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71 : REMEEAT IR/ 9 (functional ambulation category, FAC) . JHf 7 -1 73EMIR (timed up and go test, TUG);
QAT EE - Berg KAl 143 (Berg balance scale, BBS)
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#1 Motor imagery OR Mental rehearsal OR Mental
training OR Visual imagery OR Mental imagery OR Men-
tal practice OR Kinesthetic imagery

#2 Stroke OR Brain Vascular Accident placebo OR
Acute Cerebrovascular Accident placebo OR Hemiplegia
OR Cerebrovascular Apoplexy OR Apoplexy OR Cerebro-
vascular Stroke OR Cerebral Stroke OR Hemiparetic OR
Cerebrovascular Accident OR Hemiparesis OR Acute Stroke

#3 Motor OR Motor function OR Motion OR Mobili-
ty OR Movement function OR Movement OR Performance

#4 Randomized controlled trial OR placebo OR Con-
trolled clinical trial OR Random allocation

#5 #1 AND #2 AND #3 AND #4
1.5 SCHliki E-5 BORHZ

2 AW A TR OCHR BRI 3 SUZ X, 58 iSC
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PEAE RS, 2 W58 M AT 5
W AEIR I S S5 3 AL F 1)
WHIRT. PEDro 2 ILA 114 H
B 0—10 2> CE 1A HAT AR
W) o ZEREIEREET 0
JoHE SCHIK , 5—6 43k R AR B SCHR, <4 53
AR5 R SRR
17 GEileEsdr

4t i 4> #t K ] Review Manager
(RevMan 5.3)Geit#k . srbr o : O
DL T F B 2 S SV B R AT IR S % 22

HEBR (n=28)

1L JEIE 24 (n=8)

2. R S (n=2)

3. ARBEHLAT HALS (n=2)

4. KA S GB B -G 0] 4
(n=16)

BSOS G A N AR
SCHRECR:
(n=18)

!

AN EMI T RGN
Y SCRE
(n=18)

!

A E A I (meta 53 HT)
B SRR B
(n=15)

www.rehabi.com.cn 1265



Chinese Journal of Rehabilitation Medicine, Sep. 2023, Vol. 38, No.9

2.2 AW HEAFHIE

LA 15 5 S0k, I 2T RCT. LW ARF G 9
AFRHERY 761 41 GXI8 4 377 {51, %o R 20 384 1) A= P 5 N it
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2.4 meta /el
2.4.1 FMA-LE P43 JL40 A 9 5 SCkro 120224 4t 559
WA 5 T R T RERREAT AR E . SR I BEHLAIN A L 43 AT (P=
0.001,=69% ) , 45 R HE7R (UL & 3) 1030 241 -5 % B2 7 FMA-
LE ¥E4 175 B 35 M 25 5 (WMD=3.65, 95%CI 2.52—4.78,
P<0.00001), RFAGENES TSR F MR, &
IR 2 4 A, Geit 4 AR R E N (P=0.28, F=19%)
DL 4. BSess 4 AR 42 30, 31 5 M AL FAb R o L, &
PRI AN A SB35 AT 0 MIT N 25 A O RasE vl 5, 48
SNGN I KT R, ARG SRz D WUEEIL
PIEZN i Rt T WA IES & N el il | B2 T A i B4 )
LA AT 22 MIT N 235 2 5 JB ) JBE 3 L4
AESRABIE BB TN GRBIAE , 3B S M U R 2 4
AEC0L [ 2] HAB A 5T A MIT P ASIRD, T B 1S A 0I5 R
PR 4 b IR YL 50T LA L, 37 BT 33 FMA-
LE 45, A 205 e 5 o2 sl 2fe.
242 FACHP SEGNA 65 Scik!e 5200 Ak 354 ffi 7 v
Ja N RGZ S Y Re RS R . SR BE LN AL 43 AT (P <
0.00001,/=93%) , 255 B (WL 5) 55 41 15 % FR 4 ¥ FAC
I FBAEAE B FE M2 5 (WMD=0.80, 95%CI 0.22—1.38, P=
0.006) . HUBMEAM AT T TR IR , SRR 2 E S, 55
JEAE(P=0.65, P=0%) , S FT & B EFafdt i (ILIEl 6) o Bl 3222
AR, IS R R HAE I H S, R BLZBE IR A
H B ET I MIT A AR e MR SR, N RN s
B BT BN, AR RN A% O UL N 2k IR T45
il B8 Y 2k B AN T - I 2 5 T A TR) 20 Y H Al A
gyl sch MIT R340 55 0 T Rl ) ELHEAE DG 1 3
YERAATINGSE . AT 5 BRI T BE Ry 32 42 i ™0 5
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$1 76
243 TUG: g A 353k >, 2 84 il 22 v J5 F iz 3
TIREREAT B o R T SN AR (P=0.83, '=0% ) , 45 R
A% (R 7)) 6 20 5 0 B4 TUG AEAE 22 5, LBV i 24
= X (WMD=2.94,95%CI 1.34—4.55,P=0.0003) . iX¥415
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Braun 2012

