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Agarwal 2000 18 100 20 100 20.7% 0.88[0.43, 1.78] e
Alkaissi 1999 1 20 1 20 33% 1.00[0.06, 17.18]
Alkaissi 2002 32 135 30 139 23.7% 1.13[0.64, 1.99] -
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Total (95% CI) 399 398 100.0% 0.61 [0.35, 1.05] -
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Test for overall effect: Z = 1.79 (P = 0.07)
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Alkaissi 1999 1 20 8 20 37.3% 0.08 [0.01,0.71] L
Alkaissi 2002 32 135 43 136 62.7% 0.67 [0.39, 1.15]
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Coloma 2002 12 30 18 30 525%
Yang 2015 14 50 14 53  47.5%
Total (95% CI) 80 83 100.0%
Total events 26 32

Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 1.67, df = 1 (P = 0.20); I> = 40%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.87 (P = 0.39)
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Yang 2015 14 50 25 50 81.2%
Yin 2013 25 30 25 30 18.8%
Total (95% CI) 80 80 100.0%
Total events 39 50

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.35, df = 1 (P = 0.24); I = 26%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.92 (P = 0.05)
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Arnberger 2008 44 110 67 110 42.6% 0.43[0.25, 0.73] —a
Chen 1998 16 25 59 75 11.3% 0.4810.18, 1.29] [
Kim 2011 62 210 27 54  32.1% 0.4210.23,0.77] —a—
Yao 2015 17 35 26 36 14.0% 0.36[0.14, 0.97] E—
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Total events 139 179
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.16, df = 3 (P = 0.98); I = 0% ot o1 ; o 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.83 (P < 0.00001)
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Kim 2002 16 50 42 60
Kim 2015 9 60 36 60
Total (95% CI) 110 120
Total events 25 78

Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 0.78, df = 1 (P = 0.38); I>= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.14 (P < 0.00001)
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Alkaissi 1999 1 20 8 20 35.7% 0.08 [0.01, 0.71] ol
Alkaissi 2002 30 139 43 136 64.3% 0.60 [0.35, 1.02] L]
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Total events 31 51
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.40; Chiz = 3.10, df = 1 (P = 0.08); I* = 68% '0 o1 0'1 1 1'0 100'

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.27 (P = 0.20) Favours Placebo  Favours UC




POV
[image: image8.png]Acupressure Placebo Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup __Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed. 95% CI M-H, Fixed. 95% CI
Agarwal 2000 7 100 9 100 17.9% 0.76 [0.27, 2.13] I
Alkaissi 2002 1 135 0 139 1.0% 3.11[0.13, 77.05]
Harmon 1999 3 47 5 47 10.0% 0.57[0.13, 2.55] - 1
Turgut 2007 13 50 29 50 46.0%  0.25[0.11,0.59] —a—
White 2012 5 50 13 50 25.1% 0.32[0.10, 0.97] =
Total (95% Cl) 382 386 100.0%  0.42[0.25, 0.70] -
Total events 29 56
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 4.54, df = 4 (P = 0.34); 1= 12% '0-01 0:1 1 1'0 100‘

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.32 (P = 0.0009)
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Coloma 2002 8 30 7 30 446%
Yang 2015 9 50 8 53 55.4%
Total (95% CI) 80 83 100.0%
Total events 17 15

Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.97); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.49 (P = 0.62)
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Arnberger 2008 25 110
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Heterogeneity: Chi? = 4.29, df = 3 (P = 0.23); I = 30%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.21 (P = 0.001)
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Yang 2015 9 50 12 50 45.0%
Yin 2013 " 30 19 30 55.0%
Total (95% CI) 80 80 100.0%
Total events 20 31

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.00, df = 1 (P = 0.32); I?= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.93 (P = 0.05)
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Kim 2002 13 50 34 60
Kim 2015 4 60 17 60
Total (95% CI) 110 120
Total events 17 51

Heterogeneity: Chi2 = 0.30, df = 1 (P = 0.58); I>= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.31 (P < 0.0001)
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Arnberger 2008 49 110 67 110 53.4%
Kim 2011 76 210 32 54  46.6%
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Total events 125 929

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.45, df = 1 (P = 0.50); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.81 (P = 0.0001)
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Harmon 1999 3 52 9 52 13.1% 0.29[0.07, 1.15] - I
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Total (95% Cl) 387 391 100.0%  0.42[0.27, 0.64] >
Total events 43 81
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 6.62, df = 4 (P = 0.16); |2 = 40% '0-01 0:1 1 1'0 100‘

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.96 (P < 0.0001)
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