(A) 0.1-0.15mg/kg esketamine

Experimental

Study or Subaroup Mean SD Total
1.2.1 esketamine vs NS

Feng MM et al. 2022 334 051 25
Zhan T et al. 2022 10358 021 130
Subtotal (95% Cl) 155

Control
Mean
442 078 200 33.8%
11.78 0.21 65 BE.2%
85 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi®= 2,83, df=1 (P =0.08); F= 66%

Testfor averall effect Z=7.93 (P = 0.00001}

Testfor suboroun differences: Mot anolicable

(A) 0.2-0.3mg/kg esketamine

Experimental Control
Study or Subaroup Mean SD Total Mean SD
1.2.1 esketamine vs NS
Chun-Lin Li 2022 1.7 03 35 29 045 35 22.3%
Feng MM et al. 2022 219 045 25 442 078 25 191%
Wang JX etal 2022 434 026 30 565 066 30 NA%
Hiao-Su Zheng 2022 33 04 23 4.3 1 23 148%
ZhanyTetal. 2022 1009 041 65 11.78 0.51 BS  227%
Subtotal (95% CI) 178 178 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.13; Chi®= 36.48, df=

Test for averall effect: Z= 854 (P = 0.00001})

1.2.2 esketamine vs opioids

Lingyuan Zeng 2022 1.43 018 40
Ya-Feixu 2022 1.44 067 42
Subtotal (95% Cl) 82

4 (P =0.00001); = 83%

2258 023 40 801%
212 037 41 19.49%
81 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=1.21,df =1 (P= 027}, F=17%
Test for averall effect Z=14.17 (P = 0.000013

Test for suboroun differences: Chi®= 14.78. df=1 (P =0.0001). F=93.2%

(B) 0.4-0.5 mg/kg esketamine

Experimental

Study or Subaroup Mean SD Total
1.2.1 esketamine vs NS

Chun-Lin Li 2022 15 03 35
Feng MM et al. 2022 152 068 25
Wang J¥ et al. 2022 441 024 30
Kiao-5u Zheng 2022 1.8 145 23
Subtotal (95% CI) 113

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.54; Chi®=13.83, df=

Test for overall effect Z = 6.86 (P = 0.00001)

1.2.2 esketamine vs opioids

Lingyuan Zeng 2022 1.43 018 40
Susanne Eherl 2022 817 0.84 83
Subtotal (95% CI) 123

Control
Mean
29 05 35 255%
442 078 25 222%
565 0.66 30 26.3%
43 1 23 259%
113 100.0%

3(P=0.003); F=78%

2248 023 40 47.8%
103 1.03 79 521%
119 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.17, Chi®=13.40, df=1 (P = 0.0003}; F=93%

Test for overall effect: £=3.81 (P =0.0001}

Test for suboroun differences: Chi*= 0.03. df=1 (P =087 F=0%

(C) 0.7-1 mg/kg esketamine

Mean Difference

SD Total Weight IV.Random. 95% Cl

Mean Difference

-1.08 [1.48, -0.68]
143 [1.48,-1.37]
.31 [1.64, 0.99]

Mean Difference

Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI

IV, Random, 95% CI
Jr—
|
-
1 1 1 t
-2 -1 0 1 2

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Mean Difference

-1.20 [-1.38,-1.01]
-2.23[-2.58,-1.88]
-1.31 [-1.46, -1.06]
-1.00 [-1.45,-0.45]
-1.69 [-1.85,-1.53]
-1.50 [-1.85, -1.16]

-0.82 [-0.91,-0.73]
-0.65 [-0.91,-0.45]
-0.79 [-0.90, -0.68]

Std. Mean Difference

SD Total Weight IV. Random. 95% Cl

IV. Random, 95% CI
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Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Std. Mean Difference

-3.36 [4.10,-2.62]
-3.90 [-4.87,-2.93]
-246[3.15,-1.78]
-1.93[2.64,-1.22]
-2.87 [-3.69, -2.05]

-3.84 [4.60,-3.10]
-2.26 [2.66,-1.87]
-3.02 [4.58, -1.47]

IV, Random, 95% CI
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Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Std. Mean Difference

Experimental Control 5td. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI
1.2.1 esketamine vs NS
Wang J¥ etal. 2022 38 0.36 30 565 066 30 527% -3.43[4.25,-2.62]
Hiao-3u Zheng 2022 08 1.3 23 43 1 23 47.3% -2.97 [3.82,-2.11]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 53 53 100.0% -3.21[-3.80, -2.62]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 060, df=1 (P=0.44); F=0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 10.68 {F = 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 53

53 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 060, df=1 (P=0.44); F=0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 10.68 {F = 0.00001)
Testfor subaroun differences: Mot annlicable

-3.21[-3.80, -2.62]

IV, Random, 95% CI
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Favours [experimental] Favours [control]



