[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024

Figures
Figure 15 (Analysis 7.1)
Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
7.1.1 Bushen Huoxue
Sun Wanying20138 1.6% -2 46 [-3.68, -1.24] Fa
Sun Wanying20138 1.7% -1.65[-2.70, -0.61] T
Sun Wanying20138 1.7% 141 [-2.41,-0.41] e
Tan Zhenyu 2006 1.6% -3101[-4.24,-1.84] o
Tan Zhenyu 2006 1.5% -3483-4.88 -217] ol
Tao Chong2022 01% -2489[37.09 -12.68] —
Tao Chong2022 0.6% B A4 1271, -417]
Tao Chong2022 1.1% -4 37 [6.78, -1.94]
Subtotal (95% CI) 9.8% -3.19 [-4.43, -1.96] s

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 2.07; Chi®= 3280, df=7 (P = 0.0001); F=78%
Testfor overall effect £=5.06 (P = 0.00001)

7.1.2 Bushen Huatan

Chang Hui2011 1.7% -218[-3.23 -1.14] T
Ceng Disi2018 1.7% -0.59 [-1.49,0.31] Fa
Ceng Disi2018 1.7% -0.96 [-1.90,-0.02] e
Ceng Disi2018 1.7% -1.10[-2.05 -0.14] T
Jiang Kiaolin2009 0.2%  -23.51 3225 -14.77] Y

Jiang Kiaolin2009 1.3% -4.69 [[-6.66, -2.73] 7w
LiJlahuiz014 1.7% -0.86 [-1.65, -0.08] ]
LiJlahuiz014 1.7% -2.62[-3.68 -1.558] e
Liv Runxia2008 0.4% -14.85 [-20.06, -9.64] S R

Liv Runxia2008 0.4% -15.16 [-20.48,-9.849] L B

Luo Furong2d18 1.7% -0.96 [-1.90,-0.02] e
Luo Furong2a1a 1.7% -0.59 [-1.49,0.31] =,
Luo Furong2d18 1.7% -1.10[-2.05 -0.14] T
feng Jun2011 1.7% -0.59 [-1.60, 0.42] Tl
Miuongli2022 1.8% -0.75[-1.39,-010] =
Yang Cuikia20og 1.7% -02 .02, 0.78] =
Yang Cuixia2009 1.7% 0.01 [-0.85, 0.91] =
Yang Cuixia2009 1.7% -0.84 [1.79,0.11] |
YWang Cuixia2009 1.5% -2.61[-3.94, -1.27] S
Zhang Chun2018 1.7% -0.96 [-1.90,-0.02] e
Zhang Chun2018 1.7% -1.10[-2.05,-0.14] T
Zhang Chun2018 1.7% -0.59 [-1.49, 0.31] ],
Subtotal (95% CI) 32.8% -1.49 [-2.05, -0.93] 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.33; Chi®*=125.16, df=21 (P = 0.00001); F=83%
Testfor overall effect £=5.21 (F = 0.00001)

7.1.3 Bushen Huatan Guyu

Ceng Ali2009 1.8% -0.89 [-1.67,-0.10] F=
Deng Ali 2008 1.0% -3.80 [-6.28,-0.72] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 2.7% -1.84 [-4.31, 0.63] -

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.33; Chi*= 315, df=1 (P =0.08); F=63%
Testfor overall effect Z=146 (F=0.14)

7.1.4 Bushen Tiaozhou

Bai Ruiz009 1.6% -2.66 [-3.93,-1.39] T
Bai Ruiz009 1.6% -1.89 [-2.95 -0.80] T
Bai Ruiz009 1.6% -1.89 [-2.95 -0.80] T
Chen Yang2010 1.7% -0.61 [1.51,0.30] T
Chen Yang2010 1.7% -0.96 [-1.85,-0.02] =
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Lhen yang:zuiu 1 b4 S MU, -0 8
Lin Anyinoz2023 1.8% -3.24 [-4 66, -1.82]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 11.4% .77 [-2.42, -1.11]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.46; Chi*=14.91, df=6 (F = 0.02); F= 60%
Testfor overall effect. £=5.31 (F = 0.00001)

7.1.5 Bushen Tlaojing

Feng Guangrong2009 1.8% -3.30[-4.74,-1.86]
Feng Guangrong2009 1.3% -4 62 [-6.44,-2.80]
Hu Xiaohuaz2013 1.6% -1.88 [-2.95, -0.80]
Hu Xiaohuaz2013 1.58% -3.06[-4.43,-1.68]
Fhang Weiging2020 1.4% -4 20 [-5.90, -2.40]
Fhang Weiging2020 1.7% -1.26[-2.24,-0.28]
Fhang Weiging2020 1.5% -3.81 [-5.00,-2.01]
Fhao Lina2014 1.6% -1.81 [-3.04,-0.748]
Fhao Lina2014 1.58% -313[-4.87,-1.64]
Subtotal (95% CI) 13.7% -2.84 [-3.57, -2.10]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.77; Chi*= 21.47, df= 8 (P = 0.00G); F=63%
Testfor overall effect: £=F.487 (F = 0.00001)

7.1.6 Bushen Huayu

Huang Wei2018 0.0% -85.92 [132.34, -45.50]
Lin Huiz014 1.6% -2.03[-3.15,-0.90]
Lin Huiz014 1.3% -4.85 [-6.75, -2.96]
Lin Huiz014 1.5% -3.38 [-4.85,-1.92]
FanWenZ015 1.8% -1.18 [-1.86,-0.49]
FanWenZ015 1.8% -0.91 [-1.58, -0.24]
FanWenZ015 1.8% -0.42 [1.06, 0.21]
Subtotal (95% CI) 9.8% -1.98 [-3.11, -0.86]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 1.66; Chi®= 4711, df= 6 (F = 0.00001); F=87%
Testfor overall effect £= 3.45 (F=0.0008)

7.1.7 Bushen Cupai

Wang Audong2021 1.4% -3.41 [-5.09,-1.73]
Wang Xudong2021 1.6% -1.46 [-2.60,-0.32]
Zhang Bingjie2016 1.7% -0.02 [0.89, 0.86]
Zhou JieZ020 1.5% -3.68 [-5.23,-2.14]
Zhou JieZ020 1.7% -0.80 F1.72,01%]
Zhou JieZ020 1.7% -1 72277, -0.66]
Subtotal (95% CI) 9.6% -1.71 [-2.76, -0.66]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.34; Chi®= 2526, df =45 (F = 0.0001}); F=80%
Testfor overall effect £=3.20(F=0.001)

7.1.8 Bushen Huoxue Huayu

Liu Hejing2023 0.6% -9.61 [-13.56, -5.64]
Liu Hejing2023 0.6% -4.83 1387 -5.79]
Liu Hejing2023 0.4% 1263 F17.76,-7.44]
Liu Yangiao2006 1.7% -1.09 [-2.04,-0.13]
LiXilian2008 1.8% -0.46 [F1.19,0.27]
Subtotal (95% CI) 5.2% -5.60 [-8.52, -2.68]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 8.54; Chi®= 4781, df=4 (P = 0.00001}); F=93%
Testfor overall effect £= 3,75 (F=0.0002

7.1.9 Ziyin Bushen

LInwei2022 01% -2933[-40.28 -18.44]
LInweij2022 0.0% -5415[-72.84 -35.40]
Mo*ang 2020 1.1% -6.82 [-5.34,-4.30]
Subtotal (95% CI) 1.2%  -28.69 [-53.61, -3.76]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 446.47; Chi®= 38.585, df=2 (P = 0.00001); F=95%
Testfor overall effect £= 226 (F=0.02)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024

7.1.10 Bushen Qinggan Huoxue

Wang ¥iuchun2012 1.4% 514 [-6.92, -3.36] R
Zhou ¥iaoxiu2012 11% 729,46, -4.77] T
Zhou ¥iaoxiu2012 1.4% 514 [-6.92, -3.36] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 3.8% 550 [-6.74, -4.44] L

Heterageneity: Tau®= 006, Chif=213, df=2 (P=0.34), F=6%
Testfor overall effect £=9.96 (F = 0.00001}

Taotal (95% CI) 100.0% -2.43[-2.82, -2.04] L
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 211; Chir=5171A7, df=71 (P = 0.00001); F=86%
Testfor overall effect £=12.19 (P = 0.00001}

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 8710, df= 9 (P = 0.00001%. F=84.2%

Forest plot of comparison: 7 IV.4H. 43 #1t, outcome: 7.1 ZHIFA.

10 -5 O 5 10
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Figure 16 (Analysis 7.1)
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Funnel plot of comparison: 7 V4143 #rt, outcome: 7.1 ZHIFA.
Figure 17 (Analysis 7.2)
Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
7.2.1 poretsky
Chen ¥ing2017 1.2% -1 6628 [-2.77245,-0.5531] ok
Chen ¥ing2017 1.2% -0.5451 [-1.4807, 0.4006] = |
Ceng Ali2z0049 1.1% -3.8065 [-5.0027,-2.0102] I
Feng Guangrong2009 1.0% -4 6220 [-6. 4440, -2 F4940] e
Feng Guangrong2009 1.1% -3.3038 [-4.74349,-1.8638] T
Hu Xiaohuaz013 1.2% -1.8848 [-2.8882, -0.8004] i
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Hu Xiaohua2013
Liang Jing2013
Liang Jing2013
Li Caixiaz2004a

Liu Hejing2023
Livu Hejing2023
Livu Hejing2023
Liu Minxin2006&
Liu Minxin2006&
Liu Minxin2006&
Liu Runxis2008
Liu Runxis2008
Lua Furong2018
Lua Furong2018
Lua Furong201g
Tan Zhenyu 2006
Tan Zhenyu 2006
Wiang Cuixia200g
Wiang Cuixia20i09
Wiang Cuixia20i09
Wiang Cuixia200g
Fhang Bingjie2016
Zhao Linaz014
Zhao Linaz014
Subtotal (95% CI)

1
1
1
1
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1
1
1
1
1
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1
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%
A%
A%
2%
%
2%
%

31.2%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.56; Chi®=217.21, df= 29 (P = 0.00001); F=87%
Testfor overall effect £=8.25 (F = 0.00001)

-3.0587 [-4.4325,-1.68449]
-5.0161 [-6.9597 -3.0724]
-4.5124 [[6.3022,-2.7226]
-2.4030 [-3.6108,-1.1951]
-9.6055 13,5622, -5.64588]
-9.8306 [-13.8743, -5.7368]
-12.6256 177587 -7.4926]
-1.A700 [-2.1354, -0.2046]
-0.5852 [-1.4848, 0.3144]
-1.1030 [-2.0589,-0.1470]
-15.1643 [F20.4813,-9.8473]
-14.8523 [F20.0630,-9.6417]
-1.0991 [-2.0545,-0.1437]
-0.5897 [-1.4896, 0.3102]
-0.9618 [-1.8993,-0.0243]
-3.0961 [-4.3443 -1.8479]
-3.5262 [-4.8793,-2.1731]
-2.6070 [-3.9420,-1.2721]
-0.1166 [-1.0181, 0.7844]
0.0077 [-0.8925, 0.9082]
-0.8406 [-1.7895, 0.1087)
-28632 43117, -1.6147]
-1.9145 [-3.0451,-0.7838]
-3.1298 [-4.5652, -1.6944]
-2.7426 [-3.3938, -2.0913]

7.2.2 Aromatase inhibitor modeling method

ChenYang2010
ChenYang2010
ChenYang2010
He Jialun20z22
Huang Weiz018
Hu Qingruz017
Jinding2023
LiJlahuiz014

Li Jlahuiz014
Meng Junzil11

Miu Yongliz022
Fan'WenzZ014
Fan'WenzZ014
Fan'WenzZ014

Tao Chong2022
Tao Chong2022
Tao Chong2022
Wang Kiuchunz2012
Hiao Huiz0z20

Yan Xue2ii2
Fhang Chunz2018
Fhang Chunz2018
Fhang Chunz01a
Fhang Minohaoz022
Fhang Minohaoz022
Fhang Minohaoz022
Fheng Junz01a
Fheng Junz01a
Zhou Xiaoxiuz2012
Zhou Xiaoxiuz2012
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-1.8172 [[2.8957, -0.7387]
-0.6057 [-1.5069, 0.2955]
-0.9577 [-1.8948, -0.0207]
-1.7819 [2.8534,-0.7104]
-88.9217 [132.3448 -45.4936]
-6.1198 [-7.92589,-4.3108]
-2.4078 [-3.7803,-1.0353]
-0.8553 [-1.6436, -0.0611]
-2.6159 [[3.6835,-1.5483]
-0.5882 [-1.5959, 0.4195]
-0.F460 [-1.38383,-0.1028]
-0.9135 [-1.5768, -0.2502]
-0.4214 [-1.0570, 0.2142]
-1.17451 [-1.8606, -0.48336]
-4 3688 [-6.7831,-1.9544]
-24.8854 [-537.0861, -12.6847]
-8.4385 [[12.7104, -4 1665]
-5.1358 [-6.9150, -3.3564]
-4 1787 [-6.6605, -1.6970]
-9.7880 [12.9220, -6.6561]
-0.9618 [-1.89383,-0.0243]
-1.0991 [-2.0545,-0.1437]
-0.5897 [-1.4896, 0.3102]
-2.5245 [[3.7616,-1.2874]
-2.3887 [13.5931,-1.1842]
-29632 43117, -1.6147]
-1.2759 [12.3803,-0.1716]
-1.0392 [2.1033, 0.0244]
-5.1358 [-6.9150, -3.3565]
-7 1156 [[9.4583, -4 7729]
-2.3541 [-2.9286, -1.7797]
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.90; Chi*= 208.78, df= 28 (F = 0.00001); F= 86%
Testfar overall effect £=8.03 (P = 0.00001)

