG
Triglyceride
Blair et al., 2000 (17) -0.19 -0.26, -0.12 < 0.00001 0.45
Cater et al., 2005 (18) -0.12 -0.25, 0.02 0.09 0.08
Castro et al., 2006 (19) -0.15 -0.25, -0.04 0.07 0.20
Goldberg et al., 2006 (20) -0.04 -0.25, 0.17 0.72 0.09
de Jong et al., 2008 (22) -0.13 -0.26, 0.01 0.06 0.10
Miettinen et al., 2011 (25) -0.04 -0.25, 0.17 0.72 0.13
Body mass index
Castro et al., 2006 (19) -0.82 -5.13, 3.50 0.71 < 0.00001
Ramos et al., 2011 (24) 0.34 -2.54, 3.22 0.821 0.09
Hallikainen et al., 2011 (26) -2.97 -3.48, -2.46 < 0.0001 0.47

1: p SNIUMINAROLUWIABNTNG (effect size)

2: p #sumInasauand lidulenwisvainan13ise
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agr9tdusruunaziianzieAvinnauntiiilas
Scholle wLazathe (10) Gﬁqwu:hmﬂ"ﬁ plant stanol L&
sterol Tug1la ﬂﬁ‘lﬁ%'ummju statin SINAILRINITDAN
Tosiwldianns LDL uas cholesterol LHA%i1 u@nas
ANBIAINAINTLATIZWNAVDINRAN U phytosterol
Tagnurisasiiaans udliausndmzinavas plant
stanol W&z sterol LAIWLIN AN plant stanol Rt
fsnunsaaalusiwldatadiniaymiada widnaln
nl13Iaanig ﬂ“ﬁg“n 843 plant stanol W& plant sterol i
wilawnude ﬁ?’un”ulﬂLaamaiaaLLaza@ﬂ’mgW’Ewaa
lalaainasan (28) ﬁ’ﬁ‘ﬂg\‘laad"ﬁﬁﬂgﬂﬂﬂsﬁwLﬁﬂﬁj‘i"]\‘m’lﬂ
WanunnipITauas 0.01 1115 NAAADALE LN
Nuldsgnwawtdwiluuy plant stanol/sterol ester
ﬁ'ﬁwzﬁﬂﬁ@@%ﬂﬁmnfu WRINATUY TENINUT
phytosterol ﬂzaaawﬁmm@msgﬂ%u cholesterol Ana
FlWszauaas LDL aaaddas LaanmIans e
WU31 plant stanol 3z UssAniainlunisaa
cholesterol lé@ni1 plant sterol G9nalnlunisaaszey
lasiuluiiaavas phytosterol Lduauaznalnauelu
Ngu statins 1IN statin aanqw%fybuﬂ{mﬁﬁw’mmm
Lo lesl hydroxy methyl glutaryl CoA reductase (HMG
CoA reductase) ﬁﬁdmuqumiﬁﬁmi’l:ﬁ cholesterol ﬁ
&u (29) lasianizagrsfsluduniia LDL uas
cholesterol s9%1n13 105 statins 3207 phytosterol
szgrgasugninulunisaaszavleinluiion ua
MsdnENiTaugsiuMIAn B89 AbuMweis LazA A
(30) CRRIERR L plant stanol LAz sterol F1U1IIDAA
szau LoL dadnefituidnisaia ialSouifoy
ALIRAEN N1TILATIZRaANIBYRY Talati WAz A S
31) Badspuiitsulseansmwlunmsaaszaladilu
LREAVDY plant stanol LAz plant sterol WU3N msﬁ%aaa
giadyszansmwlumsanlusinluiiealaidnnu (31)

UYWI1AVBI phytosterol ﬁwuluﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂgdﬁag
I 2-5 n3udaiudsrannsaInuNIAnEnaunih
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Abstract

Objective: The previous studies found that phytosterol may improve lipid profile in patients treated with HMG
CoA reductase inhibitors. However the results from clinical trials of phytosterol have been continuously inconsistent.
The objective of this study was to systematically review literature and conduct the meta-analysis of the efficacy of
phytosterol for controlling blood lipid levels. Methods: The researchers retrieved articles via electronic databases
such as PubMed, CENTRAL, SCl=enceDirect, SciSearch and ThaiLis. Randomized controlled trials (RCT) in human
reported in English or Thai and published before or within 2015 were used in data analysis. Results: The quality of
11 included studies was assessed according to the criteria of Jadad et al. The quality of most of the included studies
was high with the score between 2 and 5. The number of participants in the studies ranged from 8 to 192. The study
found that plant stanol could statistically significant reduce the level of low density lipoprotein (LDL) (mean difference
(MD)= -0.45, 95% Cl= -0.53,-0.37, p<0.001) and total cholesterol (TC) (MD= —0.33, 95% ClI= -0.45, 0.21, p<0.001).
However, plant stanol showed no effects on the other blood lipid levels (triglyceride; TG and high density lipoprotein;
HDL). Plant sterol was not able to reduce any types of blood lipid levels. The study found no severe adverse effects
from the use of phytosterol. Conclusion: The study supports that plant stanol, the product derived from phytosterol,
reduces LDL and TC levels. However, there is a need for conducting RCT to confirm its effects on the other types

of lipids.
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