Supplementary Figure 1. Effects of acupuncture according to the number of acupuncture points assessed by UPDRS total score.
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1. 10 or more points

Yang (2006) a 19.4 2014 19 55 2208 19 3.0% 13.90[0.46, 27.34] —
Yang (2006) b 18.3 2165 13 51 1382 13 28% 13.20[-0.76, 27.16] : »
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 32 5.9% 13.56[3.88, 23.25] —e—

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.00; Chi*=0.01,df=1(P=0.94); F=0%
Test foroverall effect: Z=2.75 (P = 0.006)

2. Fewer than 10 points

Chang (2008) 3053 2056 30 2029 1968 30 53% 10.24[0.06, 20.42] . ’
Gu (2013) 16.96 1596 23 32 2781 25 34% 13.76[1.06, 26.46] ’ ’
Huang (2009) 108 1343 15 39 1541 15 351% 4.90[-5.44, 15.24] ’ N
Liu (2013) 2891 2059 22 1781 2092 21 36% 11.10[-1.31,23.51] - v
Ren (2011) 3063 86 90 1985 97 90 76.7% 10.78[8.10, 13.46]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 180 181 94.1% 10.55[8.13, 12.97]

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.00; Chi*=1.43, df=4(P=0.84); F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=8.55 (P < 0.00001)

Total (95% Cl) 212 213 100.0% 10.73[8.38, 13.07] <D
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi?= 1.79, df = 6 (P = 0.94); k= 0% *_20 1 0 0 1}0 20’
Test for overall effect: Z=8.96 (P < 0.00001) CT alone AT + CT

Test for subgroup differences: Chi*=0.33, df=1(P=0.95), F=0%