7.2.3 Androgen modeling method

Chang Huizo11
Deng Disiz018
Deng Disiz018
Deng Disiz018

Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014
Lintyei20z22
Linyei20z22

Li 22009

Li Xilian2008

Ma Manhua2010
Mo Yang 2020
SunWanying20183
SunWanying20183
SunWanying20183
Wiang Xudong2021
Wiang Xudong2021
Hu Daoli20z22

Hu Daoli20z22
Zhang Weiging2020
Zhang Weiging2020
Zhang Weiging2020
Zhou JieZ020

Zhou JieZ020

Zhou JieZ020
ZhouYang2021
Subtotal (95% CI)

1.2%
2%,
2%,
3%
0%
A%
2%,
0.0%
01%
1.3%
1.3%
1.1%
0.8%
1.2%
2%,
2%,
0%
2%,
0.8%
0.7%
1.2%
A%
0%
2%,
2%,

1.1%

0.9%
28.0%

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

1
1
1
1

21840 [3.2324,-1.1374]
-0.9618 [1.8993,-0.0243]
-1.0891 [-2.0544, -0.1437]

-0.5897 [-1.4896, 0.3102]
-4.9531 [-6.7465, -2 9596]
-3.3847 [-4.8466,-1.9221]
-2.0260 [3.1482,-0.9039]

-54.1471 [-72.5041,-35.4007]

-20.3820 [-40.2815, -18.4525]
-1.0793 [-1.8822, -0.2764]

-0.4602 [1.1867, 0.2663]
-3.3334 [[4.5734,-1.7934]
-6.9213 [9.3378, -4.3047]
-2 4564 36771, -1.2358]
-1.6524 [-2.6987, -0.6060]
-1.4080 [-2.4107,-0.4053]
-3.4118 [-5.0804,-1.7347]
-1.4582 [-2.5980,-0.3184]
-5.5868 [8.0222,-3.1514]
-6.7507 [[9.5202, -3.0897]
-.2638 [2.2432,-0.2847]
-3.5064 [-5.0027,-2.0102]
-4,2003 [-5.8968, -2 5037

-0.3014 [1.7208, 0.1179]
. 7163 [2.7740, -0.6578]
-3.6820 [-5.2278, -2.1361]

10,3562 [-12.3380, -8 3736]
-2.9676 [-3.7190, -2.2161]

Heterogeneity: Tau?= 3.16; Chi*= 23878, df= 26 (P = 0.00001%; F=89%
Testfor overall effect £=7.74 (P = 0.00001)

7.2.4 Progesterone modeling method

Bai Ruiz009

Bai Ruiz009

Bai Rui2009

He Shuying2006
Jiang Xiaolinz2009
Jiang Xiaolinz2009
LiuYangiaoZ006
Zhu Shanshan2008
Zhu Shanshan2008
Subtotal (95% CI)

1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.1%
1.0%
01%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
9.5%

-1.8920 [-2.9858, -0.7957]
-2 G556 [-2.9251,-1.3861]
1,893 [-2.9874,-0.7993]
-3.5040 [-4.9765,-2.231 4]
-4.6934 [-6.6615,-2.7257]

-23.5121 [-32.2518,-14.7723]
-1.0850 [-2.0395,-0.1323]
-1,2867 [-2.2697, -0.3037]

-0.6A76 [1.6067, 0.2115]
-2.3998 [-3.4505, -1.3492]

Heterogeneity: Tau?=1.95; Chi®= 4830, df= 8 (P = 0.00001); F= 84%
Testfor overall effect £=4.48 (P = 0.00001)

Total (95% CI)

100.0%

-2.6377 [-2.9878, -2.2876]

Heterogeneity: Tau?= 2.34; Chi*=723.05, df= 95 (P = 0.00001); F=87%
Testfor overall effect £=14.77 (P = 0.00001}
Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*=1.94. df= 3 (P=0.58% F=0%

Favours [experimental]

Forest plot of comparison: 7 Y.4H4)#/1t, outcome: 7.2 modeling methods.
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024
Figure 18 (Analysis 7.2)
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Figure 19 (Analysis 7.3)
Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
7.3.110~12d
Gua Yinhua216 1.2% -1.39[-2.39,-0.39] o
He Shuying2006 1.1% -3.60[-4.88 -2.23] =
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% -9.61 [13.56, -5.64] — i
Liu Hejing2023 0.3% 1263 [17.76, -7.49]
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% -983[13.87,-5.74)
Tan Zhenyu 2006 1.2% -310[-4.24, -1.84] T
Tan Zhenyu 2006 1.1% -353[-4.88,-2.17) o
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.1% -3.581 [-5.00,-2.01] T
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.0% -4.20[-5.80,-2.50] R
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.2% -1.26 [-2.24,-0.248] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 9.3% -4.15 [-5.47, -2.83] L

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.34; Chi*= 6021, df= 9 (P = 0.00001}; F=85%
Testfor overall effect £=6.18 (P = 0.00001}

7.3.2 14~164d

Bai Rui2004 1.2% -1.89[-2.99,-0.80] e
Bai Rui2004 1.2% -1.89[-2.99,-0.80] e
Bai Rui2004 1.2% -2.66[-3.93,-1.34] T
ChenYang2010 1.2% -1.82[-2.90,-0.74] 2
ChenYang2010 1.3% -0.61 [-1.51, 0.30] |
ChenYang2010 1.3% -0.96 [-1.89,-0.02] =
ChenYing201 7 1.2% -1.66 [-2.77,-0.59] SR
Chen Yino201 7 1.3% -0.55-1.49, 0.400 l;
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

- -

Feng Guangrong2009

0%

1
Feng Guangrong2009 1.1%
Hu Xiaohuaz013 1.2%
Hu Xiaohuaz013 1.1%
Jiang Xiaolin2009 0.9%
Jiang Xiaolin2009 0.1%
JinJding2023 1.1%
Liang Jing2013 1.0%
Liang Jing2013 1.0%
Li 22009 1.3%
Liu Minxkin2008& 1.3%
Liu Minxkin2008& 1.2%
Liu Minkin2008& 1.3%
LiuY¥angiao2006 1.3%
Luo Furongz2018 1.3%
Luo Furongz2018 1.3%
Luo Furongz2018 1.3%
Miu Yongli2022 1.3%
Sun Wanyinp2013 1.2%
Sun wWanyinp2013 1.2%
Sun wWanyinp2013 1.2%
Wang CuikiaZ009 1.1%
Wang CuikiaZ009 1.3%
Subtotal (95% CI) 35.9%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 087, Chi*=127.54, df= 30 (P = 0.00001}; F= 76%

-4.62 [6.44,-2.80]
-3.30 [4.74,-1.86]
-1.89 [2.89, -0.80]
-3.06 [4.43,-1.68]
-4 69 [6.66,-2.73]

-2351 [32.25,-14.77]

-2.41 [F3.78,-1.04]
-5.02 [F6.96,-3.07]
-4.81 [6.30,-2.77]
-1.08 [F1.88,-0.29]
-1.10[F2.06,-0.114]
-1.17 F2.14,-0.20]
-0.89 [1.48, 0.31]
-1.09[F2.04,-0.13]
-110[F2.05,-0.14]
-0.96 [1.90,-0.02]
-0.89 [1.49, 0.31]
-0.75 [F1.39,-0.10]
-2 46 [3.68,-1.24]
-1.685 [F2.70,-0.61]
-1.41 F2.41,-0.41]
-2.61 [3.94,-1.27]
-012 [F1.02, 0.748]
-1.80 [-2.21, -1.39]

Testfor overall effect £=8.61 (F = 0.00001)

7.3.318~22d

Cai pingping 2006
Cai pingping 2006
Chang HuiZo11
Ceng Ali20049
Cieng Ali 2008
Deng Disi2018
Deng Disi2018
Deng Disi2z018
Huang Wei2013
Hu Qingruz2017
Lin vWeiz022
LinwWeiz022

Liu Runxiazoog
Liu Runxiazoog
Meng Jun2it
Mo Yang 2020
Tao Chong2022
Tao Chong2022
Tao Chong2022
U Daoliz022

U Daoliz022
Lhang Chun2013
Lhang Chun2013
Lhang Chun2013
ZFhaao Linaz014
ZFhao Linaz014
Lheng Junz014
Lheng Junz014a
Fhou Hiaoxiu2012
Fhou Hiaoxiu2012
FhouYang2021
Zhu Shanshanzoog

Review Manager 5.4.1

1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.3%
0.7%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
0.0%
1.0%
01%
0.0%
0.3%
0.3%
1.2%
0.8%
0.8%
01%
0.4%
0.8%
0.7%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
1.2%
1.1%
1.2%
1.2%
1.0%
0.8%
0.9%
1.3%

-1.03 F2.10, 0.03)]
-0.85 [1.89, 0.14]
-218F3.23,-1.14]
-0.89 F1.67,-0.10]
-3.80[F6.28,-0.72]
-0.96 [1.90,-0.02]
-110[F2.05,-0.14]
-0.89 [1.49, 0.31]

-82.97 [-132.34, -45 50

612 [7.93,-4.31]

-20.35 [-40.28, -15.45]
-54.15 [-72.89,-35.40]
-14.85 [-20.08, -9.54]
1516 [-20.48, -0.548]

-0.58 [1.60, 0.47]
-6.92 [9.34, -4.30]
-4.37 [6.78,-1.94]

-24.80 [-37.00,-12.69]

844 [12.71,-4.17]
5,50 [-8.02,-3.15]
-6.76 [-9.63, -3.50]

-0.58 1,48, 0.31]
-0.96 [-1.90, -0.07]
110 [2.08,-0.14]
-1.91 [-2.08, -0.78]
313 4,57, -1.64]
1,28 2.38,-0.17]

-1.04 F2.10, 0.07]
5,14 [6.92, -3.36]
712046, -4.77]

10,36 [-12.34, -8.37]

-0.70 F1.61, 0.21]
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Fhu Shanshanz008 1.2% -1.28 [-2.27,-0.30]

Subtotal (95% CI) 29.9% -3.58 [-4.44, -2.73]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4 66; Chi®= 362.33, df=32 (P = 0.00001); F=91%
Testfor overall effect £=8.22 (F = 0.00001)

7.3.4 28-~30d

LiJlahuiz01 4 1.2% -2.62 [3.68,-1.55]
LiJlahuiz01 4 1.3% -0.86 [1.65, -0.06]
LiXilian2008 1.3% -0.46 [F1.19, 0.27)
Ma Manhua2010 1.1% -3.33 [F4.87,-1.79]
Wang Xiuchun2o12 1.0% -5.14 [[6.92, -3.36]
Wang Audong2021 1.2% -1.46 [F2.60,-0.32]
Wang Xudong2021 1.0% -3.41 [F5.09,-1.73]
Zhang Bingjie2016 1.3% -0.02 [-0.89, 0.86]
Zhang Minghao2022 1.2% -2.52 [F3.76,-1.29]
Zhang Minghao2022 1.2% -2.39[3.59,-1.148]
Zhang Minghao2022 1.1% -2.96 [4.31,-1.61]
Zhou Jie2020 1.1% -3.68 [F5.23,-2.14]
Zhou Jie2020 1.3% -0.80 [F1.72,0.13]
Zhou Jie2020 1.2% -1.72 277, -0.66]
Subtotal (95% CI) 16.5% -2.10 [-2.80, -1.40]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.40; Chi®=71.06, df=13 (P = 0.00001); F=82%
Testfor overall effect £= 588 (F = 0.00001)

7.3.5 =30d

Li Caixia2008 1.2% -2.40[3.61,-1.20]
Lin Hui2014 1.0% -4.85 [-6.75, -2.96]
Lin Hui2014 1.1% -3.38 [4.85,-1.92]
Lin Hui2014 1.2% -2.03 [F3.15,-0.90]
Fan'Wen2015 1.3% -0.91 [1.58, -0.24]
Fan'Wen2015 1.3% -1.18 [1.86,-0.49]
Fan'Wen2015 1.3% -0.42 [1.06, 0.21]
Subtotal (95% CI) 8.4% -1.92 [-2.78, -1.06]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.04; Chi®= 34 82, df=6 (P = 0.00001); F=83%
Testfor overall effect £=4.36 (F = 0.0001)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -2.50 [-2.84, -2.16]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 217, ChiF= 689.33, df= 84 (F = 0.00001); F= 836%
Testfor overall effect £=14.40(F = 0.00001)

Testfor suboroun differences: Chi®= 22 64 df=4 (F=000011. F=82 3%

Forest plot of comparison: 7 V.41 73 #rt, outcome: 7.3 Treatment time.

