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AEIEE S

R I ANTE Y O PR T R I PeIm I

YRR NI meta SYH7

wAE pHR P& = 1N

JETT B PERTT 4 (knee osteoarthritis , KOA ) J&IIfi R F
B LRGBS AR 2010 4 P BFE R 2 o, OGP
KT RAEABR TR 3.8%", BRI HPE T R 5
AR JE R, HLUOE SRR A S RLIA T T, W 5

Ea

A 1Y K ] Pl X I SR A5 PR AR A, 7 R R SR 9 A A
R FHTIR AR BT B Y R 7 A4 PR £ 14

BUARZG T B SCTT N2 I Il I g
& R REBURTT I LA 0 sl 0 04 9 R A
KSR, B AR A AR, 28l i 28 i i) 3 (transcutane-
ous electrical nerve stimulation, TENS) & —fhAEE A 201y

WIBEYT 7k, B B o) B G T RS i T 45
FIPERE A2 M7 , AT AR F KOA RIIAYT o &4 M1k,
AN TR T 2 Tl IR Fifi B XS B8 3056 (randomized con-
trolled trail, RCT), ¥J 4 4 W] TENS 0] %0 2% fift KOA &K
AR (HURAE B O T DI RE 7 1 2 A% 25 . Cherian™
I BASN B ST A R, 8 TENS ¥697 31> H L 7ERIGE KOA P9

TREFN A A ST i 7 TS T4 NSRRI al /B T
AT ARIBIT KOA I—Fdii ) FBz. 1l Adedoyin"#l Palmer'®
HIRIFSE A4 Y, TENS % 2k 3% KOA 1 sh DN BE H- 1% AT 4R {4 b
MzsAb . T meta 2377 SCRF T TENS JAYT KOA B
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L4 IﬁEl FIR AR LS HFERF I ST H (81603713)
1 iR R 2 R4 B e s B AR T e 4
5 4’F TR TS, L g A s Wik H 3812 2019-12-06
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A R AU TSR BT 25 RS HRE AN IR T
flXFAIT O S 1 I RERYRE M . R AR SCOR FG E B
5k M43 H TENS T KOA (19 RCT ¥4l , 2 /1 4
{7 HPEAS TENS (T B, LA TENS (I R 4R (L
B AT EER RIS

1 #EREHE
11 SCEREG R

1144 H1 K 2 Pubmed . Embase ., Cochrane Library . Web
of Science ., H [ %1 % F1 J5 B4 o G 468 Bz bl 28 i 000
PHRTT OB MO R A SCHER , K RV B A TF A R D,
KR MG RAFT , 76 247 BRI O E P 28 202043 J , SCRik
T 7 JCRR M, 2 BB S SOk TR R R AR . B Sk Z )
£ 5 “transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation” ,“TENS” |
“knee osteoarthritis” | “gonarthritis” . “random” F “controlled
trials” o HY SRS ZR MG 48 B A 2 M IR TR DG Bk O
TR BEHLT RS
1.2 SCHRANAbRUE

OBFFERTT: IHRRCT iX5% . @BFFEX S : 2 55 N
KN KOA 3, 12 W b AUAF 5 5 [ KU 27 23 (American
college of rheumatology, ACR)ZrZEFRIES ™, Xt 95 95 1 9
A EH LA 2R . QT H : LI 4 TENS B
TENS Ky 21072, Rk T SOHz(— 4 80—110Hz) ,
BT Ry 2—A4HZ" T, W RRZ R 25 1 LB AR B
FURTT CBLFE B E 2 AR AR 25 EE ) 2 —. @Z
JRy AR « U BEAR L1453 (visual analogue scale, VAS) 7§
UM RN ZE 58 R K2 E G R AEET 45 (the Western
Ontario and Mecmaster Universities Osteoarthritis Index,
WOMAC) . K115 7 [l (range of motion,ROM) G717
FEMRA (timed up &go test, TUG)
1.3 SCHRHEBRAR 1