Hosseini 2012

~ . . Randem sequence generation {selection bias)

Kim 2013

Lee 2015

Vijaya 2013

AR 2016

WArRE 2017

fiigEs 2019

T 2015

/5 2015

W | ] . - . - . Allocation concealment (selection bias)

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

Fiig 2014

-~

TERIE 2018

-~

g4 2011

® OSSP S e @ ® @ @ @ |sesctvereporting (reporting bias)

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Blinding of cutcome assessment (detection bias)
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
® 09O OO0 O OSSOSO 6 ® oot

® 00 e s -~ 0 e e e

BN 2017

A SCHR D fef IR PP A

Random sequence generation (selection bias) _:-

Allocation concealment (selection bias) _:l

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) _
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) _
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) _

Selective reporting (reporting bias) _

Oter bias ||

0% 25% 50% 75%  100%

D Unclear risk of bias . High risk of bias |

RS i o RS 1 23 L ]

| . Low risk of bias

2.4.4 BBSES YA 10 5 SCHR 2 428 fhi] 45
Ja T T RE B AT AR CE o SR A B ML 0N A R A3 A (P <
0.00001,'=93%) o AN AMIBIFFE H Lee 6K i i BBS
VEOVE RS R AR R VEAR , A8 hRi it 5 ALK A A [, B0
R T HT R A SMD . 502 -5 X B2 BBS PR 7 AE
M 25 5 (SMD=1.72,95%CI 0.80—2.64, P=0.0002) , %%
RULE 8, IRE 2 5 % IRl AH L, B AT 4042 = BBS P47, A7
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HEAT 0 5347 B SR A3 BT o A5 I 5 22 100 g 4 v £ 3



PHAAE AL 20234F 384 0
K2 WMNXEBIE RIS
e WESR A (vts, %) S FE (ks , K) FEAR T Wit Tk ] _
AR Bl E C E C (EC) E  C (D s
#eH4k ,2019" RCT 55.2848.94 56.0949.02  10.05+2.61 9.83+2.45  58/61 MIT+CRT CRT 8 FMA-LE, FAC
A4 ,2015"  RCT 57.30+10.10 57.40£11.70  27.30£7.30  27.20+7.50  25/24 MIT+CRT CRT 8 FMA-LE, FAC,
ASL, 6MWT, PW%
Bk, 2017 RCT 64.3144.02  62.96+3.90 PRI PRI 28/28 MIT+RB+ RB+VT- 12 FMA-LE, BBS, BI
VT-CRT  CRT
Fi%,2014™  RCT 59.43+8.77 58.55+7.47  90.90+36.90 84.00+34.20 40/40 MIT+CRT CRT 6 FMA-LE, FAC,
10mMWS, SL, SF
Kim,2013"  RCT 54.80+8.80 59.80+8.90 219.00+21.00 255.00£108.00 9/9 MIT+CRT CRT 4 FAC, TUG, FRT,
WAQ
Hosseini, 20120 RCT 48.40+10.12 47.7+11.07 528.00£215.70 630.00+232.50 15/15 MIT+CRT CRT 5 TUG, BBS
Braun,2012" RCT 77.70+£7.20 77.90+7.40  42.70£18.90 33.60+23.10  16/18 MIT+CRT CRT 6 BBS
K, 201177 RCT 52.77+11.16 53.59+12.17  31.31+7.33  33.47+10.01  13/17 MIT+CRT CRT 6 FMA-LE, BBS, BI,
PL%, 5m MBFWS
FVEVE,2019" RCT 58.35+6.87 59.00+7.67  31.00£23.03  35.25+24.36  20/20 MIT+CRT CRT 4 FMA-LE, BBS,
MBI, FAC
Lee,2015"” RCT KK FeF K 345.00+47.40 348.30+68.40 18/18 MIT+CRT CRT 8 K-BBS, TUG,
AUWBR, AAPWR,
UAPWBR
WA K,2017%" RCT 52.39+49.20 53.25+8.20  23.14+5.80  22.16+6.20  24/24 MIT+CRT CRT 4 FMA-LE, BBS,
FAC, 6MWT
Vijaya,2013%" RCT 62.00£5.20 58.00+4.50 360.00£144.00 450.00+75.00 12/12 MIT+CRT CRT 3 BBS, FGA, SIS-16
5RAHE,2016% RCT 53.23+£5.25 54.15+5.33 1.36+0.13 1.38+0.14  34/33 MIT+CRT CRT 13 FMA-LE, MBI
WESE 2015 RCT 50.46+8.41  51.75+7.62 PSS PSS 30/30 MIT+CRT CRT 6 BBS, MFES, FOF
P FEME, 201827 RCT  ARIEK KA 26.19+2.73  26.15£2.76  35/35 MIT+CRT CRT 12 FMA-LE, BBS,
iEMG, RMS, LS,
SF, SLR