Figure 20 (Analysis 7.3)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]
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Funnel plot of comparison: 7 .4 53 #f1t, outcome: 7.3 Treatment time.

Figure 21 (Analysis 7.4)

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
7.4.1 Enzyme linked immunosorbent assay

Guo Yinhua2016 1.2% -1.39[-2.39,-0.39] IR
He Jialun2022 1.2% -1.78[-2.85,-0.71] e
Huang Wei2018 0.0% -88.92[132.34,-45.50] <

Hu Qingru2017 1.0% -612[-7.893,-4.31) T
Jinding2023 1.1% -2.41 [F3.78,-1.04] R
Liang Jing201 3 1.0% -5.02 [-6.96,-3.07) 7 Tn
Liang Jing201 3 1.0% -4.51 [[6.30,-2.72] T
Lin Anying202 3 1.1% -3.24 [-4.66,-1.92) =
LinYyei2022 0.0% -5415[-72.89 -35.40] <

LinYyei2022 01% -29.38 [40.28, -18.48] ,

Liu Hejing2023 0.5% -9.61 [-13.56, -5.69]

Liu Hejing2023 0.3% 12631776, -7.49]

Liu Hejing2023 0.5% -9.83 1387, -5.749)

Ma Manhua2010 1.1% -333[-4.87,-1.79 |
Mo Yang 2020 0.8% -6.82 [-9.34,-4.30] C
Pan'en2014 1.3% -1.18[-1.86,-0.449) 2
Pan'Yen2014 1.3% -0.91 [-1.58,-0.249] 7=
Pan'Yen2014 1.3% -0.42 [-1.06, 0.21] el
Sun Wanying2018 1.2% -2.46 [-3.68,-1.24] TR
Sun Wanying2018 1.2% -1.65[-2.70,-0.61] =
Sun Wanying2018 1.2% -1.41 [2.41,-0.41) L
Tao Chong2022 0.4% -8 44 1271, -4.17)

Tao Chong2022 01% -24.89[-37.09, -12.68] tf——

Tao Chong2022 0.8% -4.37 [[6.78,-1.94] -
Wang Xudong2021 1.0% -3.41 [-5.09,-1.73)] o
Wano Xudona 2021 1.2% -1.46[-2.60.-0.321 o

Review Manager 5.4.1




[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Hiao Huiz020

U Daoliz022

U Daoliz022

Yan Xueiii
Fhang Bingjie2016
Fhang Chunz201a3
Fhang Chunz2013
Fhang Chunz2018
Fhang Minghao2022
Fhang Minghao2022
Fhang Minghao2022
Fhou Yang2021
Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.35; Chi®= 397 32 df=37 (P = 0.00001); F=91%

0.8%
0.8%
0.7%
0.6%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.1%
1.2%
1.2%
0.9%
34.2%

-418 [6.66,-1.70]
-5.80 [8.02,-3.114]
-6.76 [F9.63,-3.89]
-9.F8 1292 -6.66)
-0.02 [-0.89, 0.86]
-0.96 [1.90,-0.02]
-110[F2.05,-0.14]
-0.89 [1.49, 0.31]
-2.96 [4.31,-1.61]
-2.82 [3.76,-1.29]
-2.39 359, -1.148]
10036 1234, -8.37]
-3.82 [-4.59, -3.05]

Testfor overall effect £=9.74 (F = 0.00001)

7.4.2 Radicimmunoassay
Bai Ruiz009

Bai Ruiz009

Bai Ruiz009
Chang Huizo11
Chen Yang2010
Chen Yang2010
Chen Ying2017
Chen ¥ing2017
Deng Ali2009
Deng Ali 2009
Deng Disi2018
Deng Disi2018
Deng Disiz018
Feng Guangrong2009
Feng Guangrong2009
He Shuying2006
Hu Xiaohuaz013
Hu Xiaohuaz013
Jiang Xiaolinz2009
Jiang Xiaolinz2009
Li Caixiaz008
LiJlahuiz014
LiJlahuiz014

Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014

Li 22009

Liu Minxin2006
Liu Minxin2006
Liu Minxin2006
Liu Runxiazoog
Liu Runxiazoog
Li Xilian2008

Lua Furongz013
Lua Furongz013
Lua Furongz013
Meng Jun2it
Miu yongliz022
Tan LZhenyu 2006
Tan LZhenyu 2006
Wiang CuixiaZi0g
Wiang CuikiaZi0g
Zhang Weiging2020

Review Manager 5.4.1

A%
2%
2%
2%
2%
2%
2%
2%
3%
0.7%
2%
2%
2%
A%
0%
A%
A%
2%
01%
0.9%
1.2%
3%
2%,
0%
A%
2%,
3%
2%,
2%,
2%,
0.3%
0.3%
1.3%
2%,
2%,
2%,
2%,
3%
A%
2%
A%
2%,
2%,

e s T T M T

e P e P M e o e g s, e P e T o M Y o M s

—

e R e Y e e T o e g e g e s,

-2.66 [-3.93,-1.34]
-1.88 [-2.99, -0.50]
-1.88 [-2.99, -0.50]
218 [3.23,-1.14]
1,82 [2.90,-0.74]

-0.61 [1.51, 0.20]
-1.66 [2.77, -0.58]
-0.58 [-1.48, 0.40]
0,89 [1.67,-0.10]
-3.50 [-6.28, -0.77]
-0.58 1,48, 0.31]
110 [2.08,-0.14]
-0.96 [-1.90, -0.07]
3,30 [4.74,-1.56]
-4.52 [-6.44, -2.50]
-3.60 [-4.98,-2.29]
-3.06 [-4.43, -1.68]
-1.88 [-2.99, -0.50]

-23.51 [32.25,-14.77]
-4.68 [-6.66,-2.79]
240361, -1.20]
-0.96 [-1.65, -0.08]
-2.62 [3.68,-1.58]
-4.95 [-6.75, -2.96]
-3.38 [4.85,-1.97]
-2.03 2,15, -0.90]
-1.08 [1.88,-0.28]
-0.58 1,48, 0.31]
A7 F2.14,-0.20]
110 [2.08,-0.15]

1516 [-20.48, -0.54]
-14.85 [-20.08, -9.54]
-0.46 [1.18, 0.27]
-0.96 [-1.90, -0.07]
-0.58 1,48, 0.31]
110 [2.08,-0.14]
-0.58 [1.60, 0.47]
0,75 1,38, -0.10]
353 [4.88,-2.17]
310434, -1.858]
2,61 [3.94,-1.27]
012 }1.02, 0.79]
1,26 [2.24, -0.28]

27-May-2024
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Fhang Weiging2020
Fhang Weiging2020
Zhao Linaz014
Zhao Linaz014
Fheng Junz01a
Fheng Jun201a
Fhou Jie2020

Fhou Jie2020

Fhou Jie2020

Zhu Shanshanz00a
Zhu Shanshanz00a
Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.19; Chi*= 26037, df= 53 (F = 0.00001}; F=80%

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

A%
0%
A%
2%
2%
2%
2%
2%
A%
2%
2%

60.6%

-3.591 [F5.00,-2.01]
-4.20 [-5.90,-2.50]
-3.13 [F4.57,-1.69]
-1.91 [3.05,-0.79]
-1.28[F2.38,-017]
-1.04 [F2.10, 0.02]
-1. 72 277, -0.66]
-0.80 F1.72,0.13]
-3.68 [F5.23,-2.14]
-1.29 [F2.27,-0.30]
-0.70 F1.61, 0.21]
-1.94 [-2.28, -1.60]

Testfor overall effect. £=11.18(F = 0.00001)

7.4.3 Chemiluminescence method

Cai pingping 2006
Cai pingping 2006
Wiang Kiuchunz2012
Zhou Xiaoxiuz2012
Zhou Xiaoxiuz2012
Subtotal (95% CI)

Total (95% CI)

1
1
1
1

2%
2%
0%
0%

0.8%
5.2%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 6.07; Chi®=48.62, df=4 (P = 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect £= 318 (F=0.001)

100.0%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.30; Chi®=¥21.54, df= 96 (F = 0.00001}; F=87%

-0.85 [1.89, 0.148]
-1.03 F2.10, 0.03]
-5.14 [[6.92,-3.36]
-5.14 [[6.92,-3.36]
-T2 846, -4.77]
-3.71[-5.99, -1.42]

-2.62 [-2.96, -2.27]

Testfor overall effect. £=14.80(F = 0.00001)

Testfor suboroun differences: Chi®= 2094, df= 2 (P = 0.00013. F=490.4%

27-May-2024

.30 10 0 10
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Forest plot of comparison: 7 subgroup t, outcome: 7.4 hormone measurement methods.

Figure 22 (Analysis 7.4)

Review Manager 5.4.1
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

27-May-2024
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Funnel plot of comparison: 7 subgroup t, outcome: 7.4 hormone measurement methods.

Figure 23 (Analysis 8.1)

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
8.1.1 Bushen Huoxue

Cai pingping 2006 2.0% 0.36 [-0.63,1.349] a2

Cai pingping 2006 2.0% 0.49[-0.51,1.49] e

He Shuying200& 1.8% 3.27[1.98, 4,54 =

Sun Wanying2018 1.5% -8.27 [-7.29,-3.29] =z

Sun Wanying2018 2.0% -0.49 [-1.38, 0.40] =

Sun Wanying2018 2.0% -1.23[-2.21,-0.26] =

Tao Chong2022 1.4% 3.831.65 6.02)] o
Tao Chong2022 0.7% 8596 [4.23,12.89) T s w
Tao Chong2022 1.2% 499 2.1, 7.68] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 14.6% 117 [-0.43, 2.77] »*

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 5.04; Chi®= 87 88, df= 8 (P = 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect £=143{F =015

8.1.2 Bushen Huantan

Ceng Disiz014a 2.0%
Ceng Disiz014a 2.0%
Ceng Disiz014a 2.0%
Jiang Xiaolin2009 2.0%
Jiang Xiaolin2009 2.0%
LiJlahuiz014 2.0%
LiJlahuiz014 21%
Liyz20z2 1.1%
Liuzozz 1.4%
Liuzozz 1.6%
Liu Runxia2008 0.7 %

Review Manager 5.4.1

0.87 [-0.05,1.80]
113017, 2.09]
0.21 [-0.67,1.09]
-0.11 [-1.04, 0.8
0.39[-0.55,1.33]
-1.22[-2.05,-0.34]
-0.77 [-1.56, 0.01]
9.31[6.32,12.30]
7.081[4.75,9.47]
5.50[3.62, 7.38]
12531811, 16.951




[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Liu Runxia2008 20% 0.582 [0.37,1.42)

Miu Yongli2022 21% -0.74 [1.39,-0.10]
Wang CuixiaZ009 20% -0.02 [0.92, 0.849)]
Wang Cuixia2009 20% -0.03 [0.96, 0.89]
Zhang Chun2018 20% 0.87 [-0.05, 1.80]
Zhang Chun2018 20% 112 [017F, 2.09]
Zhang Chun2018 20% 0.21 [F0.6F, 1.09]
Subtotal (95% CI) 33.0% 1.25 [0.50, 2.00]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.20; Chi®=166.88, df=17 (P = 0.00001); F=90%
Testfor overall effect Z= 3245 (FP=0.001)

8.1.3 Bushen Tiaozhou

Bai Rui2009 1.8% 5.06 [3.11,7.02]
Bai Rui2009 1.9% 216([1.00,3.29]
Bai Rui2009 1.9% 2.00([0.29 313
Lin Anying2023 20% 1.85[0.52, 2.57]
Subtotal (95% CI) 7.3% 2.45[1.31, 3.58]

Heterogeneity: Tau=0.91; Chi*=9490, df= 3 (P=0.02); F=70%
Testfor overall effect £=4.23 (F = 0.0001)

8.1.4 Bushen Tiaojing

Feng Guangrong2009 2.0% 0.39 [-0.450,1.29]
Feng Guangrong2009 20% 012 [F0.76,1.00]
Hu Xiaohua2013 1.2% 766 [4.87, 10.46]
Hu Xiaohua2013 1.1% 248542 11.584]
Fhao Lina2014 20% 0.98[0.04,1.92]
Fhao Lina2014 1.9% -218-3.38,-1.00]
Fhao Lina2014 1.8% -2.61 [-3.891,-1.37)
Subtotal (95% CI) 12.0% 1.35 [-0.47, 3.18]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=5.33; Chi®=81.78, df=6 (P = 0.00001); F=93%
Testforoverall effect £=146(F =015