OAERCT AL . @ZEiR JflE A5 F L Sl
Fo @FPILR . @DBAFEARKN, JEIRBIR A TEHE , TCik
P, ®EE .
1.4 SCHRIG E 5 FORMZEL

FRFBNTAT A, B TFE A SR _E R A FHE
At 1 15235 SRkt H AL, AT iE— 25 W LR 5
N AL SIS e 2 1 WBE S He R e . SClikE:
i s A P B A A R RS A TR, A S D
— R B —EE R R H I R E K QAR T
4 OF I Z IR BIBUE A0S s T U ik e 25 )m3s
Fr&F o HEE =0T GO T R U B A A S
1.5 SCHRBTESFOY

TE RevMan 5.3 # {4t | 5% ] Cochrane & 48 PEA T
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SL P PPAS R AEXS O A SCRRIEAT 7 21PN o T WA 46
PUF LA i : OBELIT 51 7 A= 5 @43 T B ; (3D it A
185 s @I 75 s ©BE VT a7 s @t ey s O fay o 9
DEAFFEN B3I ST 58 B e IXUBSE (A A Ak RUBE Sy v IXURS: v
R AV RS i 35 5 AN BH U I 75, SRR S BRI U 28 4t
FEXSPFANEE S, an i 435 0 F A 58/ N AR AR IR A
1.6  SEit2=ortr

i RevMan5.3 3 AT Bl G 1150 B o g A B Hl st
R FARCNAZ XS LA AR TG 15, 7 25 T A% £ R F 39 40 2% (mean
difference, MD) & 95% 1 {5 X [4] (confidence interval, 95%
CDFIR. ARG Z A 5 SR P ST il A 7 oy
B, PG RO SRR S MR . Y P<50% , >R 2 3%
PRI TR 3BT, 2 R BN BT, 25590 A S
HRECE>10 4 (0 T R4 & e far o

2 #R
2.1 YNBSS AR AR TN AR SCHR A AR L
SCHRTT HE SRR UL I 1. AR A 2R , 9125 K 2%t Sk
804 5 , 2= bR EE & STIHR B0 A% 347 s, o I 52 RSk B 4k
FERR A HEBR B S AN A6 SOk 213 5, 4% 134 5 SCHk B
FEASCATHA A . Hoh 19 R Sk ek 2k 45 43, A
RCT 50 71 , 9 i SCHRANAF 5 A AR, 11 J SCHRTC %2
SEJR AR AR L 4 5 SCHR G T B OB | 2 7 SOk o et 3 I
%, Fe T 4% 18 45 SCHRAN A meta 204 . A8 A SCHR I BEA S
Bk,
2.2 ANASCHRIY 7 i R Al

B Ekim iR g E

AL R RIS || A VE A T
AR (n=799) HERHHIE R (n=5)
! !

| EBEEGRERAG-4D |

T3] 552 4% 52 R0 A L HE
[ 3k (n=213)

) A% SCHR I 32 4 S0k
PG (n=134)

o4 (n=19)
AFEBENLAS BRI (n=71)
NG APRE(0=9)

T EEE R (n=11)
Bl Joik I (n=4)
SCHRE R R (n=2)

Y meta 53 HTHY
ik (n=18)




FHALGES 1L 20014 55365 4]