4 :DRCT: LN BRI s MIT: i85 84145 CRT: HHRE LR RB: R FM; VI-CRT: 5 BRI 220045
@45 JFEhR: FMA-LE: Fugl-Meyer ¥ & % N 0 PE4 s FAC: THEEME 17 ThRES> 90 BBS: Berg 14 26 1F/> ; ASL: average step
length; 6MWT: 6min B4 I3 ; 10m MWS: 15 PRABATHEE ; SL: #5284 ;5m MBFWS: Sminc R4 #EE ; PW%: 71 T B8] 5 43 LG s BI:

Barthel 6% ; MBI: 2t K Barthel 3654 TUG: 17 -1 7R FRT: T)RES AR WAQ: 25

Z— 2|

17H

EJI IR PLY . i R 43 L 5

K-BBS: #lifii-Berg V- 1T ; AUWBR:  SEAI)/{d A0 £ T 1 ; AAPWSBR ;. HUII /S $A T b s UAPWBR: @i/ (T 1L ; JPSE: e AL
BRI EMG: NUEFUME; RMS: 9 ARIRIF ;LS. 8 SF: #0015 SLR: BS54 K ELR;FGA . S IHAEITAL s SIS-16: 25t -
16;MFES: &ITRRERBIALHERE . ; FOF : A EkAE

%3 PEDroEX-X#REITLMN

AT 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 By
gk 20191 Vv - _ V4 _ N : v v v v 5
A ,2015M Vv \V - V4 B ) ) Vi v v v s
Xk, 20170 vV vV vV Vi ) ) Vi vV v v v X
Fii, 2014 Vv vV - vV . X ) vV v v v .
Kim,2013" Vv vV vV V4 . . B v i v v .
Hosseini, 2012 vV vV B vV v/ 3 v/ v/ v v v Q
Braun,2012" vV Vv vV V4 . Vi Vi N i v v .
Wk, 20110 vV B} _ Vi 3 ) ) v v v v S
T PEVE, 20190 Vv vV . V4 N ) ) Vi v v v 5
Lee,2015"™ Vv v B, v/ . X B Vv v v v p
A, 2017 Vv VvV - v/ . . \/ Vi v v v ;
Vijaya,2013"" Vv \V vV Vi B ) v/ Vi v v v g
JKkAHE,2016™ Vv i - V4 . i B Vi v v v .
Ay, 2015 \V vV B} Vi ) ) ) v/ v v v .
P T HE, 20182 V vV . V4 B ) B Vi v v v 6

TE: LAFEARE (SR ) 5 2. BEFLIMIL ;3. /3 TR 4. SELRARARARL ;5. 25 B s 6 1RYT B H 3 7.8 B0 H 5 8. FEAM YT (85% 1 L
B2 SE IR ) 5 9. B 0 AL BRI 5 10, ZHL 8] FRA 5 11, At s Sk
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I 2 AR, DRI HR Bl A8 2 A R 23 3 A 20 (L I
9), I — 2L A TRURAE 73 A (WL 10) , I X AT BE S B 7 it
PRI M. SRR TG 4T Meta Z0 AT inE, £

