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Delays in recovery of intestinal function following abdominal surgery are associated with longer hospital stays, increased
postoperative complications, and higher costs to the health care system. Studies of acupuncture for postoperative ileus and other
postoperative issues have reported improvements. This systematic review and meta-analysis aimed to assess whether acupuncture
assisted recovery following surgery for colorectal cancer (CRC). Randomized controlled trials (RCTs) were identified from major
English and Chinese language biomedical databases. Participants (aged 18 years plus) had received surgical resection for CRC. 22
studies (1,628 participants) were included. Five were sham-controlled. Outcomes included gastrointestinal function recovery (21
studies), recovery of urinary function (1 study), postoperative abdominal distension (3 studies), and quality of life (1 study). Meta-
analyses found significant reductions in time to first bowel sounds, first flatus, and first defecation in both the sham-controlled
and nonblinded studies. These results suggested that the addition of acupuncture following CRC surgery improved recovery of
gastrointestinal function based on four blinded good quality RCTs (281 participants) and 17 nonblinded lower quality RCTs (1,265
participants). The best available evidence was for interventions that included electroacupuncture at the point ST36 Zusanli and
there is supporting evidence for other types of acupuncture therapies that involve stimulation of this point.This review is registered
with the following: systematic review registration in PROSPERO: CRD42017079590.

1. Introduction

Delay in resumption of intestinal function following the
surgery occurs in most patients after abdominal surgery
including surgery for CRC [1]. Known as postoperative ileus
(POI), this condition typically resolves by day five following
open abdominal surgery and by day three following laparo-
scopic surgery but it may be prolonged or recur and may be
accompanied by abdominal distension, pain, and/or nausea
and vomiting [2]. POI is associated with longer hospital
stays and increased postoperative complications and results
in higher costs to the health care system [1, 3].

Integrative medicine is utilised by a substantial propor-
tion of people with cancers [4, 5] with acupuncture being

used in both out-patient [6] and in-patient settings [7, 8]. A
review of acupuncture for symptom management in cancer
found evidence of benefits [9] and an update found support
for improvement in POI [10]. A meta-analysis of acupunc-
ture for POI found that acupuncture might be effective in
improving POI [11] and a systematic review of acupuncture
for recovery after CRC surgery concluded that there was low-
to-moderate quality evidence for the efficacy and safety of
acupuncture for postoperative outcomes including POI [12].
Since these reviews were published, additional studies have
become available.

The objective of this systematic review was to assess
whether acupuncture and related therapies were effective in
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assisting in recovery following surgery for colorectal cancer.
If so, we aimed to determine the best available evidence in
order to inform clinical practice.

2. Method

Searches were conducted of (1) major English language
biomedical databases: PubMed, Embase, CINAHL, AHMED,
and Cochrane Library; (2) major Chinese language biomed-
ical databases: Chinese BioMedical Literature Database
(CBM), VIP Database for Chinese Technical Periodicals
(CQVIP), ChinaNational Knowledge Infrastructure (CNKI),
and Wanfang Data from their respective inceptions to Octo-
ber 2017; and (3) reference lists in studies and reviews (see
Supp. 1 for PubMed search strategy). Only prospective rando-
mized controlled trials (RCTs) were included.

Included participants had been diagnosed with colorec-
tal, colon, or rectal cancer by pathology and had received
surgical resection for this cancer and were aged 18 years or
older. Studies that included participants with other cancers or
other diseases were excluded.

The test interventions were acupuncture and related ther-
apies including electroacupuncture, manual acupuncture,
acupressure, moxibustion, point application and laser acu-
puncture, or any combination of these therapies. Studies of
acupoint-injection, suture embedding (also called “catgut”
embedding), transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation
(TENS), acupuncture combinedwith oral herbalmedicine, or
other nonacupuncture-related therapy were excluded. Stud-
ies in which the details of the acupuncture or related ther-
apy were unclear were excluded.

The control interventions were sham/placebo acupunc-
ture or related therapy, or no additional intervention. The
cointerventions were any conventional surgery for CRC, in-
cluding open or laparoscopic surgery, plus conventional post-
operative or perioperative care.The conventional care was re-
quired to be the same in all groups.The study setting could be
a hospital or similar clinic suitable for postsurgical recovery.

Studies that reported numerical data for an outcome
directly related to recovery fromCRC surgery were included.
Outcomes included recovery of physical functions, quality of
life, and postoperative adverse events. Studies of acupuncture
for anaesthesia or pain relief were excluded.

Search results were screened by two reviewers and full-
text papers were obtained for any paper considered a poten-
tial inclusion. These were assessed against the inclusion and
exclusion criteria. Data were extracted to a predesigned
spread-sheet for: citation details, year, country; study design,
duration, and setting; methodological aspects; participant
characteristics (number, age, gender, and cancer type); details
of the acupuncture or related intervention, type of surgery,
type of conventional care; details of outcome measures; data
for included outcomemeasures; safety, dropouts, and adverse
events for each group. If there were any disagreements
between reviewers, a third reviewer was consulted. In the
case of discrepancies in the published data it was planned
to contact authors but this was not required. Risk of bias
was assessed using the Cochrane tool [13] by two reviewers
independently with a third reviewer available or consultation
to resolve any issues.

Assessments of effect sizes were based on published data
and conducted in Stata 12. Meta-analyses were conducted
when studies were comparable and used the same out-
comemeasures. Random-effectsmodelswith 95% confidence
interval (CI) were applied. Heterogeneity was quantified as
I-square. Publication bias was assessed using a funnel plot
and Egger’s test for asymmetry when ten or more studies
were available. Subgroup analyses were planned based on
participant characteristics such as the cancer type (colorectal,
rectal, and colon); the type of acupuncture or related inter-
vention; the type of surgery (open, laparoscopic); the type
of conventional care; and methodological quality. Sensitivity
analyses were planned to explore sources of heterogeneity.