F1 MATHHERER

masTh mE ey — TR FHiLE TS FHOE 4R
Yurtkuran  +HH 45—70 TENS(n=25) Bl AL 4Hz 20min, & 57, (8)10130607)
1999 (n=25) L2
Vance EE  55+14.4085:40) TENS(n=25) {E4il# RehabilicareMaxima, 4Hz,100us 40min (1)6)X8)17)
2012 57+10.9 (X HEZH ) (n=25) DJOInc, Vista, California
Pietrosimone 3% [% FNES TENS(n=12) {&## EMPI, Inc,St. PaulMN, 150Hz, 150ps, HFXMIALT  (9N6
2010 (n=12) USA 60mA 8h, A 3k, k4
)i
Pietrosimone E[E  56+£10.1(iA%4H) TENS(n=10) %5 (n= BIOPACSystems,Inc, 150Hz,150ps ~ 45min (102
2009 54+9.9(XF HEZ) 12) Goleta, CA
Pietrosimone ZE[H ANPE TENS+H#: 8fili%+ EMPI,Inc, StPaulMN,USA 150Hz,150us, ERKIAEALT (2X3)X4X5)0)
2011 (n=12)  HBefr(n= 60mA Sh, A3k, k4 1©@
12) Jidl
NG PlE - 85.9+6.0(1541) TENS(n=8) E#(n= Model 120Z,ITO Co. Ltd. 2Hz,200us 20min, & 2%, (675
2003 85.0+6.9 (X} HE£H ) 8) 4
Mahamood #HfNFE  46.67+17.04  TENS+HHL WHLAYY AiE 100Hz 15min, B 3%,  (AX7X9)
2017 A7 (n=27) (n=28) 6
Law hE 74.7£13.105341) TENS(n=22) {B#l#% ITO,Tokyo,Model 120Z 2—100Hz, 40min, B S5 K,  (6)7)
2004(1) 7.9+11.2(XFHE4L) (n=17) 200—576us L2
Law PE 84.3£6.9(iRX584H) TENS(n=13) fElil# TheHanAcupointNerveStimul 100Hz,200us, 40min, 32 J# 1)
2004(2) 83.2+5.4(Xf iR4) (n=10) ation;China 25—35mA
Itoh H A 62—83 TENS(n=6) #[1(n= model HV-F30000MRON  122Hz 15min, & 5%,  (1)4)
2008 6) Healthcare Co.Ltd,Japan 104
Grimmer  #KH] 65.6+16.2(GRI02H) TENS(n=20) fE#4il# Medtronic,NeuromodSelectra 80Hz,150us  30min (170017
1992 W 68.4+11.3(%fIHZH) (n=20)
Cheing E 653483150 4) TENS(n=16) R MAXIMAIIL; Staodynlnc, 80Hz,140ps  60min, 455 51, 1)
2002 64.1x6.1 (4 E4) (n=16) LongmontCo,USA k4 1
Atamaz ~ +HIL 61.9£6.9GRH4) TENS(n=37) {EHI# Bio-stim SD-980 80Hz, 10—  20min, BEJH S, (1N(2)X4)47)
2012 60.7+6.5 (X HEZH) (n=37) 30mA H64~H
Cetin ~ +HH 61.9+8.6(i{T02H) TENSHEM:+ #+H¢ Enraf-NoniusBDelftech,park 60—100Hz,  20min, %37,  (1)1307)
2008 61.1:8 3(X A4 )  #E(n=20) #(n=20) 39 2600AV,Delft, 60ps 8 &
TheNetherlands
Shimoura ~ J2[H  59.1x6.1(iXK41) TENS(n=25) fEll# HV-F710; 1—250Hz, ARt (1)X6)17)
2019 57.9+5.1 (X IR4L) (n=25) OmronHealthcareCo.Ltd. 60us
Inal T HH 64.4£1.7G85:4H) TENS(n=30) {4 GEM-STIM 4Hz 20min, 7 & 57, (1)(2)(3)4)5)
2016 64.6:1.9(X} HE4) (n=30) 6 1)
Gschiel — f#H[E 58.4+2.4(iR¥64H) TENS(n=25) {Bfl#% Schwa-medico 2~100Hz,50~ 30min, K2k,  (G)D)
2010 57.7+3. 5k E4H) (n=20) 200us 3
Palmer  FE[ 61.2+11.4(804H) TENS(n=73) fBH#X ModelXLY 1, TensCare 110Hz,50ps  3L6JE (2)(3)(4)X5)17)
2014 60.9+10.8 (X EZH ) (n=74)

1 : TENS : 28 Jz ph 2 I (L VAS 3143 ;(2)WOMAC #5ifi 5 (3)IWOMAC 24l ;(4A)WOMAC it ; (5)WOMAC 43 5 ()R 37 -4 1Mt 5 (7) &7 16 3
BE 5 (Q) AT BRI HRE 5 (9) A F kA5 Tl BE 5 0 C (A s AN K WUIA B A& 04 s (27016 £k 36 5 1350m 254 THHR] ; ()i T DU{dRE (] 4 5 154X

