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2.1 “BAEREH+HEZFESTE VS BEZR
ETIB ST A AP Ay B 8 I 2T
2.1 SCHRE R
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FEATS + HE=RE  HE=RE

2008 60 67 52
E42007 55 61 47
FEE2006 31 4 19
Total (95% CI) 162

Total events 146 118

Heterogeneity: Chi = 1.93, df = 2 (P = 0.38); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.03 (P < 0.0001)
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0dds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
i 1% Cl M-H. Fixed, 95% Cl
264 [1.01,651) ——
2.93[1.05,8.14) .
8.16 [2.08, 31.94) —_—
3.54[1.92, 6.56] -
001 01 i 10 100

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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FEA HE=RRE  HE=R0L

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

i 412008 60 67 52
EFH2007 55 61 a7
F¥758:2006 31 k71 19

Total (95% CI) 162

Total events 146 18
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 3.79, df = 2 (P = 0.15); I = 47%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.07 (P < 0.0001)

68 44.0%
62 39.8%
34 16.2%

164 100.0%

1.17[1.00, 1.37)
1.19(1.01, 1.40)
1.63(1.19, 2.24) =

1.25[1.12, 1.40)

001 01 1 10 100
Favours [experi I) Favours [ ]
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Risk Difference Risk Difference
D

X% ¥§2008 7 67 16 68 41.4% -0.13[-0.26,-0.01)

EHkH2007 6 61 15 62 37.7% -0.14(-0.27,-0.01)

82006 3 34 15 34 209% -0.35(-0.55, -0.16) =
Total (95% ClI) 162 164 100.0% -0.18 [-0.26, -0.10] L 4
Total events 16 46

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 4.02, df = 2 (P = 0.13); I* = 50%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.36 (P < 0.0001)
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BEHARITS - MEWRGE  MHEPRL Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
d, 95%C1
35142008 55 58 41 52 751%  4.92(1.29,18.77) ——
FHEF2000 35 36 23 26 24.9%  4.57[0.45,46.62) e | e—
Total (95% Cl) 94 78 100.0% 4.83[1.51,15.41) -
Total events 20 64 . X X )
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.96); I = 0% T H P Yy
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.66 (P = 0.008) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Be6 ZHEAHZ+HEENBSTE VS AEMEST % RevMan 1 OR HIZRHE
DUBRY T % o B 64 N

223 HALE®E RR
RIF I 94 NS 52X AR H %+ 08 B2 Y
B IRAT 90 A GHIRAH AL 78 A S 570 BE PUBE T,

BHAS + MEMRE  WENL
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Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

F#:1:2008 55 58 41 52 61.8% 1.20(1.03, 1.40)
FHF2000 35 36 23 26 382% 1.10(0.95, 1.28)
Total (95% CI) 9% 78 100.0%  1.16[1.04,1.30)
Total events 90 64 N | | X
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.74, df = 1 (P =0.39); I’ = 0% 001 o4 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.67 (P = 0.008)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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VG B= DUBCST 3R T 70 ML O 1 5808 £ 35 i F 9% 9%
B, B SRR x2=0.74, P=0.39, & JF 500 &
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Risk Difference Risk Difference

#2008 3 58 1 52 64.5% -0.16[-0.28,-0.04] =

FEF2000 1 36 3 26 355% -0.09(-0.22, 0.05)

Total (95% CI) 94 78 100.0% -0.13[-0.23, -0.04) <

Total evenis 4 14 . A s N
i i = = = B = ¥ v v 1

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.63, df = 1 (P = 0.43); P = 0% 1 05 6 05 1

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.81 (P = 0.005)
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SFH2011
#2013
F/N\ER2005

@® | ® | @ | Random sequence generation (selection bias)

~ | = | = |Allocation concealment (selection bias)

~ | = | ~ [Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
@® | ® | @ | Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

~ | = | ~ | Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

@® | ® | @ | selective reporting (reporting bias)

® | ® | @ | otherbias
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P+ V4 B 7S BRI IR YT F0 ML O T 5 v R R AT
R, A SRR x*=1.36,P=0.51, &35
I 35 OR SR H [&] % 20 0 A5 A, OR=2.54,95% Cl1
[1.28,5.05], & IR0y 2 i KL 35 2=2.67,P=0.007, 2%
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SEAGGEE L DGR AR 7+
VU R 7SR 90T Fe i O ) 30l S A A 5
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233 MM ERE RR
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%IR8 60 A

X 3 RS EEAR A+ PE R SERIT L VS PHEE S
EXIF 75 RevMan 1 RR A9 ¥ =1 ] IR AH X 55 Sk Xt
PR, ULBHIZ I A B NIRRT

FRYEE 11 40785 R R, X 3 M AR 7+
VOB SR TR YT e PR O ) 3l RS Y R
B, BA BRI x=0.29,P=0.87, & If%0 &
RR 2K [ 2 ROV AR RR=1.22,95% CI 4[1.04,
1.43], B IR R B: 72=2.49,P=0.01, 22 5+ B AY
GiiteFm Lo NG R H B AR H B+ U S
WRTT VIR T e O 0 5 vy SR A A s HIRYT
RO ZEEEAR H 7+ 04 B /ST > T B /S BRI T s
234 F=RD