3. Results

Twenty-two RCTs of acupuncture and related therapies for
recovery following surgery for colorectal cancer were identi-
fied (Figure 1). One study was conducted in the USA [14], 19
in various locations in mainland China [15–33], one in Hong
Kong [34, 35], and one in Taiwan [36].

The studies enrolled 1,628 participants ranging in age
from 22 to 87 years (Table 1, study IDs 1-22). The mean ages
ranged from 45 to 73 years. In the twenty-one studies that
reported data on gender, there were 843 males and 625
females. All participants were diagnosed with CRC in 15 stud-
ies, with colon cancer in three studies, and rectal cancer in
four studies. Eleven reported that acupuncture sensation
(deqi) was produced but none mentioned Chinese medicine
syndrome differentiation [37].

In two studies laparoscopic surgery was used [27, 34].
One used Dixon surgery for rectal cancer [15] and one used
Miles surgery for rectal cancer [27]. The other studies used
conventional open surgery, excludedMiles surgery, or did not
specify the type of surgery. Two studies used the Fast Track
Program (FTP) of perioperative care [22, 24] and the other
20 studies used conventional postoperative care. Two studies
involved three intervention groups [25, 34]. One of these had
two test groups [25], so whenever both groups were included
in the same pool the number in the control group was halved
to avoid double counting.

Test interventions included manual acupuncture (3 stud-
ies), electroacupuncture (7 studies), manual acupuncture
plus electroacupuncture (1 study), acupressure (2 studies),
manual acupuncture plusmoxibustion (1 study), warmneedl-
ing (1 study), ear acupressure (3 studies), acupuncture plus
ear acupressure (1 study), moxibustion plus ear acupressure
(1 study), acupuncture plus electroacupuncture plus ear acu-
puncture (1 study), and point application (1 study).

Outcome data were available for gastrointestinal function
recovery (21 studies), recovery of urinary function (1 study)
[27], postoperative abdominal distension (3 studies) [22, 24,
25], and quality of life (1 study) [18].

3.1. Risk of Bias. All studies were described as “randomized”
but only 13 described an appropriate method for sequence
generation and were judged “low risk” while three studies
were judged “high risk” since patient order was used (Supp.
Table S1). Four studies described the method of allocation
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Records identified through Chinese 
language database searching

(n = 509)

Records identified through English 
language database searching

(n = 1900)

Records identified through other 
sources
(n = 3)

Records a�er duplicates were removed 
(n = 1778)

Records screened (n = 1778)

Full-text articles assessed for eligibility 
(n = 48)

Records excluded (n = 1727)

Randomized Controlled Trials included 
in meta-analysis

(n = 22)

Full text articles excluded, with 
reasons (n =26)
-Duplicate literature (n=3)
-Full text not available (n=3)
-No usable clinical outcome data 
(n=17)
-Not CRC only (n=1)
-No details of acupuncture therapy
(n=1)
-Acupuncture combined with 
other therapy (n=1)

Figure 1: Flow diagram of the search, screening, and inclusion process.

concealment and were judged “low risk”. The others were
judged “unclear risk” since there was no description.

Five studies used a sham intervention. Four of these
were judged “low risk” for blinding of participants and one
was judged “unclear risk” since the method was not well
described. All studies were judged “high risk” for blinding
of study personnel since the acupuncturists could not be
blinded. Five studies were judged “low risk” for blinding of
outcome assessors and the other studies were “high risk”. In
each study there were no dropouts or few dropouts so all were
assessed as “low risk” of bias for incomplete outcome data.
Study protocols were located for two studies [14, 34]. Since all
outcomes were reported, both these studies were judged “low
risk” for selective outcome reporting. The other studies were
judged “unclear risk”.

Funnel plots for time to first bowel sounds, time to
first flatus, and time to first defecation were generated for
acupuncture and related therapies versus conventional care
alone. These showed no apparent asymmetry and the Eggers
tests were not significant (Supp. Figures S2, S4, and S6). This
indicated that the risk of publication bias was not high.

3.2. Recovery of Gastrointestinal Function. Of the 21 studies
that reported results for recovery of gastrointestinal function,
five included comparisons with a sham acupuncture therapy
and 17 studies compared the acupuncture therapy with a
no acupuncture group. All groups used a form of usual
postoperative or perioperative care.

3.2.1. AcupunctureTherapy versus ShamAcupunctureTherapy.
All five studies were of CRC. One study used laparoscopic
surgery [34] and four used open surgery. All used usual post-
operative care in both groups. In two studies the test interven-
tion was electroacupuncture [32, 34]. One study used manual
acupuncture plus electroacupuncture plus ear acupuncture
[14], one study used acupressure on traditional points [36],
and one used point application with warming cataplasm [29].
The most commonly used traditional acupuncture points
were ST36 Zusanli 足三里 (n=5), SP6 Sanyinjiao 三阴交
(n=2), and LI4Hegu合谷 (n=2).The single ear point was TF4
Shenmen神门.

The sham interventions included
(i) disabled electrostimulator [14, 32, 34];
(ii) needles taped on the same points with no insertion

[14];
(iii) needles inserted subcutaneously at a sham point

superior and lateral to the verum point [32];
(iv) shallow insertion using short needles, 15mm away

from the verum acupoints, with avoidance of acu-
puncture sensation “deqi” [34];

(v) acupressure using the same method on a nonpoint
[36];

(vi) point application with nonwarming cataplasm [29].
All studies reported data for recovery of gastrointestinal func-
tion but one study used composite measures which are
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reported separately [14]. Data could be pooled for time to
first bowel sounds (2 studies), first flatus (4 studies), and first
defecation (4 studies) (Figure 2). The other outcomes were
reported by single studies only.