TP R 5 (OO i e {L; (DA

NP 2 Fros  AEAN B 18 Ji STHR A, 10 i SCHR™ =i i
BERLEC P 2l B TR AL A AL 81, B D AU ™, 2
Tt BT e A O BRI 23 L, B O AUBR: o 8 S
ikt e SRS R T Ay WL B, AR AT . R 45
HR! 2 ORI B X A K TP S H I 18 R STk
AR B TXEERIP AT . A 25 SRS R
AGERE WTE R IR A SRS M E AT
TCHEHNE RS RS 45 7 o T A SCRRESI RS 3 HoAt i
(GNE ST

2.3 TS RIZI VAS P4y

LGN 44 RCT 22 A 135 6] 38 (DL 3) . %%
W5 8] 55 et P=81% , LA AR Y meta 43 HT S « TS
BP %), TENS 5%t B8 41 KOA ¥ VAS #4322 {H 4 : [MD=-
0.63,95%CT(-2.13,0.86)], W 41 1] 22 5 JC & & 1k &8 X (P=
0.41). HTFANARFFEN SR BT &, o4 TENS (#9 T His
AR WL IEAT AT (IR 4) A A Hr 4 S R « T 7
Je BV ZI IR A5 TENS 55 % B8 4] KOA 3 VAS PF 4 228 4 -
[MD=0.79, 95%C1(0.62,0.96)], 4 £H [A] 2% 5 A 1. 3 1 2 X
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B2 AN STk B far XU

) . Fandom sequence generation {selection hias)
g . Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

] . Allocation concealment (selection bias)

= | @ | @ | Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

2 | @® | @ | @ | ncomplete outcome data (atirition bias)

W

=

)

=

E

o

g

£

E

o
2 4
ui] [
z =
T B
z 5
Atamaz 2012 @2
Cetin 2003 @
Cheing 2002 | (20 | 2 ? @z
grimmer10oz | @ |2 | @ | @ @2
Gechielzonn |[@ (2 (@ |2 |2 |2 |2
nal 2016 | @) | @ [ @ @ | & @ | 2
tohzooz (@ |2 |2 |2 |@ | @2
Law20041) | @D @ | @ |2 (@ (@) 2
Lawzondin | @D @ | D @ (@ |2 | 2
Mahmood2017 (@ |2 |2 |2 | @ | @ | 2
nozonz |[@ |2 | @ O @) 2
Paimer2014 | @ | @ | @O (@ |2 | @ |2
Fietrosimone 2000 | 2 | @) (@ | @ (@ |2 |2
Pietrosimone 2010 | @D | @ [ @ | @ (@ | 2 | 2
Pietrosimone 2011 | 2 | @ |@ |2 |@ | @ | 2
Shimowra201e | @ |2 |2 |2 @ | @ |2
Vance 2012 e e e e
Yutkuran 1992 | 2 |2 |@ |2 (@ |2 | 2

(+" BRI r , - 27 e KU B (45 , 7" R A B XU B e )

(P<0.00001) , =745 TENS 5 %} HEZH KOA % VAS 143 2218
S : [MD=-1.25,95%CI(-2.27,-0.23)], i £ [8] 2% & W&k
BEX(P=0.02) , FHAF A TENS REA L% R KOA & HI 2K
JRAER o

2.4 THE 25 VAS TS
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FEGA A RCT 2 A F5 150 il 3 (ML S) o &4
FEME S P=65% , BEHLAUN AR meta 44T SR : 105 2 )4,
TENS 5%f lE4H KOA 5% VAS T/ Z {8 4 : [MD=-1.38,95%
CI(-2.16,-0.60)], PHZH E) 22 5745 SB35 L (P=0.0005) , 221
TENS B ARUGH# KOA & 115 2 JAPREIR .

2.5 TG 4)5 VAS BE4y

LA 3ASRCT"™> >, A0 F5 99 il i (I 6) o #5 T
FE 0] 5 BT P=0% , [ 72 200 155 ) meta 43 H7 B7s : T TS 4
Ji , TENS 5 %] i 2H KOA 53 VAS $E4> 2218 : [MD=-0.92,
95%CI1(-1.76,-0.08)], Wi 4 ] 25 5 B & 13 L (P=0.03) , %
] TENS fEA 3L KOA S T 5 4 Pmaeik .

