Study or Subgroup

Experimental

Events

Total Events Total

Control

Risk Ratio

Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI

Risk of Bias
ABCDETFG

1.2.1 Massage vs. drug

Gong 2018
Huang 2021
Hunter 1973
Steele 1970

Wu 2019
Subtotal (95% Cl)
Total events

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.51; Chi® = 12.60, df = 4 (P = 0.01); I = 68%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.86 (P = 0.39)

1.2.2 Massage-+drug vs. drug

Agbolosu 1997
Alves 2008

Deng 2023
Hunter 1973

Li 2018

Mahar 1994
Steele 1970
Subtotal (95% ClI)

Total events

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.27; Chi® = 9.38, df = 5 (P = 0.09); I> = 47%

NN UVTwo

1

33

50
50
14
15
100
229

40
52
50
13
60
35
25
275

60

28
3
11
0
9
17
8

76

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.02 (P = 0.003)

Total (95% CI)
Total events

62

504

136

50 10.7%
50 8.2%
12 2.4%
25  12.5%
100 14.7%
237 48.5%

40 16.7%
54 6.7%
50 8.3%
12
60 4.1%
40 8.9%
25 6.7%
281 51.5%

518 100.0%

0.67 [0.26, 1.73]
0.30 [0.09, 1.03]

9.53 [0.58, 156.49]

1.46 [0.66, 3.20]
0.36 [0.20, 0.66]
0.70 [0.32, 1.57]

0.57[0.37, 0.88]
1.38[0.33, 5.89]
0.27[0.08, 0.92]

Not estimable
0.11[0.01, 0.85]
0.20 [0.06, 0.63]
0.25 [0.06, 1.06]
0.38 [0.20, 0.71]

0.50 [0.31, 0.79]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.28; Chi® = 22.37, df = 10 (P = 0.01); I> = 55%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.95 (P = 0.003)
Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 1.44, df = 1 (P = 0.23), I> = 30.7%

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% ClI
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