There was a significant reduction in time to first bowel
sounds in the pooled result for two studies (MD -11.41 [-20.96,
-1.85] hours, I2=81.8%) but the heterogeneity was consider-
able (Table 2). For time to first flatus, there were significant
reductions in the pool of two studies of electroacupuncture
(MD -8.00 [-14.72, -1.28] hours, I2=0%) without heterogene-
ity and in the total pool of four studies (MD -15.79 [-26.10,
-5.49] hours, I2=79.9%) with considerable heterogeneity. For
time to first defecation, the pooled results showed significant
reductions for electroacupuncture (MD -18.04 [-31.90, -4.19]
hours, I2=0.1%) and all acupuncture therapies (MD -22.42 [-
39.14, -5.70] hours, I2=75.4%).The source of heterogeneity in
the previous two total pools was the study of point application
therapy [29]. When removed, the meta-analysis results were
significant for time to first flatus (MD -10.96 [-17.98, -3.94]
hours, I2=26.7%) and time to first defecation (MD -16.03 [-
27.34, -4.73] hours, I2=0%) without important heterogeneity.

In the study of acupuncture plus electroacupuncture plus
ear acupuncture [14], the two composite measures were GI-3
(the later of the following two events: time that the patient
first tolerated solid food, AND time that the patient first
passed flatus OR a bowel movement) and GI-2 (the later of
the following two events: time patient first tolerated solid food
AND time patient first passed a bowel movement). There
were no significant differences between groups for GI3 (MD
3.00 [-26.12, 32.12] hours, n=81) or GI2 (MD -3.00 [-31.74,
25.74] hours, n=81) but the CI were very wide.

3.2.2. Acupuncture Therapy versus Postoperative Care Alone.
Seventeen RCTs compared acupuncture plus postoperative
care to postoperative care without acupuncture. In two of
these studies [22, 24] the Fast Track Program (FTP) of
perioperative care was used in both groups.

Themost commonly used traditional acupuncture points
were ST36 Zusanli 足三里 (n=14), ST37 Shangjuxu 上巨
虚 (n=10), LI4 Hegu 合谷 (n=5), SP6 Sanyinjiao 三阴交
(n=4), PC6Neiguan内关 (n= 3), andTE6Zhigou支沟 (n=3).
Notably, ST36 Zusanli 足三里 was included in all studies
except the three that used ear acupressure alone. The most
frequently used ear points were CO4 Wei 胃 (n=5), CO7
Dachang大肠 (n=4), and CO6Xiaochang小肠 (n=4). In one
study, sensitive points on the earwere chosen on an individual
basis [21].

Meta-analysis results are presented separately for time to
first bowel sounds, first flatus, and first defecation (Figures
3, 4, and 5 and Tables 3, 4, and 5). Studies of a commonly
used acupuncture therapy on traditional points were grouped
together, with separate results presented formanual acupunc-
ture, electroacupuncture, manual plus electroacupuncture,
acupressure, and warm needling. Studies that combined
traditional points with ear points (3 studies) were included
as a subgroup within this traditional points group, since this
approach is typical of modern acupuncture practice [38]. Ear
acupressure alone was treated as a separate group since no
traditional points were used.

Time to First Bowel Sounds. Therewere significant reductions
in time to first bowel sounds (hours) in the pooled results
for studies of manual acupuncture, electroacupuncture, and
acupuncture/moxibustion plus ear acupressure and in the
single studies of acupressure and warm needling (Figure 3).

The pool of 10 studies of acupuncture or acupressure on
traditional points showed a mean reduction of 8.61 hours
in the test groups (MD -8.61 [-10.60, -6.61] I2=84.8%) but
the heterogeneity was considerable (Table 3). Therefore the
following sensitivity analyses were conducted. Since FTP has
been found to improve recovery [39, 40], it was excluded
from the pool. The result for the remaining eight RCTs was
significant with reduced heterogeneity (MD -9.73 [-12.21, -
7.25] I2=80.8%, n=606). Six RCTs in this group were judged
low RoB for SG. These also showed a similar result to the
total pool (MD -6.95 [-9.90, -4.00] I2=82.2%, n=410). The
pool of 5 RCTs with low RoB for SG, excluding the remaining
study that used FPT, also showed a similar result (MD -8.02
[-10.56, -5.47] I2=73.2%, n=380) with reduced heterogeneity.
The group for ear acupressure (3 RCTs) showed significant
reductions in time to first bowel sounds with considerable
heterogeneity. Due to differences between studies there were
no reasonable approaches to sensitivity analyses for these
groups.

The total pool of 13 RCTs showed a significant reduction
with considerable heterogeneity (89.0%). In total, 7 RCTs
were judged low RoB for SG. These showed a similar result
to the total pool (MD -6.69 [-9.34, -4.04] I2=80.5%, n=470).
When the remaining study that used FPT also was excluded,
the pool of 6 RCTs with low RoB for SG showed a similar
result to the total pool with reduced heterogeneity (MD -7.57
[-9.92, -5.21] I2=73%, n=440).

Time to First Flatus. Seventeen RCTs reported data on time
to first flatus (hours) (Figure 4). There were significant re-
ductions in the studies of manual acupuncture and elec-
troacupuncture and in the pooled result for 14 studies that
used an acupuncture therapy on traditional points (MD -
15.93 [-21.44, -10.41] I2=95.5%, n=967) but the heterogeneity
was considerable (Table 4).

In the sensitivity analysis of 12 RCTs, after excluding the
two studies that used FTP, the result was similar (MD -14.47
[-20.06, -8.88] I2=95.3%, n=853). In the pool of nine RCTs
judged low RoB SG the result remained significant (MD -9.28
[-13.12, -5.44]) I2=80.8%, n=655) with reduced heterogeneity.
When the remaining study that used FTP was also excluded,
the result for the remaining eight RCTs was similar (MD -
8.90 [-12.72, -5.09] I2=81.9%, n=625). In the three RCTs of ear
acupressure without any traditional points, the pooled result
showed a significant reduction. In the total pool of all 17 RCTs,
the result were similar to that for the traditional points group
with considerable heterogeneity (I2=98.4%).

