Ginseng injection

Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random. 95% CI

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl _Year

9.1.1 Shenfu injection

Li 2011 -0.62  1.65 62 -0.88 1.82 98 15.4% 015 F0.21, 051 2011 7
Feng 2014 218 128 302 1.35 32 13.8% 1.47[0.91,2.03] 2014

Subtotal (95% CI) 93 90 20.2% 0.79 [-0.50, 2.09] —
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.82; Chi*=15.20, df=1 {P = 0.0001); F=93%

Test for overall effect: Z2=1.20 (P =0.23)

9.1.2 Shenmai injection

il 2014 279 133 47 168 1.34 47 14.9% 0.82[0.40,1.248] 2014

Tang 2016 2487 114 43 142 1.32 43 14.8% 0.54 [0.40,1.29] 2016

Subtotal (95% CI) 90 90 20.7% 0.83 [0.53, 1.14]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0.00, df=1 (P =0.95); F= 0%

Test for averall effect: Z= 5.35 (P = 0.00001)

9.1.3 Shengi Fuzheng injection

Liu 2018 08 1.1 30 0.3 1 30 14.2% 0.28 [0.23,0.79) 2016 T
Zhang 2016 1.09 133 26 0.09 0.91 26 13.7% 0.86[0.29,1.43] 2016

Chen 2018 416 132 330497 148 33 13.2% 2.27[1.64,2.89] 2019

Subtotal (95% CI) 89 89 41.1% 1.13 [0.00, 2.25]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.80; Chi®= 23,61, df= 2 {P = 0.00001), F=82%

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.96 (P = 0.09)

Total (95% CI) 272 269 100.0% 0.93 [0.44, 1.42]

Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.37; ChiF= 4331, df= & (P < 0.00001); = B6%

Test for averall effect: Z= 3.72 (P = 0.0002)

Test for subaroun diffierences: Chi®= 024, df=2 (P =0.88). F=0%
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Figure 10. Forest plot of ginseng injections on cognitive fatigue without heterogeneity taken into

account.