£.1.5 Bushen Huayu

Lin Hui2014 20% 1.44 [0.44 2.45]
Lin Hui2014 1.9% 263 [1.37 3.89]
Lin Hui2014 20% 0.99[0.04,1.93]
Fanen2015 21% -0.61 [1.24, 0.04]
Fanen2015 21% -0.66 [1.31,-0.02]
Fanen2015 21% -0.75 F1.41,-0.10]
Subtotal (95% CI) 12.1% 0.41[-0.53, 1.35]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.19; Chi*= 4116, df=5 (P = 0.00001); F= 88%
Testfar overall effect £=085{F=0.40)

8.1.6 Bushen Cupai

Guo Yinhua2016 2.0% -0.02 [0.90, 0.85]
Zhang Bingjie2016 2.0% 1.14[0.18,2.10]
Zhou Jie2020 2.0% -0.66 [1.57, 0.24]
Zhou Jie2020 2.0% 0.43 [0.45,1.37]
Zhou Jie2020 2.0% -0.04 [0.92, 0.87]
Subtotal (95% CI) 10.1% 0.16 [-0.41, 0.72]

Heterageneity: Tau®=0.21; Chi*=7.90, df=4 (P =0.10%; F= 49%
Testfor overall effect £=0.594 (F=0.59)

8.1.7 Bushen Huatan Cuyu

Deng Ali2009 2.0% 1.21 [0.39, 2.07]
Deng Ali2009 1.8% 0.26 [1.13, 1.66]
U Caifeng2013 21% 053124, 0.19]
U Caifeng2013 21% 0.78 [0.05, 1.50]
Subtotal (95% CI) 8.0% 0.43 [-0.41, 1.27]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.52; Chi*=11.48, df=3 (F=0.009); F= 74%
Review Manager 5.4.1
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Testfor overall effect £=1.01 (F=0.31)

8.1.9 Ziyin Bushen

LInwei2022 0.7% 12.50[5.09, 16.91]
LInweij2022 02%  28.59[17.498 39149
Mo*ang 2020 20% 0.90 [F0.03, 1.83]
Subtotal (95% CI) 2.8% 12.91 [0.52, 25.29]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 109.484; Chi®= 5048, df=2 (P = 0.00001); F= 96%
Testfor overall effect £=2.04 (F=0.04)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.11 [0.68, 1.55]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.26; ChiF=529.02, df= 55 (F = 0.000013; F=90%
Testfor overall effect: £=4.99 (F = 0.00001)

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*=19.949 df=7 (F = 0.00F). F= F5.0%

Forest plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.1 ZHIFA.

Figure 24 (Analysis 8.1)
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Funnel plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.1 ZHIFA.

Figure 25 (Analysis 8.2)

Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

8.2.1 poretsky

Cai pingping2006 1.3% 0.36 [-0.63, 1.34]
Cai pingping2006 1.3% 0.49 [-0.581,1.49]
Chen ¥ing2017 1.3% -1.24 228, -0.21]
Chen ¥ing2017 1.3% -0.43 [-1.37,0.41]
Ceng Ali2z0049 1.2% 0.26 [-1.13, 1.66]
Feng Guangrong2009 1.3% 0.39 [-0.480,1.28]

Review Manager 5.4.1
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

FEND GUANgrongLuus 1.5% W& FULrb, 10y
Liang Jing2013 1.3% 079013, 1.71]
Liang Jing2013 1.3% 0.91 [-0.02,1.84]
Li Caixiaz00s 0.8% 7.06[4.47, 9 66
Li Caixiaz00s 0.8% 7.06[4.47, 9,66
Lin Anying2023 1.3% 1.85[0.82, 2.67]
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% 10101[5.95, 14.24]
Liu Hejing2023 0.4% 11.481[6.80,16.17]
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% 064 [567,13.62)]
Liu MinxinZ 006 1.3% -1.44 [-2.44,-0.47]
Liu MinxinZ 006 1.3% -0.40[-1.29, 0.49]
Liu Minxin2 006 1.3% -1.258[-2.23,-0.248]
Liu Runxia200s 1.3% 0582 [-0.37,1.42]
Liu Runxia200g 0.5% 12.53[8.11,16.94]
Luo Furongz01a 1.3% 0.87 [-0.05,1.80]
Luo Furongz01a 1.3% 113017, 2.09)
Luo Furongz01a 1.3% 0.21 [-0.67,1.09]
Wang Cuixia2009 1.3% -0.03 [-0.86, 0.89]
Wang Cuixia2009 1.3% -0.02 [-0.82, 0.88]
Fhang Bingjie2016 1.3% 1141018, 2.10]
Fhao Linaz014 1.3% 0.98[0.04,1.92]
Fhao Linaz014 1.2% -2 61 [3.81,-1.32
Fhaao Linaz014 1.3% -219[-3.39,-1.00]

Subtotal (95% CI) 33.8% 0.97 [0.35, 1.58]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.26; Chi®= 23587, df=28 (P = 0.00001); F=88%
Testfor overall effect £=3.08 (F=0.00%

8.2.2 Aromatase inhibitor modeling method

Hu Qingru2017 1.0% 36113, 5149]
LiJlahuiz01 4 1.4% -0.77 [1.56, 0.01]
LiJlahuiz01 4 1.4% -1.22 [2.05,-0.39]
LiuZ022 1.1% 5.50 [3.62, 7.38]
LiuZ022 0.9% 7.058[4.75, 58.43]
LiuZ022 0.7% 9.31 [6.32,12.30]
Miu Yongli2022 1.4% -0.74 [1.39,-0.10]
FanWenZ015 1.4% -0.61 [1.245, 0.04]
Fan'enZ015 1.4% -0.F5 F1.41,-0.10]
Fan'enZ015 1.4% -0.66 [1.31,-0.02]
Tao Chong2022 1.0% 3.83 [1.65, 6.02]
Tao Chong2022 0.8% 499 [2.31, 7.68]
Tao Chong2022 0.5% 8.96 [4.23,12.89]
#iao Hui2020 1.0% 36113, 5149]
#U Caifeng2013 1.4% -0.53 [1.24, 0.18]
#U Caifeng2013 1.4% 0.75 [0.0%,1.50]
Zhang Chun2013 1.3% 0.87 [-0.045, 1.80]
Zhang Minghao2022 0.9% 6.23 [3.90, 5.59]
Zhang Minghao20232 0.9% 5.95([3.71,8.18]
Zhang Minghao20232 1.2% 365212519
Zheng Jun2014 1.3% -0.59%2 [1.52, 0.449]
Zheng Jun2014 1.3% 0.75 [F0.2¥, 1.748]
Zhou Kiaoxiu2012 1.4% -0.60 [1.43, 0.23)
Zhou Kiaoxiu2012 1.3% -2.70[3.86,-1.54]
Subtotal (95% CI) 27.6% 1.72 [0.92, 2.51]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.28; Chi®= 306.38, df= 23 (P = 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect £=4.23 (F = 0.0001)

8.2.3 Androgen modeling method

Deng Disiz018 1.3% 0.87 [-0.05, 1.80]
Deng Disiz018 1.3% 0.21 [F0.67¥, 1.09]
Deng Disiz018 1.3% 113 [017F, 2.09]
Hnn Yinhna?n1 R 1 A% SN A7 -0 an nasl
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

27-May-2024

e et R e | ey ey
Lin Huiz014 1.2% 2.63[1.37,3.849) =
Lin Huiz014 1.3% 0.99[0.05,1.93] &

Lin Huiz014 1.3% 1.44[0.44,2.49] =
Lintyei20z22 0.5% 12.801[8.09,16.91]

Linyei20z22 01%  2889[17498, 39.19] —
Li 22009 1.4% 1.03[0.23,1.83 [
Liuz018 1.3% 1.80[0.49, 2.2 P
Liuz018 1.3% 0.56 [-0.34, 1.4E] 18
Liuz018 1.3% 113017, 2.09) 7=

Liu Runxia2008 0.5% 12.453[8.11,16.94]

Liu Runxia2008 1.3% 0582 [-0.37, 1.4 T

Ma Manhuaz010 1.3% 0.21[0.72,1.14] T

Mo Yang 2020 1.3% 0.90 [-0.03,1.83] =

Sun Wanying2018 1.0% -6.27 [-7.29,-3.24]

Sun Wanying2018 1.3% -0.49[-1.38, 0.40] =T

Sun Wanying2018 1.3% -1.23 2.2, -0.26] =

Zhou JieZ020 1.3% -0.04 [-0.82,0.83] T

Zhou JieZ020 1.3% 0.43[-0.45 132 T=
Zhou JieZ020 1.3% -0.6E [-1.57,0.24] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 27.3% 0.80[0.19, 1.42] L
Heterogeneity: Tau?=1.78; Chi*= 167 .26, df= 22 (P = 0.00001%; F=87%

Testfor overall effect £= 255 {F=0.01)

8.2.4 Progesterone modeling method

Bai Ruiz009 1.0% 5.061[3.11,7.02] T
Bai Ruiz009 1.3% 2148101.00,3.29) T
Bai Rui2009 1.3% 20010089, 312 =)

He Shuying200& 1.2% 327 [1.98, 4.58] T
Jiang Xiaolin2009 1.3% 0.39[-0.55,1.33] T=
Jiang Xiaolin2009 1.3% -0.11 [-1.04, 0,82 =
LiuYangiao2006 1.2% 2.981.63,4.37 o
Zhu Shanshan2008 1.3% 063 [-0.27,1.53] T=

Zhu Shanshan2008 1.3% 0.93 [-0.00,1.87] i3
Subtotal (95% CI) 11.3% 1.77 [0.87, 2.68] L
Heterogeneity: Tau?=1.55; Chi*= 47 67, df= 8 (P = 0.00001); F=83%

Testfor overall effect: £= 3.85 (P =0.0001)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.22 [0.85, 1.58] '
Heterageneity: Tau®= 2.39; Chi*=799.77, df= 84 (F = 0.00001}; F=88% -EIIZI -1IIII 0 1'IZI 2'[

Testfor overall effect £=6.93 (P = 0.00001)

Testfor subaroup difierences: ChiP= 5.33. df= 3 (P = 0.15). F= 43.7% Favours [experimental] Favaurs [control

Forest plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.2 modeling methods.

Figure 26 (Analysis 8.2)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024
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Funnel plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.2 modeling methods.
Figure 27 (Analysis 8.3)
Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
8.3.1 10~12d
Gua Yinhua216 1.3% -0.02 [-0.80, 0.849] 3
He Shuying2006 1.2% 327 [1.98, 4.55] e
Liuznzz 1.0% 5.480[3.62, 7.38) T
Liuznzz 0.9% .08 [4.758, 8,42 Ty
Liuznzz 0.7% 931 [6.32,12.30] L
Liu Hejing2023 0.6% 564 [5.67,13.62)
Liu Hejing2023 0.4% 11.4816.80,16.17]
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% 10.101[5.95,14.248]
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.2% 2421.21, 3,63 T
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.2% 1.97 [0.86, 3.08] e
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.3% 1.07 012, 2.02)] [
Subtotal (95% CI) 10.5% 4.92 [3.21, 6.63] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®=6.88; Chi*=125.80, df=10 (P = 0.00001%; P=92%
Testfor overall effect £=5.63 (P = 0.00001)
8.3.2 14~16d
Bai Ruiz00g 1.2% 2.181.00, 3.29] T
Bai Ruiz00g 1.2% 2.007[0.89 312 T
Bai Ruiz00a 1.0% 5.06[3.11,7.02) G
ChenYing2017 1.3% -1.24 [-2.28,-0.21] 25
ChenYing2017 1.3% -0.43[-1.37, 0.581] i
Feng Guangrong 2009 1.3% 0,38 [0.50,1.28] o
Feng Guangrong 2009 1.3% 012 [F0.76,1.00] Ei 5
Hu Xiaohua2013 0.7% 8.481[5.42, 11.84] =
Hu Xiaohua2013 0.8% 766 [4.87, 10.46] 7 w1
Review Manager 5.4.1 17



[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Liang Jing2013
Liang Jing2013
Lin Anyino2023
Li 22009

Liu Minxin2006
Liu Minxin2006
Liu Minxin2006
LiuY¥angiao2006
Luo Furongz2018
Luo Furongz2018

e P e O O O O e O o g T o e g e o o g s,

Luo Furongz2018 3%
Miu Yongli2022 3%
Sun Wanyinp2013 3%
Sun wWanyinp2013 1%
Sun wWanyinp2013 3%
Wang CuikiaZ009 3%
Wang CuikiaZ009 A%
Subtotal (95% CI) 31.8%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.86; Chi®=213.81, df= 25 (P = 0.00001}); F=23%