In the sensitivity analyses for the total pool, removing the
two studies that used FTP produced a similar result (MD -
13.49 [-18.70, -8.29] I2=98.6%, n=1151). In the 10 RCTs judged
low RoB SG, there was reduced heterogeneity (MD -8.97
[-12.40, -5.55] I2=78.9%, n=715) and when the study that also
used FTP was excluded, the pooled result for the remaining 9
RCTswas similar (MD -8.67 [-12.06, -5.27] I2=79.9%, n=685).
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

.

.

.

.

.

.

Time to first bowel sounds(hours)
Zhang ZD et al., 2014
Yang JF et al., 2016
Subtotal (I−squared = 81.8%, p = 0.019)

Time to first flatus(hours)
Zhang ZD et al., 2014
Ng SSM et al., 2013
Chao HL et al., 2013
Yang JF et al., 2016
Subtotal (I−squared = 79.9%, p = 0.002)

Time to first defecation(hours)
Zhang ZD et al., 2014
Ng SSM et al., 2013
Chao HL et al., 2013
Yang JF et al., 2016
Subtotal (I−squared = 75.4%, p = 0.007)

Time to first liquid intake(days)
Chao HL et al., 2013
Subtotal (I−squared = .%, p = .)

Time to resume normal diet(days)
Ng SSM et al., 2013
Subtotal (I−squared = .%, p = .)

Frequency of bowel sounds at 40 hours
Chao HL et al., 2013
Subtotal (I−squared = .%, p = .)

ID
Study %

WeightWMD (95% CI)

-6.00 (-13.26, 1.26)
-15.80 (-19.61, -11.99)
-11.41 (-20.96, -1.85)

-9.00 (-19.09, 1.09)
-7.20 (-16.21, 1.81)

-26.30 (-32.81, -19.79)
-15.79 (-26.10, -5.49)

-4.00 (-34.81, 26.81)
-21.60 (-37.10, -6.10)
-12.00 (-31.60, 7.60)
-39.80 (-48.16, -31.44)
-22.42 (-39.14, -5.70)

-0.83 (-1.45, -0.21)
-0.83 (-1.45, -0.21)
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Figure 2:Forest plot of acupuncture therapy versus shamacupuncture therapy for recovery of gastrointestinal function. Note: frequency
of bowel sounds at 40 hours: frequency per minute assessed during a three-minute interval.

Time to First Defecation. There were significant reductions in
time to first defecation in the studies of manual acupuncture
and electroacupuncture (Figure 5) and in the pooled result
of 11 RCTs of acupuncture therapies that used traditional
points (MD -13.53 [-18.38, -8.67] I2=94.1%, n=850) but the
heterogeneity was substantial (Table 5).

In the sensitivity analyses, removal of the two studies that
used FTP reduced the heterogeneity (MD -11.31 [-14.58, -8.04]
I2=79.2%, n=736) and heterogeneity was further reduced in
the pool of nine studies judged low RoB SG (MD -10.07 [-
12.99, -7.15] I2=71%, n=656).

In the total pool of all 13 studies of an acupuncture ther-
apy, the result was significant with substantial heterogeneity
(MD -12.34 [-16.84, -7.84] I2=94.9%). This heterogeneity was
reduced when the two FTP studies were removed (MD -10.29
[-13.31, -7.27] I2=83.8%, n=926) and was further reduced in
the pool of 10 RCTswith lowRoB SG (MD -9.97 [-12.69, -7.25]
I2=67.7%, n=716).

Other Measures of Gastrointestinal Recovery. In addition to
the above outcomes, four studies reported on other measures
of gastrointestinal recovery (Table 6). In the pool of two
studies of CRC that reported time to first liquid intake [17,
21], there was significant improvement in the acupuncture
therapy group (MD -19.72 [-20.22, -19.22] I2=0%). For time
to first semifluid food intake, a single study of colon cancer
in elderly patients found no difference between groups [26].
For time to resume normal diet, a single study of laparoscopic
surgery for CRC found a significant improvement in the
electroacupuncture group [34].

3.3. Other Postoperative Recovery Outcomes. One study of
manual acupuncture plus moxibustion [27] that reported the
incidence of postoperative urinary retention found one case
in the acupuncture group and two cases in the usual care
group. There was no significant difference between groups
(RR 0.50 [0.05, 4.94] n=30).
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Table 2: Acupuncture therapy versus sham acupuncture therapy for recovery of gastrointestinal function.

Outcome Treatment type, cancer,
participants (number) Acupuncture therapy

Effect Size MD [95%
CI] Study ID No.†
I2

Time to first
bowel sounds
(hours)

Open surgery, CRC (39) Electro-acup. -6.00 [-13.26, 1.26] 21
Open surgery, elderly,

CRC (72) Point application -15.8 [-19.61, -11.99]∗ 18

Pooled result (111) 2
RCTs All acupuncture therapies -11.41 [-20.96, -1.85]∗

81.8% 18, 21

Time to first
flatus (hours)

Laparoscopic surgery,
CRC (110) Electro-acup. -7.20 [-16.21, 1.81] 7

Open surgery, CRC (39) Electro-acup. -9.00 [-19.09, 1.09] 21
Pooled result (149) Electro-acup. -8.00 [-14.72, -1.28]∗ 0% 7, 21

Open surgery, CRC (60) Acupressure -19.92 [-32.57, -7.27]∗ 1
Open surgery, elderly,