2.6 TS 65 VAS BE4y

LA S AN RCTI 10228 358241 il 3 (LR 7) 6
FWFFR ]S M P=0% , [ 5 S0 A 7Y meta 7341 B < T
J5 6 JH, TENS 5% B 2H KOA 3% VAS #43 22K : [MD=
0.22,95%C1(0.03, 0.41)], I 41 7] 2= S A7 b 2 & X (P=
0.02) , 72 H] TENS AN EZE M KOA fB# T-TiJ5 6 REIEIR
2.7 WOMAC IHETESY

FEA A SASRCTO> 22 435317 Bl EH (UL 8) . 45
FE[E] 5 B P=0% , B8 AW AT meta 2047 27K : TENS 5%}
IR KOA 85 WOMAC TIREITSr 25 i : [MD=-3.05,95%CI
(-3.22,-2.88)], Wid ] 22 5 2 & L (P<0.00001) , #2H]
TENS REA340GE KOA (3% AL H ¥ S shohiE.

2.8 ROM

YA 44 RCT™ 2 A5 150 B 34 (LI 9). 45
A S it P=34% , [ 52 R0V A5 R meta 43 HT 7K : TENS 55
X HEZH KOA B E T IR 19 1 8 B 22 ) : [MD=2.12,95%CI
(-1.34,5.59)], Wi [a] 22 53 Jc . 5 1 & L (P=0.23) , = B
TENS AREME KOA 3% 675 1% 3y 1
29 TUG

LA 44 RCT 2 fuFE 155 BB (TLEN10) . %
WIFFE 0] 5 Pk P=96% , BEALAL N FE7Y meta 43+ #7 27K : TENS
SN HEZ KOA fR 38y A 7B MU (8] 22 {54 : [MD=-0.99,
95%CI(-2.43,0.44)], P4 ] 25 5 JC b 2 1k L (P=0.17) .
BTN AT ) S b o v, WA T AUk i Sk S
SRR, FEZ S B SCRik (R 2 R R & B, 24 5 BR Shimoura™iX
SR, SR PREIRE 47%. i8I AR A SO R, It
o SCHR-T TR A IS AT, HLAR SRR 20 A i 5Ly
%, I A A XA o U 3BT 5 [MD=-3.09, 95%CI
(-6.75,0.56)], P £H ] 22 K IH JC .38 M L (P=0.10) , 511
TENS RNRE KOA B35 PR TRE S -

3 atig
TENS Y —FAE T AR B Y I I% , 7T A 3G A1 A



PRGEE 5L 20214 55364 56 410

E3 TENSZAS3IERAEM X FHERZI VAS 5 08 75K E

Experimental Control
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total
Grimmer 1992 22 28 20 35 28 20 229%
Law 2004(2) 26 22 13 46 33 10 182%
Pietrosimone 2009 1147 1.67 10 21 1.84 12 25.4%
Wance 2012 456 032 25 377 0 25 335%
Total (95% Cl) 68 67 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau?=1.73; Chi*=15.54, df=3 (P =0001); F=81%
Testfor averall effect Z=083 (P =041)

Mean Difference

Weight IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference

-1.30[-3.07, 0.47]
-2.00[-4.37,037]
-0.93[-2.40,0.54]

0.79 [0.62, 0.96]

-0.63[-2.13, 0.86]

IV, Random, 95% CI

R —

"~ S I
I S|

-

R

-4
Favours [experimental] Favours

2
[control]

H

4 7 [ESZE TENS A 53t BB AR 3T FFFEN L VAS 43 2200 9 7R K

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% C1
141 (IE50
Vance 2012 4.56 032 25 377 03 25 971% 0.79[0.62, 0.96]