079 013, 1.71]
0.91 [0.02, 1.84]
1.55 [0.52, 2.57]
1.03[0.23,1.83]
-1.25 [2.23,-0.28]
-1.44 [2.44,-0.43]
-0.40 [1.29, 0.49]
298 [1.63,4.33]
0.87 [0.045, 1.80]
113 [0.17F, 2.09]
0.21 [F0.6¥, 1.09]
-0.74 [1.39,-0.10]
-1.23 F2.21, -0.26]
-5.27 [7.29,-3.2149]
-0.49 [1.38, 0.40]
-0.02 [0.96, 0.849]
-0.02 [0.92, 0.848]
0.60 [0.02, 1.19]

Testfor overall effect Z=2.02 (P=0.04)

8.3.3 18~22d

Cai pingping 2006 1.3%
Cai pingping 2006 1.3%
Ceng Ali20049 1.2%
Ceng Disiz018 1.3%
Ceng Disiz018 1.3%
Ceng Disiz018 1.3%
Hu Qingruz2017 1.0%
LinwWeiz022 0.1%
LinwWeiz022 0.5%
Liuzo18 1.3%
Liuzo18 1.3%
Liuzo18 1.3%
Liu Runxiazoog 0.5%
Liu Runxiazoog 1.3%
Mo Yang 2020 1.3%
Tao Chong2022 0.5%
Tao Chong2022 0.8%
Tao Chong2022 1.0%
Hiao Huiz020 1.0%
MU Caifeng2013 1.3%
MU Caifeng2013 1.3%
U Daoliz022 1.2%
U Daoliz022 1.2%
Lhang Chun2013 1.3%
Fhao Lina2014 1.3%
Fhao Lina2014 1.2%
Fhao Lina2014 1.2%
Lheng Junz014 1.3%
Lheng Junz014a 1.3%
Fhou Hiaoxiu2012 1.2%
Fhou Xiaoxiu2012 1.3%
Zhu Shanshanzoog 1.3%
Zhu Shanshanzoog 1.3%
Subtotal (95% CI) 37.2%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.22; Chi# = 261 .45, df= 32 (P = 0.000013; F= 85%

0.36 [0.63, 1.35]
0.49 [0.51,1.49]
0.26 [1.13, 1.66]
0.87 [0.08, 1.80]

113017, 2.09]
0.21 F0.67, 1.09]
316 [1.13,5.19]
2850 [17.98, 30.14]
12.50[8.09, 16.91]
0.56 [0.34, 1.46]
113 [0.17, 2.09]
1,40 [0.49, 2.57]
1253 [8.11, 16.95]
0.52 [0.37,1.47]
0.90 [0.02,1.83]
556 [4.23, 12.54]
499 [2.31, 7.69]
3.83 [1.65, 6.07]
316[1.13,5.19]
0.78 [0.08, 1.50]
053124, 0.18]
-2.08 3,37, -0.80]
2183251, -0.88]
0.87 [0.05, 1.80]
0.95 [0.04, 1.97]
-2.18 3,38, -1.00]
261 [2.91,-1.37]
0.75 [0.27,1.79]
-0.52 [1.52, 0.49]
-2.70 3,86, -1.54]
-0.60 [1.43, 0.27]
0.93 [0.00, 1.87]
0.63 [0.27,1.53]
0.85 [0.27, 1.42]

Testfor overall effect £=2.89 (P = 0.004)

8.3.4 28~30d
Review Manager 5.4.1

|1

{

27-May-2024

18



[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Li Jlahuiz014

Li Jlahuiz014

Ma Manhuaz010
Tan Xueiii
Fhang Minohao2022
Fhang Minohao2022
Fhang Minohao2022
Fhou Jie2020

Fhou Jie2020

Fhou Jie2020
Subtotal (95% CI)

1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
1.1%
0.9%
0.9%
1.1%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%

11.9%

-0.77 [1.56, 0.01]
-1.22 [F2.05,-0.39]
0.21 F0.72,1.14]
-5.21 Fr.o,-3.41]
£.23 [3.90, 5.55]
5495([3.71,8.18]
365[212,519]
-0.66 [1.57, 0.24]
0.43 [0.45,1.33)
-0.04 [0.92, 0.83]
0.66 [-0.62, 1.94]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.78; Chi®=123.48, df=9 (P = 0.00001); F=93%
Testfor overall effect £=1.02 (F=0.31)

8.3.5 =30d

Li Caixiaz004a
Lin Huizo14

Lin Huizo14

Lin Huizo14
Fan'Wenz014
Fan'Wenz014
Fan'Wenz014
Subtotal (95% CI)

0.8%
1.3%
1.2%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
1.3%
8.7%

T.06 [4.47, 9.66]
1.44 [0.44, 2.45]
263 [1.37, 3.89]
0.99 [0.0%, 1.93]
-0.66 [1.31,-0.02]
-0.75 F1.41,-0.10]
-0.61 [1.25, 0.04]
1.04 [-0.11, 2.19]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.05; Chi*=69.71, df=6 (F = 0.00001); F=91%
Testfor overall effect £=1.78 (F=0.08)

Total (95% CI) 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.67, Chi*= 88118, df= 86 (P = 0.00001}; F=90%

1.17 [0.79, 1.55]

Testfor overall effect £=6.04 (F = 0.00001)

Testfor suboroun differences: Chi*=22.33. df =4 (P=00002. F=821%

27-May-2024

}

.20 10 0 10
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Forest plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.3 treatment time.

Figure 28 (Analysis 8.3)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

o SE(END)

27-May-2024

SMD

10 I
-20 -10 1] 10

20

Subgroups
’61D~12cl <>14~1I3cl 0 1g~22d :”n_'\.ZEHeSEh:I -30d

Funnel plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.3 treatment time.

Figure 29 (Analysis 8.4)

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

8.4.1 Enzyme linked immunosorbent assay

Guo Yinhua2016 1.3% -0.02 [-0.90, 0.85] 2

Hu Qingru2017 1.0% 16113, 519

Jinding2023 1.2% 1.584 [0.39, 2.70] T

Liang Jing201 3 1.3% 079013, 1.71] =

Liang Jing201 3 1.3% 0.91[-0.02,1.84] R

Lin Anying202 3 1.3% 1.85[0.892, 2.87) e

LinYyei2022 0.5% 12.580108.09,16.91] A
LinYyei2022 01% 285901798 3919

Liuz20z22 0.9% .08 [4.745, 9,42

Liuz20z22 1.0% 5.80[3.62, 7.38] T & =
Liuz20z22 0.7% 931 [6.32,12.300 -
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% 564 [5.67,13.62) —
Liu Hejing2023 0.4% 11.4816.80,16.17) i
Liu Hejing2023 0.5% 10101[5.95,14.245] 5
Ma Manhua2010 1.3% 0.21[-0.72,1.14] =

Mo Yang 2020 1.3% 0.90 [-0.03,1.83] R

Pan'en2014 1.4% -0.66 [-1.31,-0.02) e

Pan'Yen2014 1.4% -0.7a [-1.41,-0100 =

Pan'Yen2014 1.4% -0.61 [-1.24, 0.04] =

Sun Wanying2018 1.3% -0.49 [-1.38, 0.40] =

Sun Wanying2018 1.3% -1.23[-2.21,-0.26] R

Sun Wanying2018 1.0% -8.27 [[7.29,-3.29]

Tao Chong2022 0.8% 499231, 7.68)

Tao Chong2022 0.5% 856 [4.23,12.84)

Tao Chong2022 0.9% 3.831.65, 602

Hiao Huiz0z20 1.0% JTEM.13.5149]

Review Manager 5.4.1
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

fan ¥ue2022 1.1% -5.21 RO, -3.41]

Zhang Bingjie2016 1.3% 1.14[0.18,2.10]
Zhang Chun2018 1.3% 0.87 [0.045, 1.80]
Zhang Minghao2022 0.9% 595 [3.71,8.18]
Zhang Minghao2022 1.1% 365 [212,619]
Zhang Minghao2022 0.9% £.23[3.90, B.55]
Subtotal (95% CI) 32.2% 2.63 [1.75, 3.51]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 5.25; Chi®= 454 45 df=31 (P = 0.00001); F=93%
Testfor overall effect: 2= 584 (F = 0.00001)

8.4.2 Radicimmunoassay

Bai Ruiz004 1.2% 218 [1.00,3.29]
Bai Ruiz004 1.3% 2.00([0.89 312
Bai Ruiz004 1.0% .06 [3.11, 7.02]
Chen ¥ing2017 1.3% -1.24 228, -0.21]
Chen ¥ing2017 1.3% -0.43 [-1.37,0.81]
Ceng Ali20049 1.3% 1.21[0.39, 2.02]
Ceng Ali20049 1.2% 0.26 [-1.13, 1.66]
Ceng Disiz018 1.3% 0.87 [-0.0%5, 1.80]
Ceng Disiz018 1.3% 113017, 2.09]
Ceng Disiz018 1.3% 0.21 06T, 1.09]
Feng Guangrong2009 1.3% 0.39 [-0.450,1.28]
Feng Guangrong2009 1.3% 012 [0.76, 1.00]
He Shuying2006 1.2% 327 [1.98, 4.558]
Hu Xiaohua2013 0.7% 848542 11.584]
Hu Xiaohua2013 0.8% 766 [4.87, 10.46]
Jiang Xiaolin2009 1.3% -011 [-1.04, 0.82]
Jiang Xiaolin2009 1.3% 0.39 [-0.55,1.33]
Li Caixiaz008 0.8% 7.06 [4.47, 9.6R]
Li Jlahuiz014 1.3% -0.77 [-1.486, 0.01]
Li Jlahuiz014 A% -1.22 [F2.05,-0.34]
Lin Huizo14 A% 1.44 [0.44, 2.45]
Lin Huizo14 2% 263 [1.37,3.89)
Lin Huizo14 A% 0.99 [0.05,1.93]
Li 22009 A% 1.03[0.23,1.83]
Liuzo18 A% 0.586 [-0.34, 1.46]
Liuzo18 A% 113017, 2.09)

Liu Minxin2006
Liu Minxin2006

3% -1.25[2.23,-0.24]
3% -1.44 [2.44,-0.47]

Liu Minxin2 006 3% -0.40 1.2, 0.49]
Luo Furang2018 3% 0.21 [0.67, 1.09]
Luo Furong2018 3% 113 [0.17, 2.09]
Luo Furang2018 A% 0.87 [0.05, 1.80]
Miu Yongliz022 A% 074 [1.39,-0.10]
Wang Cuixia2009 3% -0.03 0.9, 0.89]
Wang Cuixia2009 3% -0.02 [0.92, 0.89]
U Caifeng2013 A% 0.78 [0.08, 1.50]
U Caifeng2013 A% 053124, 0.18]
Zhang Weiging2020 3% 1.07 [0.12, 2.07]
Zhang Weiging2020 3% 1.97 [0.86, 3.09]
Zhang Weiging2020 2% 24211.21, 367
Zhao Lina2014 A% 0.95 [0.04,1.97]

Fhao Linaz014
Fhao Linaz014

2% 219 [3.39,-1.00]
2% 261 391,137

e e e N e O e O e e O T e T e T o g T o e g e g i

Zheng Jun2015 A% 0.75 [0.27,1.79]
Zheng Jun2015 A% -0.52 [1.52, 0.49]
Zhou Jie2020 A% -0.04 [0.92, 0.87]
Zhou Jie2020 A% -0.6B [1.57, 0.24]
Zhou Jie2020 A% 0.43 [0.45,1.37]
Zhu Shanshan2008 A% 0.93 [0.00,1.87]

Review Manager 5.4.1
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Zhu Shanshan2Z008 1.3% 0.63 [F0.27, 1.53]
Subtotal (95% CI) 62.7% 0.65 [0.30, 1.01]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.38; Chi®= 32610, df= 49 (P = 0.00001); F=85%
Testfor overall effect £= 3.47 (F=0.0004)

8.4.3 Chemiluminescence method

Cai pingping2006 1.3% 0.458 [F0.51, 1.44]
Cai pingping2006 1.3% 0.36 [F0.63, 1.35]
Zhou Kiaoxiu2012 1.3% -0.60 [1.43, 0.23)]
Zhou Kiaoxiu2012 1.2% -2.70[3.86,-1.54]
Subtotal (95% CI) 5.1% -0.59 [-1.88, 0.70]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.47; Chi®= 2066, df=3 (F = 00001}, F=85%
Testfor overall effect £=089 (F=0.37)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.12 [0.76, 1.48]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.41; ChiF=815.90, df= 85 (F = 0.00001); F= 90%
Testfor overall effect £ = 6.06 (F = 0.00001)

Testfor suboroun differences: Chi®= 21484 df=2 (F = 000017, F=480.7%

27-May-2024
L ]
<2
+
.10 5 0 5

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Forest plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.4 hormone measurement methods.