CRC (72) Point application -26.30 [-32.81, -19.79]∗ 18

Pooled result (281) 4
RCTs All acupuncture therapies -15.79 [-26.10, -5.49]∗

79.9% 1, 7, 18, 21

Time to first
defecation
(hours)

Laparoscopic surgery,
CRC (110) Electro-acup. -21.60 [-37.10, -6.11]∗ 7

Open surgery, CRC (39) Electro-acup. -4.00 [-34.81, 26.81] 21

Pooled result (149) Electro-acup. -18.04 [-31.90, -4.19]∗
0.1% 7, 21

Open surgery, CRC (60) Acupressure -12.00 [-31.60, 7.60] 1
Open surgery, elderly,

CRC (72) Point application -39.80 [-48.16, -31.44]∗ 18

Pooled result (281)4
RCTs All acupuncture therapies -22.42 [-39.14, -5.70]∗

75.4% 1, 7, 18, 21

Time to first
liquid intake
(days)

Open surgery, CRC (60) Acupressure -0.83 [-1.45, -0.21]∗ 1

Time to resume
normal diet
(days)

Laparoscopic surgery,
CRC (110) Electro-acup. -0.10 [-0.46, 0.26] 7

Frequency of
bowel sounds at
40 hours1

Open surgery, CRC (60) Acupressure 3.43 [0.77, 6.09]∗ 1

∗means statistically significant; † see Table 1; 1: frequency per minute assessed during a three minute interval.
CI: confidence interval; MD: mean difference.

Three studies reported on abdominal distension at five
days after surgery. Since each study used a different approach
to reporting data, data were not pooled. One study included
two test groups [25] (Table 7). One of the studies that used
FTP showed no difference between groups while the others
found significant reductions in the groups that received
acupuncture.

One study of electroacupuncture (n=76) reported on
quality of life using a modified Edmonton Symptom Assess-
ment System (ESAS) which consists of five items (pain,
nausea, insomnia, abdominal distension, and general sense of
well-being), which are each rated using a 0-10 numeric rating
scale.The authors reported no differences between groups for
any outcome [18].

3.4. Safety. One RCT [18] mentioned that there were no AEs
greater than CTCAE grade I [41] for electroacupuncture.

Another RCT stated there was noAE formanual acupuncture
[27]. The other studies did not mention AEs. Therefore it
was not possible to make an assessment of the safety of the
acupuncture therapies.

3.5. Post Hoc Analyses. It is plausible that acupuncture may
show a dose-response effect which is influenced by the type
of acupuncture, the number of points needled, the patient
response in terms experiencing typical acupuncture sensa-
tions (deqi), needle retention time, stimulationmethod, num-
ber and frequency of treatments, and other factors [42, 43].
In order to explore this issue we conducted post hoc analyses
of the acupuncture therapy versus usual postoperative care
group based on available data for the number of acupuncture
points used and whether the study mentioned the experience
of deqi.
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Figure 3: Forest plot of acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to first bowel sounds (13 RCTs, 14 groups). Note: this
forest plot focuses on the effect sizes for each study. Since Xiao C 2014 is a three-group study with two test groups of n=30 and one control
group n=30, in the meta-analysis in Table 3 the number of participants was halved n=15 in each comparison. In this figure, the control group
remains n=30, so this has a small effect on the result for the total pool.The pooled result in Table 3 is the more accurate estimate of the pooled
effect size, while the effects for Xiao C 2014-1 and Xiao C 2014-2 are accurate in this figure.

Therewas variation in the number of studies that reported
on the three main outcomes with time to first flatus providing
the most complete data. For analysis of number of points
we selected the subgroup of studies that used acupuncture
(manual or electro-), acupressure, and/ormoxa on traditional
points excluding studies thatalsoused ear points. In this group
of 11 studies, which all reported time to first flatus, the number
of traditional acupuncture points used ranged from four to
12 (one point used bilaterally was counted as two points), so
studies were divided into two groups: 1. 4-6 points; and 2. 8-
12 points, which was the most equal division. For each of the
three main POI outcomes, both groups showed significant
reductions in time to outcome, and the effect sizes were larger

for the 8-12 points groups (Supp. Table S2). However the con-
fidence intervals were overlapping and heterogeneity was
substantial to considerable. So while the results suggest a
dose-response trend, this could not be confirmed.

For experience of deqi, all 11 studies that mentioned
that the patient experienced acupuncture sensation(s) were
treated as a subgroup irrespective of the points or acupunc-
ture therapy used (Supp. Table S2). For each of the three
main POI outcomes there were significant improvements in
the acupuncture therapy groups. The effect sizes were com-
parable with the results for the total pools and the confi-
dence intervals overlapped. Heterogeneity was reduced but
remained substantial to considerable.
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Table 3: Acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to first bowel sounds.

Treatment type, cancer,
participants (number) Acupuncture therapy Effect Size MD [95% CI] Study ID

No.†hours, I2

Open surgery, FTP, rectal
cancer (84) Manual acup. -7.40 [-7.97, -6.83]∗ 11

Open surgery, FTP,1 CRC
(30) Manual acup. 0.00 [-4.04, 4.04] 13

Open radical surgery,2 CRC
(60) Manual acup. -5.68 [-8.47, -2.89]∗ 14.1 (T1)

Pooled result (174) 3 RCTs Manual acup. -4.83 [-8.47, -1.20]∗ 85.5% 11, 13, 14
Radical surgery, CRC (40) Electro-acup. -18.00 [-22.11, -13.89]∗ 9
Radical surgery, CRC (60) Electro-acup. -3.31 [-6.40, -0.22]∗ 17
Open radical surgery,2 CRC
(60) Electro-acup. -8.36 [-11.24, -5.49]∗ 14.2 (T2)