HARES T

O AT 11 B8 B Sl B
SO FUSC R R AR B NI I A R
FRA5 S, PG I 5 JC 1 24 10453 #r
{GHEATHE R T . R BREE B 5 e B
12 J& B R R 2 10 32 s A8 4 e 1 0 fii
A B N GE S URE ST AR X H
ATEIGENRE ST . W EE DT M 60 19 ik A
R B BENL A ARG 2 O BR A, R 4%
35451, T ] A 6 J , W5 4 B MIT B
4 CRT B4l CRT PR A2 VT RE 1 50 (5
#(P<0.05),

QR < 14~ A  FHIAF I ] £F
TEW B 7 M (P < 0.0001, P=94%) , #E4 T
R HT . A WEIE R A
S I £ A TR DR E ME MIT, BERS
HEF-Hr I Re KA ATRE T ks o o R
AR 70 () B H BEML R 2 4, B4 35
B, %t BEZH HEAT CRT, ¥3 97 2HAEXT A 20 Kk
fitlh 3B 47 MIT, A58 R W6 J7 41 FMA P
43 \BBS P43 15 T X R4 (P < 0.05) ,MIT
1A CRT RE W {0 28 1o 2 vh i e 8 3532
SRR T B

QIR 1—6 4~ XHZ W 17451
JENE AR BT (P=0.001, F=86% ) & 7~ HE B
TR AEZSCHR , S5 [ AN TR SRk
(P=0.34,P=0%) o 4721 7 {32 o 1V 56
S A FE 0 TR [E] A 4 8] i 7]
IV ZH A P IBAE 5T Braun 4619 RS T
TR (1341 6 J&] , S5 e oA 5 mT g A 1 151
Bf AN ], AT 5 5 95 SR ok

@HETE > 6 A AWFFE A HAT [ i
P (P=0.21,P=35%)

3 3Tt

3.1 RBAR MR
ARSCIRGE MIT X2 e iR

REGZ BTIREM 2N, K5 2R 4 v SCEUE I

HS A B SRR 90 A 15 3 RCT,

761 491 i 2 Hh 5 T A2 36 2 B B A5 1)

RERFE , AT R RST80T, 1D
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B NEAR IS SR R o AT B8 TR P | SRR 2 |
B B FRIURAZ NS th 2 A WP ML AT WA — I 5
55 3 A WHTE R R, I PRAIE T meta 70 Hr 149 20 WL A

e A

g ae=)

FWACEER

PO MIT BT HRCR O MITZEA R TR

B3 MIT X3 fZE iR RE &R E FMA-LE £ B9 820

Experimental

LV 2019 15.85
HHH 2016 27.01
AR 2017 29.12
#2019 22.81
#2015 28.12
£ 2014 2413
# T 2018 26.48
3 2011 22.31
k2017 18.58

Total (95% CI)

3.69
13.22
1.33
4.29
5.23
577
27
4.68
419

20
34
24
58
24
40
35
13
28

276

Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV.Random.95%Cl IV, Random.95%Cl
1075 3.04 20 116% 5.10[3.00, 7.20] T
212 1166 33 3.0% 6.71[0.75, 12.67]
2396 136 24 17.8% 5.16[4.40,5.92] i
2003 407 61 14.4% 2,78[1.28,4.28] -
2455 654 25 7.3% 3.57 [0.26, 6.88] T a -
2065 47 40 107% 3.48[1.17,5.79] il
2458 263 35 157% 1.90 [0.65, 3.15] o
1912 433 17 74% 3.19 [-0.08, 6.46] >
1554 3.44 28 12.0% 3.04 [1.03, 5.08] -
283 100.0% 3.65 [2.52, 4.78] L 4
-10 0 5 10

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.71; Chi® = 25.50, df =8 (P = 0.001); I*=69%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.34 (P < 0.00001)

5
Favours [CRT]

Favours [MIT+CRT]

E4

MIT % i 22 rh R 58 2% FMA-LE 15 22 a1 8 B 45 17

Experimental

r re Mean
FEEF: 2019 15.85
SKATIER 2016 2791
WA 2017 29.12
A 2019 2281
#4:2015 28.12
R 2014 24.13
TEERM 2018 26.48
Wik 2011 2231
A 2017 18.58

Total (95% CI)

D T

3.69 20
13.22 34
1.33 24
4.29 58
523 24
8T 40
27 35
4.68 13
4.19 28
252

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 8.69, df = 7 (P = 0.28); 1> = 19%

Test for overall effect: Z =8.16 (P < 0.00001)

Control
| Mean D T

1076 3.04 20
21.2 1166 33
2396 1.36 24
2003 407 61
2455 6.54 25
20.65 4.7 40
2458 263 35
19.12 433 17
15.54 344 28
259