Figure 30 (Analysis 8.4)
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Funnel plot of comparison: 8 Subgroup fsh, outcome: 8.4 hormone measurement methods.
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024

Figure 31 (Analysis 9.1)

Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
9.1.1 Bushen Huoxue
Cai pingping2006 21% -1.28[-2.40,-0.14] o F
Cai pingping2006 2.2% -1.05 211, 0.02] T
He Shuying2006 1.6% -6.82[-8.70, -4.26]
Sun Wanying20138 21% -200[-312, -0.88] T
Sun Wanying20138 2.2% -0.62 [-1.52,0.28] T I
Sun Wanying2018 2.2% -0.84 [-1.87,-0.00] T
Tao Chong2022 1.5% -4.823[-F.01,-2.04]
Tao Chong2022 1.1% -6.81 [10.47,-3.24]
Tao Chong2022 1.5% -4 33 [6.73,-1.93] - &=
Subtotal (95% CI) 16.5% -2.61[-3.74, -1.48] .

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.21; Chi*=46.95, df= 8 (P = 0.00001}); F=83%
Testfor overall effect £=4.93 (P = 0.00001}

9.1.2 Bushen Huatan

Ceng Disi2018 2.2% -1.24 [2.21,-0.26] TEE

Ceng Disi2018 2.2% -0.72 1,63, 0.20] T |
Ceng Disi2018 2.2% -0.39 [-1.28, 0.49] [
Jiang Kiaolin2009 1.3% T79[4.76,10.81] o F
Jiang Kiaolin2009 2.2% 0.39 [-0.55,1.33] B
Lin2022 2.2% 1.22[0.33, 2.10] iR
Lin2022 2.2% 0.41 [-0.40,1.22] [
Liu2022 2.2% 1.71[0.745, 2.66] T e
Liu Runxia2008 22% -0.70 F1.61, 0.21] =

Liu Runxia2008 1.5% -6.67 [[9.14,-4.21]

Miu Yonoli2022 2.3% -0.F9 [-1.44,-0.14] i
Zhang Chun2013 22% -1.24 [2.21,-0.26] e
Zhang Chun2013 22% -0.38 [1.28, 0.44] [
Zhang Chun2013 22% -0.72 [F1.63, 0.20] |
Subtotal (95% CI) 29.4% -0.21[-0.92, 0.50] &

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.51; Chi®=97.77, df=13 (P = 0.00001); F=87%
Testfor overall effect £=0.93 (P = 0.56)

9.1.3 Bushen Tiaozhou

Bai Ruiz009 22% -0.54 [1.44,0.35] e B
Bai Ruiz009 22% -1.85 [-2.87,-0.52] =
Bai Ruiz009 22% -0.87 [1.47,0.33] ]
Lin Anying2023 22% -1.40 [-2.40,-0.39] I
Subtotal (95% CI) 8.8% -0.97 [-1.48, -0.45] ¢

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.04; Chi*=3.494, di= 3 (P=032) F=15%
Testfor overall effect £= 3.67 (F=0.0002

9.1.4 Bushen Tiaojing

Feng Guangrong2009 1.4% STAGF10.21,-4.748]

Feng Guangrong2009 1.9% -4 08574, -2.42] R T

Hu Xiaohua2013 1.2% a.45 [5.40, 11.50] =
Hu Xiaohua2013 1.1% 986 [6.34, 13.38] o
Fhang Weiging2020 1.9% -362[-5.14, -2.049] A §

Fhang Weiging2020 22% -0.73[-1.64,0.18] =

Fhang Weiging2020 21% 214 [-3.25,-0.949] E

Fhao Lina2014 2.0% -2 85 [-4.35, -1.60] A

Fhao Lina2014 1.9% -3.83[-5.60,-2.26] N T

Subtotal (95% CI) 15.7% -1.06 [-3.21, 1.09] e

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 9.71; Chi®=129.08, df=8 (P = 0.00001); F=94%
Testfor overall effect £=097 (F=0.33)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]
9.1.5 Bushen Huayu

Lin Hui2014 1.8% -4 64 [6.47 -2.81]
Lin Hui2014 1.8% -4.65[-6.48 -2.87]
Lin Hui2014 21% -2.66 [-3.94 -1.39]
Fanen2015 2.3% -0.67 [-1.31,-0.032]
Fanen2015 2.3% -0.81 [1.47 -0.14]
Fanen2015 2.3% -110[1.78,-0.43]
Subtotal (95% CI) 12.5% -2.12 [-3.16, -1.08]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.34; Chi*= 3618, df= 5 (P = 0.00001}; F= 86%
Testfor overall effect £= 399 (P = 0.0001)

9.1.6 Bushen Cupai

Zhang Bingjie2016 2.2% -0.54 [1.44, 0.36]
Zhou Jie2020 2.2% -1.09 [-2.05, -0.14]
Zhou Jie2020 21% 247 [3.33,-1.07]
Zhou Jie2020 1.9% 358 [-5.10, -2.06]
Subtotal (95% CI) 8.5% -1.73 [-2.90, -0.56]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.09; Chi*=13.88, df=3 (F = 0.004); F=78%
Testfor overall effect £=2.91 (P =0.004)

9.1.7 Ziyin Huatan Bushen

Deng Ali2009 2.2% 1.77 [0.87, 2.66]
Deng Ali2009 2.0% 067 213, 0.79]
U Caifeng2013 2.2% 1,98 [-2.85,-1.17]
Subtotal (95% CI) 6.4% -0.29 [-2.79, 2.22]

Heterogeneity: Tau?= 4,59 Chi*= 3523, df= 2 (P = 0.00001}; F=94%
Testfor overall effect £=022 {F=023%4

9.1.9 Ziyin Bushen
Lintyei20z22 0.0%

Mo Yang 2020 22%
Subtotal (95% CI) 2.2%

Testforoverall effect £=072{F=047)

Total (95% CI) 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau?= 2.61; ChiF= 49314, df= 51 (P = 0.000013; F= 80%

Testfor overall effect £=517 (P = 0.00001}

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*=18.81. df =7 (F=0009. F=62.8%

Forest plot of comparison: 9 subgroup lh, outcome: 9.1 ZHIFA.

Figure 32 (Analysis 9.1)

Review Manager 5.4.1

126.31 [82.62, 170.00]
Lin Wigi2022 0.0% 20404542 [128628.76, 279462.08]
.76 [-2.83,-0.70]
62.24 [-107.16, 231.63]
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 14684.71; Chi#= 6111, df= 2 (P = 0.00001); F= 87%

-1.29 [-1.78, -0.80]
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1
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Funnel plot of comparison: 9 subgroup Ih, outcome: 9.1 ZHIFA.
Figure 33 (Analysis 9.2)
Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
9.2.1 poretsky
Cai pingping2006 1.2% -1.29[2.40,-0.19] =
Cai pingping2006 1.2% -1.08 211, 0.02] =
ChenYing2017 1.2% -1.23[2.26,-0.20] =
ChenYing2017 1.2% -0.55 [-1.50, 0.40] ==k
Cieng Ali2009 1.2% 1.77 [0.87, 2.66] =
Feng Guangrong 2009 1.0% -4.08[5.74,-2.42] EEa
Feng Guangrong 2009 0.8% -r 48 10,21, -4.79] EONRTIE
Hu Xiaohua2013 0.7% 8.45[5.40, 11.50] T
Hu Xiaohua2013 0.6% 086 [6.34,13.38] o
Liang Jing2013 1.2% -1.70[2.76, -0.64] 3
Liang Jing2013 1.2% -1A9F216,-0.22] &=
Li Caixia200s 1.1% -3.08[4.46,-1.70] R
Lin Anying2023 1.2% -1.40 [2.40,-0.349] =
Liu Hejing2023 0.4% 123 17,31, -7.30] N I
Liu Hejing2023 0.2% -16.23 22,78, -9.68]
Liu Hejing2023 0.7% -7.07 [-10.05, -4.08] T e
Liu Runxia2008 0.8% -6.ET [9.14,-4.21] T
Liu Runxia200g 1.2% -0.70 161, 0.21] =n
Luo Furongz01a 1.2% -0.39[-1.28, 0,49 =T
Luo Furongz01a 1.2% -0.72[-1.63, 0.20] =n
Luo Furongz01a 1.2% -1.24 2.2, -0.26] b=
Wang Cuixia2009 1.2% -0.48 [-1.38, 0.44] = b
Wang Cuixia2009 1.2% -0.59 [-1.54, 0.36] =k
Zhang Bingjie2016 1.2% -0.54 [-1.44, 0.36] =T
Zhao Linaz014 1.1% -2 88 -4.2349 -1.60] e
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Fhao Linaz014
Subtotal (95% CI)

9.2.2 Aromatase inhibitor modeling method

Chen Yang2010
Chen Yang2010
Chen Yang2010

He Jialun2022

Hu Qingruz2017
Liuzo22

Liuzo22

Liuzo22

Ml Yongliz022
Fan'Wwenz014
Fan'WwenZ014
Fan'WwenZ014

Tao Chong2022
Tao Chong2022
Tao Chong2022

¥ Caifeng2013

¥ Caifeng2013
Yan Xueiii2
Fhang Chun2018
Fhang Chunz2013
Fhang Chunz2018
Fhang Minghao2022
Fhang Minghao2022
Fhang Minghao2022
Lheng Junz014a
Lheng Junz014a
Fhou Hiaoxiu2012
Lhou Xiaoxiu2012
Subtotal (95% CI)

9.2.3 Androgen modeling method

Deng Disiz018
Deng Disiz018
Deng Disiz018
Guo ¥inhua2016
Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014
Lintyei20z22
Linyei20z22

Li 22009

Liuz018

Liuz018

Liuz018

Ma Manhua2010
Mo Yang 2020
SunWanying20183
SunWanying20183
SunWanying20183
Wiang Xudong2021
Wiang Xudong2021
Hu Daoli20z22
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1.0%

26.8%
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3 46; Chi®=259.44 df= 25 (P = 0.00001); F=90%
Testfor overall effect £=3.99 (F = 0.0001)

2%
2%
2%
2%
A%
2%
3%
2%
3%
3%
3%
1.3%
0.8%
0.6%
0.8%
1.3%
2%
0%
2%
2%
2%
2%
A%
A%
2%,
2%
A%
A%

e s P Y T o Y N Y T T

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

32.3%
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.581; Chi*= 18895 df= 27 (P = 0.00001); F= 86%
Testfor overall effect £=6.29 (P = 0.00001)

1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.1%
1.0%
1.0%
0.0%
0.0%
1.3%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
0.8%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.2%
1.0%
1.1%
0.8%

-3.93 [5.60, -2.26]
-1.62 [-2.41, -0.82]

1,76 [-2.83, -0.59]
1,40 [2.41,-0.40]
1,29 [-2.27,-0.31]
-1.02 [-1.97, -0.08]
-4.25 [-5.69, -2.81]

1.71 [0.75, 2 BB]
0.41 [0.40,1.22]
1.22[0.33, 2.10]
-0.79[-1.44,-0.18]
A A0F1.78,-0.47]
0,67 [-1.31,-0.02]
-0.91 [-1.47,-0.18]
-4.336.73,-1.97]

-B.91 [10.47, -3.35]
-4.53-7.01,-2.08]
A7 [1.93,-0.41]
-1.98 [-2.85,-1.12]
-4.70 [-6.36, -3.04]

-0.38 [1.28, 0.49]
.24 2,21, -0.26]
-0.72 [1.63, 0.20]
-1.98 [-3.10,-0.87]
2,71 [-3.99,-1.43]
2,71 [-4.00,-1.43]
.92 [3.17, -0.68]
113 F2.21,-0.08]
352 [-4.87,-2.16]
410 5,61, -2.50]
1.63[-2.14,-1.12]

-0.72 [1.63, 0.20]
.24 2,21, -0.26]
-0.38 [1.28, 0.49]

0.89 [0.04,1.87]
-2.66 [-3.94,-1.39]
-4.65 [-6.48, -2.87]
4,54 [-6.47,-2.81]

204045 42 12862876, 279462.08]

126.31 [82.62, 170.00]
0.08 [0.67, 0.82]
1.89 [0.79, 2.95]
2,24 [1.07, 3.41]
1.93[0.83, 3.04]
-4.336.73,-1.97]
176 [-2.83,-0.70]
-2.00[3.12,-0.88]
-0.62 [1.52, 0.29]
-0.94 [-1.87,-0.00]
342 [5.10,-1.74]
-2.00 [-3.37, -0.80]
-5.90 [-8.45, -3.38]
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024

U Daoli2022 0.9% -5.18 [-7.47,-2.89] T E
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.1% -3.62 [-5.15,-2.09] R
Zhang YWeiging2020 1.2% -0.73 [F1.64,0.18] =
Zhang Weiging2020 1.2% -2.14 [-3.249,-0.99] e
Zhou Jie2020 1.2% -1.09 [-2.05,-0.14] =
Zhou Jie2020 1.2% -217 [F3.33,-1.03] e
Zhou Jie2020 1.1% -3.598 [-5.10, -2.06] b=
ZhouYang2021 1.2% -3.95[-4.84, -3.06] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 30.7% -1.71[-2.49, -0.93] 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.82; Chi®=329.72, df=28 (P = 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect £=4.28 (F = 0.0001)

9.2.4 Progesterone modeling method

Bai Ruiz009 1.2% -0.87 [1.47,0.33] &

Bai Ruiz009 1.2% -0.54 [1.44, 0.35] &l

Bai Ruiz009 1.2% -1.55 [-2.57,-0.53] 2

He Shuying2 006 0.9% -6.53 [-8.70, -4.36] L

Jiang Kiaolin2009 1.2% 0.39 [-0.55,1.33] [

Jiang Kiaolin2009 0.7% FTH[4.76,10.81] o
LiuYangiao2006 1.2% -0.70 F1.61, 0.21] =a

Zhu ShanshanZ008 1.2% -1.13 [2.09,-017] =

Zhu Shanshan2Z008 1.2% -0.90 [1.83, 0.03] =

Subtotal (95% CI) 10.2% -0.67 [-1.72, 0.38] *

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.12; Chi®*=66.82, df=8 (F = 0.00001); F=88%
Testfor overall effect £=125(F=021)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -1.55[-1.91, -1.19] '
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.57; Chi*=850.50, df= 81 (F = 0.00001}; F= 88%
Testfor overall effect: £=8.37 (F = 0.00001)

Testfor suboroun differences: Chi®=3.00 df= 3 (P =039 F=0%

.30 10 0 10
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Forest plot of comparison: 9 subgroup lh, outcome: 9.2 modeling methods.

