Supplementary Table 11: Studies comparing Biofeedback-Pelvic floor muscle training with electrical stimulation with electrical stimulation versus Biofeedback-Pelvic floor muscle training. Footnotes: T=Treatment, C=Control, BF=Biofeedback, PFMT=Pelvic Floor Muscle Training, EMG=Electromyography, QOL=Quality of Life, FIQL=Fecal incontinence quality of life instrument, min=Minutes. 
	Study
	Etiology
	Follow-up
	Treatment duration
	Intervention
	Findings

	Naimy et al. 200756
	Structural
	8 weeks
	8 weeks
	T: BF (EMG)-PFMT with electrical anal stimulation 
C: BF (EMG)-PFMT
	No difference in Wexner score, FIQL and reduced QOL between the treatment arms 

	Mahony et al. 200461
	Structural
	12 weeks
	12 weeks (6+6)
	T: BF-PFMT (EMG) plus electric stimulation 
C: BF-PFMT (EMG)
	Significant improvement in FI symptoms and anal canal squeeze pressure in both trial arms. No significant difference between the trial arms in terms of Wexner, FIQL and anal manometry.  

	Fynes et al. 199858
	Structural
	3  months
	3 months
	T: BF-PFMT (anal EMG) + electrical stimulation 25 mins/week 
C: BF-PFMT (vaginal EMG) 30 mins/week 
	Significant difference in improvement in modified Pescatori between intervention and control group. Anorectal manometry only improved in the augmented BF group. 
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