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Study or Subgroup

Chen 2005

Chen 2006

Chen 2007

Chen 2010

Dai 2011

Li 2011

Lu 2010

Shen 2003

Shen 2005 (1)

Sun 2010

Wang 2006 (2)

Wang 2010

wei 2010

Yang 2009

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 2368.98; Chi² = 334.48, df = 13 (P < 0.00001); I² = 96%

Test for overall effect: Z = 6.76 (P < 0.00001)

Weight

6.8%

7.6%

3.2%

8.2%

8.3%

7.9%

7.3%

8.2%

8.2%

8.2%

3.1%

7.6%

8.0%

7.6%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

-59.45 [-106.21, -12.69]

-87.90 [-118.45, -57.35]

-573.70 [-696.42, -450.98]

-52.41 [-67.31, -37.51]

-28.60 [-35.59, -21.61]

-37.01 [-61.49, -12.53]

-45.70 [-82.99, -8.41]

-12.50 [-27.10, 2.10]

-32.50 [-47.87, -17.13]

-96.70 [-112.07, -81.33]

-574.00 [-700.05, -447.95]

-174.50 [-204.60, -144.40]

-106.50 [-128.91, -84.09]

-33.90 [-65.02, -2.78]

-95.25 [-122.88, -67.61]

Mean Difference

(1) Combined vs Western medicine

(2) Combined vs Western medicine

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI
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Favours CHM + WM Favours WM

Study or Subgroup

Chen 2005

Chen 2006

Chen 2007

Chen 2010

Dai 2011

Li 2011

Lu 2010

Shen 2003

Shen 2005 (1)

Sun 2010

Wang 2006 (2)

Wang 2010

wei 2010

Yang 2009

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 908.13; Chi² = 258.96, df = 13 (P < 0.00001); I² = 95%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.69 (P < 0.00001)

Weight

5.1%

6.7%

6.1%

7.7%

8.1%

7.7%

7.4%

7.8%

7.7%

7.9%

6.0%

7.7%

7.6%

6.5%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

-42.76 [-88.50, 2.98]

-22.50 [-49.52, 4.52]

-130.40 [-164.01, -96.79]

-45.81 [-59.63, -31.99]

-14.20 [-18.66, -9.74]

-15.34 [-28.76, -1.92]

-40.50 [-59.42, -21.58]

-4.30 [-16.83, 8.23]

-13.30 [-27.85, 1.25]

15.00 [4.63, 25.37]

-222.00 [-257.33, -186.67]

-46.00 [-59.03, -32.97]

-11.40 [-27.30, 4.50]

-28.50 [-57.51, 0.51]

-40.29 [-57.13, -23.45]

Mean Difference

(1) Combined vs Western medicine

(2) Combined vs Western medicine

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

-200 -100 0 100 200
Favours CHM + WM Favours WM

Study or Subgroup

Chen 2005

Chen 2006

Chen 2007

Chen 2010

Dai 2011

Li 2011

Lu 2010

Sun 2010

Wang 2006 (1)

Wang 2010

wei 2010

Yang 2009

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 4.05; Chi² = 273.65, df = 11 (P < 0.00001); I² = 96%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.02 (P < 0.0001)

Weight

0.4%

0.6%

0.1%

0.9%

29.2%

2.5%

3.0%

30.7%

0.1%

1.2%

0.6%

30.8%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

-13.10 [-48.26, 22.06]

-64.50 [-91.80, -37.20]

-288.40 [-358.76, -218.04]

-62.04 [-84.86, -39.22]

-2.00 [-2.93, -1.07]

-14.95 [-28.29, -1.61]

-36.30 [-48.34, -24.26]

0.00 [-0.32, 0.32]

-290.00 [-361.70, -218.30]

-64.50 [-84.07, -44.93]

-1.10 [-29.69, 27.49]

-0.35 [-0.53, -0.17]

-4.49 [-6.68, -2.30]

Mean Difference

(1) Combined vs Western medicine

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

-200 -100 0 100 200
Favours CHM + WM Favours WM

Study or Subgroup

Chen 2005

Chen 2010

Dai 2011

Li 2011

Lu 2010

Shen 2003

Shen 2005 (1)

Sun 2010

Wang 2006 (2)

wei 2010

Yang 2009

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau² = 629.23; Chi² = 118.12, df = 10 (P < 0.00001); I² = 92%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.74 (P < 0.00001)

Weight

9.4%

10.0%

10.4%

9.6%

9.5%

9.9%

10.1%

8.0%

5.5%

9.2%

8.3%

100.0%

IV, Random, 95% CI

-2.45 [-20.12, 15.22]

-60.90 [-73.62, -48.18]

-33.90 [-41.24, -26.56]

-29.31 [-45.25, -13.37]

-21.60 [-38.26, -4.94]

-2.70 [-15.97, 10.57]

-15.00 [-26.82, -3.18]

-22.00 [-49.99, 5.99]

-179.50 [-226.87, -132.13]

-76.10 [-95.16, -57.04]

-43.70 [-69.92, -17.48]

-38.81 [-54.84, -22.78]

Mean Difference

(1) Combined vs Western medicine

(2) Combined vs Western medicine

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

-200 -100 0 100 200
Favours CHM + WM Favours WM