Figure 34 (Analysis 9.2)
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__SE(SMD)

0 o) ! [0 0
1
1
1
1
1
:
1
a0 :
:
1
1
1
1
|
100+ i
:
1
1
1
:
1
1a0T :
1
1
1
1
:
|
] ] : ] ] ] SMD
200 f f f f f
-20 -10 0 10 20
Subgroups
poretsky Ll Androgen modeling method
Qﬁrmﬂatase inhibitor modeling method Progesterone modeling method
Funnel plot of comparison: 9 subgroup Ih, outcome: 9.2 modeling methods.
Figure 35 (Analysis 9.3)
Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
9.3.1 Enzyme linked immunosorbent assay
Liu Hejing2023 0.3% -168.23 [[22.78, -9.68]
Liu Hejing2023 0.4% -12.31 [F17.31, -7.30]
Liu Hejing2023 0.7% -r.07 [-10.05, -4.08] = o
U Daoliz022 0.8% -5.80[-8.44, -3.34] T v
U Daoliz022 0.9% -518[-7.47, -2.849] wm
Yan xue202z2 1.1% -4 70 [-6.26, -3.04] =
Ma Manhua2010 0.9% -4 33 [6.73,-1.93] T
Hu Qingru2017 1.1% -4 25 [-5.69, -2.81] e
ZhouYang20 1.3% -3.851-4.84, -3.06] e
Higo Huiz2020 0.9% -388 [-6.24, -1.484] T
Zhang Minghao2022 1.2% =271 [-4.00,-1.43] S
Zhang Minghao2022 1.2% -271 [-3.85 -1.43] S
Sun Wanying2018 1.2% -2.00[-312,-0.88] e
Zhang Minghao2022 1.2% -1.88[-3.10,-0.87] g
Mo vang 2020 1.2% -1.76 [-2.83,-0.70] e
Liang Jing2013 1.2% -1.70[-2.76, -0.65] i
Lin Arying2023 1.2% -1.40[-2.40,-0.349] =
Zhang Chunz01a 1.2% -1.24 [-2.21,-0.26] e
Liang Jing2013 1.2% T8 [-216,-0.22] =
FPan'Wen2015 1.3% 101748, -0.42] A
He Jialun2022 1.3% -1.02 [-1.97,-0.08] S
Sun Wanying20138 1.3% -0.84 [-1.87,-0.00] =
FPan'Wen2015 1.3% -0.81 [-1.47,-0.14] =
Zhang Chunz01& 1.3% -0.72 [-1.63, 0.20] =
Fan'¥Wen2014 1.3% -067 [1.31,-0.021 7
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Sun Wanyinp2013
Fhang Chunz20183
Liuzo22
GUo¥inhua201a
Liuzo22

Liuzo22
LinwWeiz022
LinwWeiz022
Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.01; Chi®= 34712, df=32 (P = 0.00001); F=91%
Testfor overall effect: £= 584 (F = 0.00001)

9.3.2 Radicimmunoassay
Feng Guangrong2009
Liu Runxiazoog

He Shuyinn2006
Lin Huiz014

Lin Huiz014

Feng Guangrong2009
ZFhao Linaz014
Fhang Weiging2020
Zhou JieZ020

Li Caixiaz00s

ZFhao Linaz014

Lin Huiz014

Zhou JieZ020
Fhang Weiging2020
MU Caifeng2013
Lheng Junz014a
ChenYang2010
Bai Ruiz009
ChenYang2010
ChenYang2010
Lua Furongz013
Deng Disiz018
Chen ¥ing2017

MU Caifeng2013
Lheng Junz014a
Zhu Shanshanzoog
Zhou JieZ020

Zhu Shanshanzoog
Miu Yongliz022
Fhang Weiging2020
Lua Furongz013
Deng Disiz018

Liu Runxiazoog
LiuYangiaoZ006
Deng Ali2009

Wiang Cuixiazi0g
Bai Ruiz008

Chen Y¥ing2017

Bai Ruiz009

Wiang CuixiaZi0g
Lua Furongz013
Deng Disiz018
Jiang Xiaolinz2009
Cieng Ali2009
Liuz018

Liu Minxin2006
Liuz018
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-0.62 [1.52, 0.28]
-0.38 [1.28, 0.449]
0.41 [-0.40,1.22]
0.89 [-0.04, 1.82)
1.22[0.33, 2.10]
1.71 [0.75, 2.66]

126.31 [B2.62,170.00]
204045 42 12862876, 279462.08]

-2.00[-2.67, -1.33]

7481021, -4 75]
B.ET[0.14,-4.21]
.53 [-8.70, -4.36]
-4.55 [-6.48, -2.87]
4,54 [-6.47,-2.81]
-4.08[-5.74,-2.47]
-3.93 [-5.50, - 2.26]
352 [-5.15,-2.09]
358 [-5.10, -2.06]
-3.08 [-4.46, -1.70]
-2.99 [-4.39, -1 50]
-2.66 [-3.94, -1.39]
217 [-3.33,-1.07]
214 3,29, -0.99]
1,98 [-2.85,-1.17]
.92 [3.17, -0.68]
1,76 [-2.83,-0.59]
1,55 [-2.57,-0.57]
1,40 [2.41,-0.40]
1,29 [-2.27,-0.31]
.24 2,21, -0.26]
.24 2,21, -0.26]
1,23 [-2.26, -0.20]
17 [1.93,-0.41]
113 F2.21,-0.08]
113 }2.09,-0.17]
-1.00 [-2.05,-0.14]
-0.90 }1.83, 0.03]
-0.79[1.44,-0.15]
0,73 [1.64, 0.18]
-0.72 [1.63, 0.20]
-0.72 [1.63, 0.20]
-0.70 F1.61, 0.21]
-0.70 F1.61, 0.21]
067 [2.13, 0.79]
-0.58 [1.54, 0.36]
057 [1.47, 0.37]
-0.55 [1.50, 0.40]
-0.54 [1.44, 0.35]
-0.48 [1.39, 0.44]
-0.38 [1.28, 0.49]
-0.38 [1.28, 0.49]

0.39 [0.55, 1.37]
1.77 [0.87, 2 BB]
1.93 [0.83, 3.04]
217 [1.02, 3.33]
224 [1.07, 3.41]
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals] 27-May-2024
Liu Minxin2006 1.2% 226 [1.08, 3.43] i
Liu Minxin2006 1.2% 230[1.11, 3.48] e
Jiang Xiaolin2004 0.7% T.r9[4.76, 10.81] Eom
Hu Xiaohuaz2013 0.7% a.45 [5.40, 11.50] T
Hu Xiaohuaz013 0.6% 986 [6.34, 13.38] Fom
Subtotal (95% CI) 60.6% -0.99 [-1.47, -0.51] L]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.64; Chi®= 49047, df=451 (P = 0.00001); F=90%
Testfor overall effect £=4.06 (F = 0.0001)
9.3.3 Chemiluminescence method
Fhou Xiaoxiuz201 2 1.1% -4.10[-5.61, -2.60] e
Fhou Xiaoxiuz201 2 1.2% -3.82 [-4.87, -2.16] T
Cai pingping2006 1.2% -1.28 [-2.40,-0.149] et
Cai pingping2006 1.2% -1.05 211, 0.02] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 4.7% -2.42[-3.89, -0.95] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.83; Chi*=16.84, df= 3 (F = 0.0008); F=82%
Testfor overall effect £=3.23 (F=0.001)
Total (95% CI) 100.0% -1.40[-1.78, -1.02] L
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.74; Chi®= 873.74, df= 88 (P = 0.000013; F= 90% zu -1=n 5 1=n

Testfor overall effect. £=F.24 (F = 0.00001)
Testfor suboroun differences: Chif=7.73. df= 2 (P =002 F=741%

Forest plot of comparison: 9 subgroup Ih, outcome: 9.3 hormone measurement methods.

Figure 36 (Analysis 9.3)
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Funnel plot of comparison: 9 subgroup Ih, outcome: 9.3 hormone measurement methods.
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Figure 37 (Analysis 9.4)

Std. Mean Difference

27-May-2024

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
9.4.1 10~12d

He Shuying2006 1.1% -6.83 [-8.70, -4.26]

Liyz0z2 1.5% 1.22[0.23, 2.10] T F
Liyz20z2 1.5% 0.41 [0.40,1.22] e
Liyz0z2 1.5% 1.71[0.74, 2.66] T w
Liu Hejing2023 0.9% -r.07 [-10.05, -4.08]

Liu Hejing2023 0.5% -12.31 [F17.31,-7.30]

Liu Hejing2023 0.3% -168.23 [[22.78, -9.68]

Zhang Weiging2020 1.3% -362 514, -2.049] G

Zhang Weiging2020 1.5% -0.73[-1.64,0.18] G

Zhang Weiging2020 1.4% -214 [-3.29,-0.949] Eom

Subtotal (95% CI) 11.4% -3.17 [-4.96, -1.38] Rl
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 6.86; Chi®=155.41, df= 9 (P = 0.00001); F=94%

Testfor overall effect £= 3.48 (P =0.0009)

9.4.2 14~16d

Bai Ruiz004 1.5% -0.57 [-1.47, 0.33] i

Bai Ruiz004 1.5% -0.54 [-1.44, 0.34] e

Bai Ruiz004 1.4% -1.85[-2.47,-0.52] e

Chen Yang2010 1.4% -1.76 [-2.83, -0.649] =

Chen Yang2010 1.5% 128 227, -0.21] T

Chen Yang2010 1.5% -1.40[-2.41,-0.40] E =

Chen Y¥ing2017 1.4% -1.223[-2.26,-0.20] T

Chen Y¥ing2017 1.5% -0.55 [-1.50, 0.40] e

Jiang Xiaolin20049 0.9% T.r9[4.76, 10.81] =
Jiang Xiaolin2009 1.5% 0.39 [-0.55, 1.33] e T

Li 2009 1.5% 0.08 067, 0.82] 3

Liu Minxin2006 1.4% 230[1.11, 3.48] Tor
Liu Minxin2006 1.4% 226 [1.08, 3.43] FoE e
Liu Minxin2006 1.4% 217 [1.02, 3.33] T o
Liu vangiao2006 1.5% -0.70 [-1.61, 0.21] -

Luo Furong2018 1.5% -0.72 [-1.63, 0.20] o

Luo Furong2018 1.5% -1.24 [-2.21,-0.26] o

Luo Furong2018 1.5% -0.358 [-1.28, 0.449] b

Miu Yongli2022 1.5% -0.78[-1.44,-014] T

Sun Wanying20148 1.5% -0.84 [-1.87,-0.00] = 7

Sun Wanying20148 1.5% -0.62 [-1.52, 0.28] T

Sun Wanying20148 1.4% -2.00[-3.12, -0.88] T

Wang Cuixia2009 1.5% -0.55 [-1.54, 0.36] TR

Wang Cuixia2009 1.5% -0.48 [-1.29, 0.44] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 34.4% -0.33 [-0.79, 0.14] L
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.07; Chi®=126.08, df= 23 (P = 0.00001); F=82%

Testfor overall effect £=138(F=017)

9.4.3 18~22d

Ceng Ali2z0049 1.5% 1.77 [0.87, 2.66] =
Ceng Aliz0049 1.3% -0.67 213, 0.749] R

He Jialunz202z2 1.5% -1.02 [-1.97,-0.08] i
LinWeiz022 0.0% 20404542 [128628.76, 279462.08]