Pooled result (160) 3 RCTs Electro-acup. -9.77 [-17.35, -2.20]∗ 93.6% 9, 14, 17
Radical surgery,2 CRC (80) Acupressure -10.23 [-12.18, -8.28]∗ 20
Radical surgery, CRC (70) Warm needling -12.20 [-16.66, -7.74]∗ 19

Pooled result (454) 7 RCTs
Manual, electro-,
acupressure, warm

needling
-8.06 [-10.65, -5.47]∗ 88% 9, 11, 13, 14, 17,

19, 20

Radical surgery, CRC (76) Manual acup. plus ear
acupressure 3 -9.00 [-11.18, -6.82]∗ 10

Usual surgery, CRC (80) Acupressure plus ear
acupressure -8.63 [-11.87, -5.39]∗ 22

Dixon surgery, rectal
cancer (80)

Moxa plus ear
acupressure -14.77 [-20.59, -8.95]∗ 3

Pooled result (236) 3 RCTs Manual acup./ moxa
plus ear acupressure -9.79 [-12.42, -7.17]∗ 44.7% 3, 10, 22

Pooled result (690) 10
RCTs

All acup., acupressure,
moxa on trad. points -8.61 [-10.60, -6.61]∗ 84.8% 3, 9-11, 13, 14,

17, 19, 20, 22
Radical surgery,2 CRC (78) Ear acupressure -8.51 [-9.94, -7.08]∗ 5
Usual surgery, colon cancer
(60) Ear acupressure -4.83 [-8.25, -1.41]∗ 12

Open radical surgery, rectal
cancer (160) Ear acupressure -2.09 [-3.61, -0.57]∗ 4

Pooled result (298) 3 RCTs Ear acupressure -5.16 [-9.81, -0.51]∗ 94.5% 4, 5, 12

Total pool (988) 13 RCTs All acupuncture
therapies -7.78 [-9.55, -6.01]∗ 89.0% All above

∗means statistically significant; † see Table 1; 1: acupuncture began 24 hours after surgery; 2: excluding Miles surgery; 3: using sensitive ear points.
CI, Confidence Interval; MD, mean difference; moxa, moxibustion; trad., traditional.

4. Discussion

Of the 21 studies that reported results for recovery of gastro-
intestinal function, all but the three studies of ear acupres-
sure alone used the point ST36 Zusanli 足三里, usually
in combination with other points. In the case of the ear
acupressure alone studies, these all used CO4 Wei 胃 and
CO7Dachang大肠 plus other points. Each of these points is
commonly used for gastrointestinal disorders [38, 44]. Of the
stimulation methods, manual acupuncture with or without
electrostimulation was the most frequently used. Other com-
monly usedmethods included acupressure,moxibustion, and
ear acupuncture or acupressure [38, 44]. Overall, this group
of studies was reflective of the scope of acupuncture practice
internationally.

For the five blinded sham-controlled studies, data pooling
was feasible for four studies and for the three main POI
outcomes. All these outcomes showed significant reductions
in the time to these events. The heterogeneity in the total
pools was attenuated by removal of the single study of point
application therapy without affecting the overall result. There
was no apparent effect on the result for the type of sham used.
This was consistent with earlier reviews [45, 46].

In the remaining 17 studies, there were significant differ-
ences in the pooled data in favour of the acupuncture and
related therapy groups compared to the conventional care
alone groups for all three main measures of gastrointestinal
function recovery but the heterogeneity was considerable
in the pooled results. Heterogeneity was still evident when
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Table 4: Acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to first flatus.

Treatment type, cancer,
participants (number) Acupuncture therapy

Effect Size MD [95%
CI] Study ID

No.†
hours I2

Open surgery, FTP, rectal
cancer (84) Manual acup. -28.56 [-32.45, -24.67]∗ 11

Open surgery, FTP, CRC
(30) Manual acup. -31.20 [-58.91, -3.49]∗ 13

Open radical surgery2,
CRC (60) Manual acup. -6.49 [-11.88, -1.10]∗ 14.1 (T1)

Pooled result (174) 3 RCTs Manual acup. -20.51 [-39.19, -1.84]∗
95.3% 11, 13, 14

Radical surgery2, CRC (32) Electro-acup. -28.13 [-34.65, -21.61]∗ 8
Radical surgery, CRC (40) Electro-acup. -37.90 [-42.34, -33.46]∗ 9
Radical surgery, CRC (60) Electro-acup. -2.93 [-5.51, -0.35]∗ 17
Open radical surgery2,
CRC (60) Electro-acup. -9.95 [-14.89, -5.01]∗ 14.2 (T2)

Intraperitoneal surgery,
colon cancer (75) Electro-acup. 3.02 [-6.44, 12.48]∗ 6

Laparoscopic surgery, CRC,
(110) Electro-acup. -14.40 [-23.41, -5.39]∗ 7

Pooled result (377) 6 RCTs Electro-acup. -15.17 [-28.81, -1.54]∗
97.6% 6-9, 14, 17

Radical surgery, colon
cancer, elderly patients (60)

Manual plus
electro-acup. -8.00 [-17.12, 1.12] 15

Radical surgery2, CRC (80) Acupressure -11.05 [-13.44, -8.66]∗ 20
Radical surgery, CRC (70) Warm needling -18.55 [-23.86, -13.24]∗ 19

Pooled result (731) 11 RCTs
Manual, electro-,
acupressure, warm

needling

-15.68 [-23.03, -8.33]∗
96.1%

6-9, 11, 13-15,
17, 19, 20

Radical surgery, CRC (76) Manual acup. plus ear
acupressure 3 -18.70 [-21.01, -16.39]∗ 10

Usual surgery, CRC (80) Acupressure plus ear
acupressure -9.67 [-13.58, -5.76]∗ 22

Dixon surgery, rectal
cancer (80)

