acupuncture

sham acupuncture

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean 5D Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Forhes 2005 B4 6 198 27 BAE 1438 32 2T 3% -0.05 [0.56, 0.46]
Lowe 2017 1.9 13 43 1.9 1.2 6 36.5% 0.00[-0.44 0.44]
Mak 2019 sy o 40 079 0145 | 362% -0.15 [F0.60, 0.249]
Total (95% CI) 110 106 100.0% -0.07 [-0.34, 0.20]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; ChifF= 023, df=2(F =089, F=0%

Test for overall effect: £ = 0.80 (F = 0.6}
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b
acupuncture sham acupuncture Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD  Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI V. Random, 95% CI
Lefnhao 20049 Ta1 o173 Ta 738 17.6 Ta  43.8% -0.04 [0.36, 0.28]
Lowee 2017 19 1.3 43 22 1.2 B 22.3% -0.24 068, 0.21]
Mak 20149 nre 011 a0 nse 013 | 22.23% -016 FO.BT, 0.28]
Schneider 2006 G4 821 21 511 fd.2 20 11.7% 0.05 [-0.56, 0.67]
Taotal (95% CI) 182 169 100.0% -0.10 [-0.31, 0.11]

Heterogeneity: TauF=0.00; Chi*= 082, df= 3 (F=084), F=0%

Test for overall effect Z=0.94 (F=0.38)
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