LinWeiz022 0.0% 126.31 [B2.62,170.00]

Liuzo1a 1.4% 1.89[0.79, 2.98] e
Liuzo1a 1.4% 224 [1.07, 3.41] Eom
Liuzo1a 1.4% 1.93[0.83, 3.04] TFEm
Liu Runxia2008 1.5% -0.70 [-1.61, 0.21] -

Liu Runxia2008 1.0% -B.ET [-9.14,-4.21]

Mo vang 2020 1.4% -1.76[-2.83,-0.70] T
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Wiao Huiz0z20 1.1% -3.89[6.24,-1.54]
U Caifeng2013 1.5% =117 [1.93,-0.41] R
U Caifeng2013 1.5% -1.898[2.85,-1.12] ST
U Daoliz02z2 1.1% -5.18 [-7.47,-2.89]
U Daoliz02z2 1.0% -5.90[-8.45,-3.39]
Zhang Chun2018 1.5% -0.39 [1.28, 0.449) T
Zhang Chun2018 1.5% -0.72 F1.63, 0.20] T
Zhang Chun2018 1.5% -1.24 [2.21,-0.26] T
Zhao Linaz014 1.3% -3.93 [-5.60,-2.26]
Zhao Linaz2014 1.3% -2.99[-4.39,-1.60] T
Zheng Jun2014 1.4% -1.13[F2.21,-0.08] S
Zheng Jun2014 1.4% -1.923.17,-0.68] o
Zhou Hiaoxiu2012 1.3% -4.10[-5.61,-2.60] o,
Zhou Hiaoxiu2012 1.4% -3.582[4.87,-2.16] T
ZhouYang2021 1.5% -3.95[-4.84, -3.06] T
Zhu Shanshanz008 1.5% -1.13[2.09,-017] R
Zhu Shanshanz008 1.5% -0.90 [1.83, 0.03] == |
Subtotal (95% CI) 35.5% -1.62[-2.42, -0.81] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.89; Chi®= 337.08, df= 27 (P = 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect £= 392 (P = 0.0001)
9.4.4 28~-30d
Ma Manhua2010 1.0% -4.33[6.73,-1.83]
YWang Xudong2021 1.3% -342510,-1.74]
YWang Kudong2021 1.4% -2.09 [-3.37,-0.80] e
Zhang Bingjie2016 1.5% -0.54 [1.44, 0.36] T
Zhang Minghao2022 1.4% =271 [-3.99,-1.43] o=
Zhang Minghao2022 1.4% -1.898 [-3.10,-0.87] T
Zhang Minghao2022 1.4% =271 [4.00,-1.43] o
Zhou Jie2020 1.3% -3.88 [-5.10,-2.06] W o
Zhou Jie2020 1.5% -1.09[2.058,-014] T
Zhou Jie2020 1.4% -217 [3.33,-1.02] SR
Subtotal (95% CI) 13.5% -2.26 [-2.95, -1.57] &>
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.78; Chi*= 26.68, df=9 (F=0.002); F= 66%
Testfor overall effect £=6.43 (P = 0.00001}
9.4.5 =30d
Li Caixia2008 1.4% -3.08 [4.46,-1.70] R
Lin Huiz014 1.2% -4.64 [6.47,-2.81]
Lin Huiz014 1.2% -4.65[-6.48,-2.82]
Lin Huiz014 1.4% -2.66 [-3.94,-1.39] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 5.2% -3.58 [-4.58, -2.58] .
Heterageneity: TauF=0.41; Chif=5.01, df= 3 (P =017}, F= 40%
Testfor overall effect £=7.03 (P = 0.00001}
Total (95% CI) 100.0% -1.44 [-1.86, -1.03] L
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 2.85; Chi*= 75011, df= 75 (P = 0.00001}: F=90% _=1 z 5 i 5

Testfor overall effect £=6.80(F = 0.00001}
Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 4884, df=4 (P = 0.00001%. F=91.8%

Forest plot of comparison: 9 subgroup lh, outcome: 9.4 treatment time.
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Figure 38 (Analysis 9.4)

0E M0 o 0 O ADR A ERENEECO O aR) &

1001

150

S
200 : E

.10 5 0 5 10

Subgroups
O 10~12d <>14~1 6d [ 18~22d &ZEHGDd =30d

Funnel plot of comparison: 9 subgroup Ih, outcome: 9.4 treatment time.

Figure 39 (Analysis 10.1)
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Std. Mean Difference

27-May-2024

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
10.1.1 Bushen Huoxue

Cai pingping 2006 G.6% -1.22F2.31,-012] i

Cai pingping 2006 6.9% -1.64 [2.81,-0.46] CTTEE
SunWanying2018 6.9% 0.63 [F0.27, 1.594] T
SunWanying2018 7.0% 0.20 067, 1.08] B
SunWanying2018 6.9% 1.03[0.08,1.97] B
Tan Zhenyu 2006 6.2% -3 44 FATT -211] T

Tan Zhenyy 2006 a1% -5.89 [-7.80,-3.68] o

Subtotal (95% CI) 45.1% -1.30[-2.72,0.12] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.30; Chi*=69.73, df=6 (P = 0.00001}); F=91%

Testfor overall effect £=1.80(F=0.07)

10.1.2 Bushen Huantan

Liang Chen2011 1% -1.30[F2.10,-0.581] o
Liuz022 1% -0.80 F1.31, 0.32) Ere
Liuz022 B.9% 1.35[0.458, 2.29] FLar
Liuz022 5.9% -3.98 [5.45,-2.51] R

Meng Junz011 6.8% 0.38 F0.61, 1.37) Ex T
Miu Yongliz022 7.3% -0.86 [1.81,-0.21] e
Wang Cuixiazo04 B.9% -0.78 F1.72, 0.16] T
Wang Cuixiazo04 6.8% -0.91 [1.89, 0.08)] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 54.9% -0.75[-1.57, 0.07] &
Heterageneity: Tau®=1.16; Chi*=46.14, df=7 (P = 0.00001}); F= 859%

Testfor overall effect £=1.80(F=0.07)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -0.97 [-1.70, -0.25] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 1.77; Chi*= 115,81, df = 14 (F < 0.00001); F= 8% Fr 5 5 r i

Testfor overall effect £= 263 (F=0.009
Testfor suboroun differences: Chif=0.44. df =1 (FP=04511 F=0%

Forest plot of comparison: 8 il 243 #7 & &, outcome: 8.1 JA7k.

Figure 40 (Analysis 10.1)
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Figure 41 (Analysis 10.2)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

27-May-2024

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

10.2.1 poretsky

Cai pingping 2006 4.3% -1.22[-2.3,-013]
Cai pingping 2006 4.2% -1.64 [-2.81,-0.46]
Liang Jing2013 4.6% -0.21 [-1.09,0.67]
Li Caixia200d 4.4% -1.30[-2.29,-0.32]
Tan Zhernyu 2006 31% -5.59 [-7.50,-3.68]
Tan Zhernyu 2006 3.89% -3.44 477 -2.11]
Yang Cuixia20og 4.5% -0.91 [-1.89, 0.08]
Yang Cuixia20og 4.5% -0.78 .72, 0.18]
Subtotal (95% CI) 33.5% -1.71 [-2.61, -0.81]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.34; Chi®=37.358, df =7 (F = 0.00001); F=81%
Testfor overall effect £=3.72 (F=0.0002

10.2.2 Aromatase inhibitor modeling method

Huang Blgin201 7 4.8% -0.19 [F0.91, 0.53]
Huang Blgin201 7 4.8% -0.73 F1.47,0.02)]
Huang Blgin201 7 4.8% -0.75 [1.49,-0.00]
LiuZ022 3.7% -3.98 [5.45,-2.51]
LiuZ022 4.7% -0.80 F1.31, 0.32]
LiuZ022 4 6% 1.35[0.45, 2.29]
Meng Jun2011 4.4% 0.38 [F0.61, 1.37]
Miu Yongli20232 4.9% -0.86 [1.51,-0.21]
#iao Hui2020 31% -2.89 [4.81,-0.97]
Zhou Kiaoxiu2012 4.3% -2.37 [3.46,-1.29]
Zhou Kiaoxiu2012 41% -2.89[-4.09,-1.69]
Subtotal (95% CI) 48.2% -1.09 [-1.84, -0.34]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.32; Chi®=72.73, df=10 (P = 0.00001}); F= 86%
Testfor overall effect £= 286 (F=0.004)

10.2.3 Androgen modeling method

Liang Chen2011 4 6% -1.27 [2.15,-0.38]
Sun Warying20128 4.5% 1.03[0.08, 1.97]
Sun Warying20128 4.7% 0.649 [0.14, 1.51]
Sun Warying20128 4 6% 0.20 [F0.67, 1.08]
Subtotal (95% CI) 18.3% 0.16 [-0.82, 1.14]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.749; Chi*=14.71, df= 3 (F = 0.002); F= 80%
Testfor overall effect £=032 (FP=0.74)

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -1.07 [-1.59, -0.54]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.35; Chi®=149.66, df=22 (P = 0.00001); F=85%
Testfor overall effect: £=4.00(F = 0.0001)

Testfor subdroun differences: ChiF=7.80. df= 2(F=002 F=74.4%

Forest plot of comparison: 8 .41 %3 11 # &, outcome: 8.2 i& #7514,

Figure 42 (Analysis 10.2)
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[Bushen formulas] for [PCOS modeling animals]

Std. Mean Difference

27-May-2024

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Weight IV, Random, 95% CI I, Random, 95% CI
10.3.1 10~12d

Liyz20z2 3.8% -388 5445 -2.51] T
Liyz20z2 46% -0.50 [-1.31, 0.32] e ¢
Liyz022 45% 1.35[0.44, 2.29] Few
Tan Zhenyu 2006 3.2% -5 88 [-7.A0,-3.68) T

Tan Zhenyu 2006 4.0% 344 477, -2.11] T w
Subtotal (95% CI) 20.1% -2.34 [-4.66, -0.02] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 6.55; Chi®=78.31, df =4 (P = 0.00001}), F=95%

Testfor overall effect £=1.98 (F=0.05

10.3.2 14~16d

Sun Wanying2018 4 5% 063 [-0.27,1.594] bR
Sun Wanying20148 45% 0.20 [-0.67, 1.08] B 7
Sun Wanying20148 45% 1.03[0.08,1.97] i
Wang Cuixia2009 4 4% -0.581 [-1.89, 0.08] T
Wang Cuixia2009 4 5% 078 [-1.72,0.16] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 22.4% 0.05 [-0.69, 0.78]

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.47; Chi*=12.42, df=4 (F =001, F= 68%

Testfor overall effect £=012 (F=0.90)

10.3.3 18~22d

Cai pingping 2006 4 2% -1.64 [-2.81,-0.46] S
Cai pingping 2006 4 3% -1.22[2.31,-012) T
Huang Blginz2017 4 7% -0.73[-1.47,0.02] e
Huang Blginz2017 4 7% -0.78[-1.45, -0.00] e
Huang Blginz2017 4 7% -0.19 [-0.91, 0.43] e
Liang Chen2011 4 6% -1.30[-2.10,-0.81] T
LinWeiz022 4 5% -0.24 [-1.14, 0.66] s I
Linveiz022 0.8% -1508[20.73,-9.43] —

Meng Junz2011 4 4% 0.38 [-0.61,1.37] e
Hiao Huiz0z20 3.2% -288[-4.81,-0497] T
Fhou Kiaoxiuz01 2 4 1% -2.89[-4.04, -1.69) e
Fhou Kiaoxiuz012 4 3% -2 37 [-3.46,-1.249)] ST
Subtotal (95% CI) 48.6% -1.36 [-2.06, -0.66] L 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.14; Chi*=61.11, df=11 (P = 0.00001); F=82%

Testfor overall effect £=3.79 (F=0.0001)

10.3.4 28~30d

Ma Manhuaz0olo 4 5% -0.37 [-1.31, 0.56] e o
Subtotal (95% CI) 4.5% -0.37 [-1.31, 0.56] L g
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfor overall effect =079 (F=0.43

10.3.5 =30d

Li Caixiaz004a 4 4% -1.30[-2.28,-0.32] Tt
Subtotal (95% CI) 4.4% -1.30 [-2.29, -0.32] L 4
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfor overall effect £= 289 (F=0.010

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -1.19 [-1.76, -0.62] L ]
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 1.66; Chi*= 172.75, df = 23 (F < 0.00001); F= 87% Fr g 5 i i

Testfor overall effect. £=4.11 (F = 0.0001)
Testfor suboroun differences: Chif=11.03. df =4 (P =003 F=637%

Favours [experimental]

Forest plot of comparison: 10 subgroup weight, outcome: 10.3 treatment time.
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Figure 44 (Analysis 10.3)
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Funnel plot of comparison: 10 subgroup weight, outcome: 10.3 treatment time.
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