1 Weight

11.6%
1.4%
0.0%

22.6%
4.7%
9.6%

32.6%
4.8%

12.7%

100.0%

Mean Difference
IV, Fix % CI
5.10 [3.00, 7.20]

6.71[0.75, 12.67]
5.16 [4.40, 5.92]
2.78[1.28, 4.28]
3.57 [0.26, 6.88]
3.48[1.17, 5.79]
1.90 [0.65, 3.15]
3.19 [-0.08, 6.46]
3.04 [1.03, 5.05]

2.98 [2.26, 3.69]

Mean Di
IV, Fix

ifference
% CI

A

-10 -5 0
Favours [CRT] Favours [MIT+CRT]

10

5 MIT 3tHZEf{RfEERE FAC S RN ZIN

Experimental

Study or Mean

Kim 2013 356 1.42 9
FEEE 2019 183 076 20
WA 2017 467 028 24
ek 2019 281 068 58
#34 2015 3.92 0.86 24
£ 2014 36 1.01 40
Total (95% CI) 175

Control

2.56
1.27
292
243
3.44
293

1.01
0.46
0.53
0.61
0.71
0.89

9
20
24
61
25
40

179

10.9%
17.6%
18.5%
18.5%
17.2%
17.4%

100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.45; Chi? = 75.05, df = 5 (P < 0.00001); I =93%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.72 (P = 0.006)

Mean Difference
% Cl

Mean Difference

95%Cl

1.00 [-0.14, 2.14]
0.56 [0.17, 0.95]
1.75 [1.51,1.99]
0.38[0.15,0.61]
0.48 [0.04,0.92]
0.67 [0.25,1.09]

0.80 [0.22, 1.38]

V. Rand:

-2 =1 0

Favours [CRT]

ANLE

2
Favours [MIT+CRT]

El6 MITXtfu%himRERE FAC SR IMESURIE ST

Experimental
Kim 2013 3.56 1.42 9
HAEE 2019 183 0.76 20
% 467 028 24
2.81 068 58
3.92 086 24
#2014 3.6 1.01 40
Total (95% CI) 151

Control

256
121
2.92
243
3.44
293

1.01
0.46
0.53
0.61
0.71
0.89

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.47, df =4 (P = 0.65); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.76 (P < 0.00001)

9
20
24
61
25
40

155

2.1%
18.0%
0.0%
50.4%
13.9%
15.6%

100.0%

Mean Difference

1.00 [-0.14, 2.14]
0.56 [0.17, 0.95]
1.75[1.51, 1.99]
0.38 [0.15, 0.61]
0.48 [0.04, 0.92]
0.67 [0.25, 1.09]

0.48 [0.32, 0.65]

Mean Difference

. 95%C1

e
-
——

*

2 1
Favours [CRT]

1
Favours [MIT+CRT]

E7 MIT Xz P {EREEE TUG BRI

Control Experimental Mean Difference Mean Difference
Hosseini 2012 18 264 15 149 241 15 88.1% 5.10[1.39, 4.61] L3
Kim 2013 33.33 121 9 29.56 1595 9 1.5% 3.77 [-9.31, 16.85]
Lee 2015 26.38 7.16 18 24.89 8.02 18 104% 1.49[-3.48, 6.46] ]
Total (95% CI) 42 42 100.0% 2.94[1.34, 4.55] L 4
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.38, df = 2 (P = 0.83); I? = 0% _1'0 _:r) o £

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.59 (P = 0.0003)

Favours [CRT]

Favours [MIT+CRT]
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MIT 5 i 25 fR R 222 BBS 143 B0

Braun 2012

Hosseini 2012 476 276 15 429 3.01 15 99%
Lee 2015 4451 608 18 41.22 443 18 102%
Vijaya 2013 46.7 3.46 12 421 517 12 99%
Wik 2019 2715 676 20 1945 458 20 10.2%
HA 2017 2868 125 24 2328 126 24 95%
#2015 472 417 30 28 378 30 95%
5 14 2018 46.15 4.72 35 3845 396 35 104%
@ik 2011 5038 355 17 50.35 394 13 10.1%
ik 2017 41.19 3.96 28 3235 198 28 101%
Total (95% Cl) 215 213 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 2.03; Chi? = 134.07, df = 9 (P < 0.00001); I* = 93%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.68 (P = 0.0002)