Moxa plus ear
acupressure -22.90 [-30.10, -15.70]∗ 3

Pooled result (236) 3 RCTs Manual acup./ moxa
plus ear acupressure

-16.72 [-23.79, -9.65]∗
89% 3,10, 22

Pooled result (967) 14
RCTs

All acup., acupressure,
moxa on trad. points

-15.93 [-21.44, -10.41]∗
95.5%

3, 6-11, 13-15,
17, 19, 20, 22

Radical surgery2, CRC (78) Ear acupressure -19.85 [20.35, -19.35]∗ 5
Usual surgery, colon cancer
(60) Ear acupressure -6.73 [-11.16, -2.30]∗ 12

Open radical surgery, rectal
cancer (160) Ear acupressure -2.09 [-3.26, -0.92]∗ 4

Pooled result (298) 3 RCTs Ear acupressure -9.59 [-23.58, 4.39] 99.7% 4, 5, 12

Total pool (1265) 17 RCTs All acupuncture
therapies

-14.77 [-19.75, -9.79]∗
98.4% All above

∗means statistically significant; † see Table 1; 1: acupuncture began 24 hours after surgery; 2: excluding Miles surgery; 3: using sensitive ear points.
CI, Confidence Interval; MD, mean difference; moxa, moxibustion; trad., traditional.

data were grouped according to the type of acupuncture
intervention, while the significant differences were main-
tained. Removal of the studies that used FTP, which is likely
to have provided an independent contribution to recovery,

reduced heterogeneity somewhat but there were only two
such studies so the reductions were small. The sensitivity
analyses of studies that were judged low RoB SG showed
lower heterogeneity and some reductions in effect sizes but
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Table 5: Acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to first defecation.

Treatment type, cancer,
participants (number) Acupuncture therapy Effect Size MD [95% CI]

I2
Study ID
No.†

Open surgery, FTP, rectal cancer
(84) Manual acup. -22.56 [-24.36, -20.76]∗ 11

Open surgery, FTP1, CRC (30) Manual acup. -28.80 [-62.11, 4.51] 13
Open radical surgery2, CRC (60) Manual acup. -5.71 [-10.25, -1.17]∗ 14.1 (T1)

Pooled result (174) 3 RCTs Manual acup. -16.30 [-31.35, -1.25]∗
95.7% 11, 13, 14

Radical surgery, CRC (60) Electro-acup. -5.16 [-7.98, -2.34]∗ 17
Open radical surgery2, CRC (60) Electro-acup. -12.96 [-16.67, -9.25]∗ 14.2 (T2)
Intraperitoneal surgery, colon
cancer (76) Electro-acup. -0.34 [-24.71, 24.03] 6

Laparoscopic surgery, CRC (110) Electro-acup. -36.20 [-53.26, -19.14]∗ 7
Pooled result (306) 4 RCTs Electro-acup. -12.39 [-20.97, -3.81]∗ 86% 6, 7, 14, 17
Radical surgery, colon cancer,
elderly patients (60)

Manual plus
electro-acup. -3.00 [-13.32, 7.32] 15

Radical surgery2, CRC (80) Acupressure -9.65 [-11.23, -8.07]∗ 20
Radical surgery, CRC (70) Warm needling -16.30 [-23.13, -9.47]∗ 19

Pooled result (660) 9 RCTs
Manual, electro-,
acupressure, warm

needling

-12.68 [-18.60, -6.77]∗
94.8%

6, 7, 11, 13-15,
17, 19, 20

Usual surgery, CRC (80) Acupressure plus ear
acupressure -11.16 [-13.66, -8.66]∗ 22

Dixon surgery, rectal cancer (80) Moxa plus ear
acupressure -25.47 [-33.91, -17.03]∗ 3

Pooled result (160) 2 RCTs Manual acup./ moxa
plus ear acupressure

-17.72 [-31.70, -3.75]∗
90.2% 3, 22

Pooled result (820) 11 RCTs All acup., acupressure,
moxa on trad. points

-13.53 [-18.38, -8.67]∗
94.1%

3, 6, 7, 11,
13-15, 17, 19,

20, 22
Usual surgery, colon cancer (60) Ear acupressure -9.28 [-16.73, -1.83]∗ 12
Open radical surgery, rectal
cancer (160) Ear acupressure -4.08 [-6.02, -2.14]∗ 4

Pooled result (220) 2 RCTs Ear acupressure -5.38 [-9.80, -0.97]∗ 42.9% 4, 12

Total pool (1040) 13 RCTs All acupuncture
therapies

-12.34 [-16.84, -7.84]∗
94.9% All above

∗means statistically significant; † see Table 1; 1: acup. began 24 hours after surgery; 2: excluding Miles surgery.
CI, Confidence Interval; MD, mean difference; moxa, moxibustion; trad., traditional.

Table 6: Acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for other measures of gastrointestinal recovery.

Outcome Treatment type, cancer,
participants (number) Acupuncture therapy

Effect Size MD1 [95%
CI] Study ID

No.†
I2

Time to first liquid
intake (hours)

Radical surgery, CRC (76) Manual acup. plus ear
acupressure2 -18.90 [-21.20, -16.60]∗ 10

Radical surgery1, CRC (78) Ear acupressure -19.76 [-20.27, -19.25]∗ 5

Pooled result (hours) 2 RCTs (154) Manual acup., ear
acupressure

-19.72 [-20.22, -19.22]∗
0% 5, 10

Time to first semifluid
food intake (hours)

Radical surgery, colon cancer,
elderly patients (60)

Manual plus
electro-acup. -4.00 [-37.46, 29.46] 15

Time to resume normal
diet (days) Laparoscopic surgery, CRC (110) Electro-acup. -0.80 [-1.40, -0.20]∗ 7

∗means statistically significant; † see Table 1; 1: excluding Miles surgery; 2: on sensitive ear points.
CI: confidence interval; MD: mean difference.
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Figure 4: Forest plot of acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to first flatus (17 RCTs, 18 groups). Note: this forest plot
focuses on the effect sizes for each study. Since Xiao C 2014 is a three-group study with two test groups of n=30 and one control group n=30,
in the mainmeta-analysis (Table 4) the number of participants was halved n=15 in each comparison. In this figure, the control group remains
n=30, so this has a small effect on the result for the total pool. The pooled result in Table 4 is the more accurate estimate of the pooled effect
size, while the effects for Xiao C 2014-1 and Xiao C 2014-2 are accurate in this figure.