Subtotal (95% CI) 25 25 97.1%  0.79[0.62,0.96]
Heterogeneity. Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: Z= 8.87 (P = 0.00001)
1.1.2 Ehf
Grimmer 1992 22 18 20 348 289 20 0.9% -1.30[3.07, 0.47] =
Lanw 20040(2) 28 12 13 46 33 10 0.5% -2.00[4.37 0.37] =
Pietrosimone 2009 117 187 10 21 1.84 12 1.4% -083[2.40 0.54] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 43 42 2.9% -1.25[-2.27,-0.23] i
Heterogeneity. Chif=0.57 df=2 (P=0.75), F=0%
Testfor overall effect: Z=2.41 (P=0.02)
Total (95% CI) 68 67 100.0%  0.73[0.56, 0.90] L]
Heterogeneity. Chi*= 15.54, df= 3 (P = 0.001), F= 81% 3 5 5 o)
Test for overall effect: Z=8.33 (P = 0.00001)
Testfor subaroun diflerences: ChiF= 14.97. di= 1 (P = 0.0001). F= 93.3% Eavours feperitnental :Favourdjeoni]
=] 3 B
5 TENS 455 B A4 L3 THUS 2 /8 VAS iES Z M Atk E
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup _ Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random. 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Inal 2016 067 0.05 30 22 011 30 424% -1.63F1.57,-1.49] L]
Itoh 2002 533 1.03 6 543 083 6 239% -010[1.16, 096 e
Lave 2004(2) 16 18 13 4.4 2 10 104% -2.20 [-4.90,-0.70]
Mahmood 2017 4.48 2.08 27 824 207 28 232% -1.77 |2.86,-0.88] ——
Total {95% CI) 76 74 100.0% -1.38[-2.16,-0.60] e
Heterogenelty Taw? = 0.37; Chi*= 8.60, df= 3 (P = 0.04); = 65% = £ 5 ]
Testfor averall effect 2= 348 (P = 0.0005) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
K| [E] N YANL=A zs
El6 TENSH53ERAMLLRTH/E 4 F VAS 5 MmHFR R E
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight V. Fixed, 95% Ci IV, Fixed. 95% CI
Cheing 2002 422 27 16 504 424 16 11.6% -0.82[3.28 1.64]
Itah 2008 423 1582 B 5532 108 B 3 E%  -1.20[2.78, 0.20] R
Mahmood 2017 43 228 27 504 191 28 568% -0.74[1.85 037 —
Total (95% CI) 49 50 100.0% -0.92[-1.76,-0.08] e
Heterogeneily: Chi*= 0,34, df= 2 (F = 0.84), F= 0% o 5 5
Testior overall effect 2= 216 (P = 0.03) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
K| [E] N YAN=A zs
El7 TENSHSXRAM TG 6 F VAS T M0 pIx kBl
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Atamaz 2012 486 2.3 37 484 227 ar 3.3% 0.02[1.021.08]
Cetin 2008 3462 118 20 3240 128 20 B.2% 0.02[0.73 079 |
Inal 2016 233 043 30 207 038 30 B854% 0.26[0.05 0.47] '
ok 2008 535 0497 B 4083 202 B 11% 0.42[1.37 2.21]
Mahmood 2017 411 203 27 438 1355 28 39% -0.28[1.24 0.68] ===
Total (95% CI) 120 121 100.0% 0.22[0.03,0.41] L d
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.62, df= 4 (P = 0.80); F= 0% 52 f 1! +
Testfor overall effect 2= 2.25 (7 = 0.02) Favours [experimental] Favours [contral]
ap > g/ zs
8 TENS 45 B8 2618 b 3F WOMA C L 881F 43 5 i 9 7R K
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed. 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Atamaz 2012 3.8 149 37 343 14 37 04%  -250[-9.08, 4.09] _
Inal 2016 15.43 034 30 18.47 037 30 93.3% -3.04 [3.22,-2.86] .
Itoh 2008 46.2 88 6 508 106 6 00% -4B0[1562 642 =
Palmer 2014 264 13 73231 1389 74 01%  1.30F3.38 599 e P
Fietrosimone 2011 281 084 12 314 087 12 B4% -3.30[-398,-262] ™=
Total (95% CI) 158 159 100.0% -3.05[-3.22, -2.88] |
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 3.95 di= 4 (P=041), F=0% -2=D -1=D 1=D Q:D

Test for overall effect Z=34.42 (F = 0.00001)

Favours [experimental] Favours

[control]

28 WP IR AE R L I AR R BTz N R
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