HITAHIL 150 A 5 AR T+ 76 BERBT
B, RIG AL 28 N X RE4L 4L 85 A 5PEE N
BRITV , ARV A AE 25 A,

% 3RS HEAR P E NPT VS PHEE N
HRY7 72 RevMan H' RD (¥ <} 1] T2 H X 55 ok Xt
PR, UEEHIZ AT AT B N R R o

Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

—StudvorSubgroup __Events __ Total Events Total Weight M-H Fixed,95%Cl __ M-H. Fixed, 95%Cl

SA#H2011 28 30 20 25 144%  3.50(0.62, 19.89] |
WHi2013 28 30 22 30 145%  5.09(0.98,26.43) e
F/NER2005 66 90 18 30 71.1%  1.83(0.77,4.36) i

Total (95% CI) 150 85 100.0%  2.54 [1.28, 5.05] -

Total events 122 60 X X X X
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.36, df = 2 (P = 0.51); 1= 0% . g v y
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.67 (P = 0.007) Faeﬂs O T pa— fo 100

10 ZHEAREZ+AENEKITE VS FENEEST % RevMan FFORBIFRFEE

FHRIS  WEAROE  WHEAPOL

Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

E#2011 2 30 20 25 308%  1.17[0.94,145)

#2013 2 0 2 30 3% 127[101,161)

/1982005 6 % 18 30 381%  122(0.89,1.68)

Total (95% CI) 150 85 100.0%  1.22[1.04,1.43]

Total events 122 60 K X X X
: Chit =029, df = 2 (P = 0.87); I'= 0% b y - - -

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.49 (P = 0.01) S
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HRAEE 12 R ER, X 3 REEARA T+
VY B S IRTT VYA T 0 M1 0 T 2 0 K 1 WF 5 9%
B BAT SRS =043, P=0.84, 5 25U B RD
S JH [ 72 % B AR A, RD=-0.15,95%C1 & [-0.27, -

0.004], A IF50N B MK K 2=2.66,P=0.008, 72 57 H.
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FEARUSH  HEANOE WAL

Risk Difference Risk Difference

—StudvorSubgroup _ Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95%Cl  M-H.Fixed, 95%Cl

ERA#H2011 2 30 5 25 26.7% -0.13[-0.31,0.05] =T
12013 2 30 8 30 29.3% -0.20(-0.38,-0.02) .
F/\3£2005 24 90 12 30 44.0% -0.13[-0.33,0.06] LN
Total (95% CI) 150 85 100.0% -0.15[-0.27, -0.04] <>
Total events 28 25

Heterogeneity: Chi = 0.34, df = 2 (P = 0.84); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.66 (P = 0.008)

4 05 0 05 1
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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(EXE 59

Meta Analysis Randomized Clinical Trials for Lingguizhugan Decoction
on the Treatment of Congestive Heart Failure

HUANG Lifang, CHEN Ming
(School of Basic Medical Science, Beijing University of Chinese Medicine, Beijing 100029, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective Base on the same content and purpose, Lingguizhugan Decoction integrative treatment of congestive
heart failure, randomized control trials data classification, which is divided into 3 groups. Finally, the use of Review Manager—based
Meta—analysis to contrast the efficacy treatment for congestive heart failure. Methods Search of relevant documents is required and
uses. From 1949—2013 three database CNKI, CBM, VIP. Comprehensive screening of randomized clinical trials and research
literature on Lingguizhugan Decoction for treatment of congestive heart failure. Use of Meta—analysis, Comparison and studies on
Lingguizhugan Decoction to treat Congestive Heart Failure including OR, RR, RD. Results A total of 36 randomized controlled
clinical study of literature, on 733 cases of patients, after Meta —analysis showed a significant difference between the groups
compared. Among them, (1) Lingguizhugan Decoction+Western triple therapy > Western triple therapy: OR=3.54, 95% C1=[1.92,
6.56], Z=4.03, P<0.0001; RR=1.25, 95% Cl=[1.12, 1.40], Z=4.07, P<0.0001; RD=-0.18, 95% CI=[-0.26, -0.10], Z=4.36, P<
0.0001. (2) Lingguizhugan Decoction+Western quadruple therapy>Western quadruple therapy: OR=4.83, 95% CI=[1.51, 15.41],
7=2.66, P=0.008; RR=1.16, 95% CI=[1.04, 1.30], Z=2.67, P=0.008; RD=-0.13, 95% CI=[-0.23, -0.04], Z=2.81, P=0.005.
(3) Lingguizhugan Decoction+Western six combination therapy >Western six combination therapy: OR=2.54, 95% CI=[1.28, 5.05],
7=2.67, P=0.007; RR=1.22, 95% CI=[1.04, 1.43], Z=2.49, P=0.01; RD=-0.15, 95% ClI=[-0.27, -0.004], Z=2.66, P=0.008.
Conclusion From the above 3 statistical research groups, the best treatment result was obtained from the integrative medicine than

with treatment using Western medicine alone.

KEY WORDS: Lingguizhugan decoction; congestive heart failure; Shuixinbing; Review Manager; Meta analysis.
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