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

-0.48 [-1.16, 0.20]
1.58(0.75, 2.42]
0.62 [-0.05, 1.29]
1.01[0.15,1.87]
1.31 [0.62, 2.00]
4.23(3.18,5.28)
4.76[3.75,5.78]
1.75[1.19, 2.30)
0.01 [-0.71,0.73]
2.78[2.04,3.53)

1.72 (0.80, 2.64]

IV, Random, 95% CI

PR

-4 -2 0 4
Favours [CRT] Favours [MIT+CRT]

vy ra »
9  MIT X} 2= fh 4 2.5 BBS 1T MR L3 47
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrouy Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random. 95% CI IV. Random, 95% C|
3 <1 A
Fogph 2017 2868 1.25 24 2328 126 24 11.4% 423318, 5.28] = 2,
FE® 2018 4615 472 35 3845 306 35 132% 1750119, 230 o
Subtotal (95% CI) 59 59 24.6% 2.95 [0.52, 5.38] g
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.90; Chi*=16.82, df=1 (P = 0.0001); F= 94%
Testfor averall effect Z=2 37 (P=002)
3.1.2 #1161 A
Braun 2012 2806 15 16 3528 144 18 128% -0.48 F1.18,0.20] 258
g 2018 27156 676 20 1945 448 20 12.8% 1.31 [0.62, 2.00] o=
B 2011 50.38 355 17 50035 3.94 13 126% 0.01 [0.71,0.73] =
Subtotal (95% CI) 53 51 38.2% 0.28[-0.78, 1.34] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.75; Chi®=13.81, df=2 (P=0.001); F= 86%
Testfor averall effect 2= 052 (P=061)
313 =61 A
Hosgeini 2012 476 276 15 429 301 15 123% 1.58([0.75, 2.42] T 2
Lee 2014 4461 6.02 18 41.22 443 18 128% 0.62 [-0.05,1.29] ==
Vijaya 2013 467 3.46 12 421 5847 12 122% 1.01[0.15,1.87] e
Subtotal (95% CI) a5 45 37.2% 1.03 [0.47, 1.59] L
Heterogensity: Tau®= 0.09; ChiF= 3.09, df= 2 (P = 0.21); F= 35%
Testfor overall effect 2= 2.60 (P=0.0003)
Total (95% CI) 157 155 100.0% 1.22[0.39, 2.05] <>
Heterogensity: Tau® = 1.28; Chi®= 72,27, df = 7 (F < 0.000013; F= 80% 41[' 15 :i] 1ID
Testfor overall effect 2= 2.87 (P =0.004)
Tastfor subsroup diferences: Chif= 431 df=2(P=017 F=525% Favours (BRI, Favours (MITGRT)
e - s
10 MIT Xt fi 2= F {25 & BBS 53 N0 BUR 2 47
Experimental Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
3 EfR<1A
BAEph 2017 2868 125 24 2328 1.26 24 0.0% 4.23[318,5.28
FHEae 2018 4815 472 35 3|45 3206 34 0.0% 1.76[1.18,2.20]
Subtotal (95% Cl) L] 0 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Mot applicahle
3.1.2 W64
Eraun 2012 28.08 14 16 3528 144 182 136% -0.48 116, 0.20] T
S 2019 2714 676 20 1945 458 20 0.0% 1.31 [0.62, 2.00]
il 2011 50.38 355 17 50,35 3.94 13 211.2% 0.01 071, 0.79] Fon s
Subtotal (95% Cly 33 31 447% -0.25[-0.75, 0.25] L
Heterageneity Chi*= 0482, df=1 (P = 034); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect 2= 098 (P = 0.33)
313 B =61H
Hosseini 2012 476 276 15 429 301 15 158% 1.58[0.75, 2.42] o
Lee 2015 4461 6.08 18 41.22 443 18 2448% 0.62 [-0.05,1.29] g
Mijaya 2013 487 346 12 421 517 12 150% 1.01 [0.15,1.87] T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 45 45 553% 1.00 [0.56, 1.45] *
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 3.09, df=2 (P=021); F= 35%
Testforoverall effect Z=4.40 (P = 0.0001})
Total (95% Cl) 78 76 100.0% 0.44[0.11,0.77] *
Heterogeneity. Chi*=17.50, df= 4 (P=0.002); F=77% 10 5 t 1=D

Test for overall effect Z= 2.61 (P = 0.009)
Test for subaroun differences: Chif=13.48 df=1 (P = 0.0002). 7= 92 6%

o 5
Favours [CRT] Favours [MIT+CRT]
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