Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean 50 Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
24,2 EAVS Control

Garcia 2008 a.1 5.42 38 445 284 40 3.4% 0.65 [1.24, 2.54]

Lang 2021 713 1.8 a0 8933 284 o 11.2% -2.20[-3.37,-1.03] -

Mg 2013 B.5 2.2 a5 g8 4.8 5% 10.3% -2.00[-3.40,-0.60] -

¥ue 2020 46 2265 35 8465 1.1 3% 12.4% -0.86 [-1.68,-0.04] -

Fhang 2014 11 3 20 12 3 20 3.5% -1.00 [2.86, 0.86]

Subtotal (95% CI) 178 180 50.8% -1.21 [-2.08, -0.34] "'"

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.50; Chi*=8.445, di=4 (F=0.08); F=53%
Test for overall effect: £=2.72 (P =0.007)

2.4.3 TEAS VS Control

Feng 2020 g.4 0.4 28 8.3 1 32 13.4% 010 [-0.38, 0.595] T
Huang 20149 A48 223 29 856 Z.49% 28 10.4% -0.91 [F2.26, 0.44] - - 1
Subtotal (95% CI) 57 60  23.8% -0.20 [-1.11, 0.71] -

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.24; Chif=191,df=1{(P=017) [F= 48%
Test for averall effect: £=0.43 (P = 0.6R)

244 MAX VS Control

Mi 2021 1121  1.27 42 1274 138 42 13.2% -1.53[2.10,-0.96] ——
%0 2014 684 123 20 1028 162 20 12.2%  -3.44 [4.33, -2.55] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 62 62 25.4% -2.45[-4.32, -0.58] —~

Heterogeneity: Taw®=1.68; Chi*=12.495 df=1 (P=0.0004); F=92%
Test for averall effect: 2= 247 (P =0.01)

Total {95% CI) 297 302 100.0% -1.29 [-2.16, -0.42] -
Heterogeneity: Tau?=1.40; Chi*= 61.20, df= 8 (P = 0.00001%; F= 87 % 4 2 . 2 _jl
Testior overall effect: 7= 2.82 (F = 0.004) Favours [experimental] Fawvours [control]

Test for subaroup differences: Chif=541. df=2 (F =007 F=B3.0%

Supplementary figure 1: Forest plot of acupuncture and moxibustion therapy versus sham acupuncture therapy
or usual care for postoperative 24h pain.