Table 7: Acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for postoperative abdominal distension.

Treatment type, cancer,
participants (number)

Acupuncture
therapy

Effect Size MD/RR [95%
CI] I2

Study ID
No.†

Open surgery, FTP1, CRC (30) Manual acup. RR 0.67 [0.13, 3.44]3 13
Open surgery, FTP, rectal cancer
(84) Manual acup. MD -0.77 [-0.80, -0.74]∗ 11

Open radical surgery2, CRC (60) Manual acup. MD -0.27 [-0.51, -0.03]∗ 14.1 (T1)
Open radical surgery2, CRC (60) Electro-acup. MD -0.53 [-0.75, -0.32]∗ 14.2 (T2)
∗means statistically significant; † see Table 1; 1: acupuncture began 24 hours after surgery; 2: excluding Miles surgery; 3: incidence of medium to severe (grades
II-III) abdominal distension.
CI: confidence interval; MD: mean difference.
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Hong X 2017
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Li JM et al., 2016
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Ear acupressure + other acup

WMD (95% CI)
%
Weight

-22.56 (-24.36, -20.76)
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-16.30 (-31.35, -1.25)

-5.16 (-7.98, -2.34)
-12.96 (-16.67, -9.25)
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Figure 5: Forest plot of acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to first defecation (13 RCTs, 14 groups). Note: this forest
plot focuses on the effect sizes for each study. Since Xiao C 2014 is a three-group study with two test groups of n=30 and one control group
n=30, in themeta-analysis in Table 5 the number of participants was halved n=15 in each comparison. In this figure, the control group remains
n=30, so this has a small effect on the result for the total pool. The pooled result in Table 5 is the more accurate estimate of the pooled effect
size, while the effects for Xiao C 2014-1 and Xiao C 2014-2 are accurate in this figure.

the heterogeneity remained moderate to substantial. Further
attempts to group studies by combinations of surgery type,
cancer type, and acupuncture type were not productive since
any resultant pools comprised too few studies. It is notable
that the direction of the effect in the majority of studies was
in favour of the acupuncture interventions. So it appears
likely that the statistical heterogeneity reflected the clinical
diversity amongst the studies and variation in effect sizes. It
was not an indicator of an unclear direction in the results. In
addition tomeasures of POI, acupuncture appeared to reduce
postoperative abdominal distension but there were too few
studies for any strong conclusions.

Overall, the results of the 21 RCTs indicated that acupunc-
ture therapies reduced time to recovery of gastrointestinal

function following CRC surgery. In studies of other abdom-
inal surgeries, acupuncture has been reported to reduce POI
following gastrectomy [47, 48] and caesarean section [49],
so the effects found in this meta-analysis are not limited to
surgery for CRC. With regard to type of surgery, most data
were for open surgery but significant reductions in time to
recovery were also evident in studies of laparoscopic surgery
for CRC and surgery for rectal cancer.

With regard to type of acupuncture therapy, the sham-
controlled studies which constitute the better quality evi-
dence support electroacupuncture on the point ST36 Zusanli
足三里, with or without other points, as effective for recovery
of POI. In the nonblinded studies, the heterogeneity in meta-
analysis pools precluded detailed assessment of which type of
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acupuncturewasmore effective.The results appear to support
various types of acupuncture therapy on ST36 Zusanli足三
里 combined with other points. In general, the categories of
acupuncture were not obviously different from each other
in terms of effect sizes. Notably, electroacupuncture did not
appear to be any better than manual acupuncture. Also, the
pooled effect size results for the sham-controlled studies
were comparable with those for the nonblinded studies. This
suggests that lack of blinding did not lead to inflation of effect
sizes. It is notable that all the studies were conducted in a
hospital setting, so it is likely that there was little opportunity
for participants to interact with each other over the short
durations of the studies, and the outcome data were usually
collected by nursing staff.These features of the setting appear
conducive to the collection of more objective data than may
be the case in longer studies in out-patient settings.

A previous meta-analysis of acupuncture for headache
suggested that electroacupuncture was more effective than
manual acupuncture, longer needle retention was better, and
twice-a-week treatment was better than once-a-week treat-
ment [50], a review of acupuncture for menstrual pain found
effects for needle location, number of needles used, and
frequency of treatment [51], but a clinical study found no
significant effects of needle retention duration on outcomes
in oncology [52]. In attempting to determine whether there
was any dose-response effect for the acupuncture on POI
outcomes, the only feasible parameters were overall number
of points used and patient experience of deqi. It was not
possible to determine estimates of the total number of treat-
ments or total duration of treatment since treatment typically
ceased once the outcome had been achieved. The results
suggested that more points may be better but the wide con-
fidence intervals and statistical heterogeneity precluded any
strong conclusions. There were too few studies for any effects
of number of ear points to be examined. Future studies could
consider designs that directly test potential dose-related fac-
tors.

Patient experience of deqi did not appear to affect results.
Since deqi is a typical aspect of acupuncture practice, it is
likely that mention was omitted in a number of study reports.
Therefore, the meaningfulness of this result is unclear. Nota-
bly, the sham-controlled studies of acupuncture, which were
reported in more detail, did mention deqi.

One limitation with these meta-analyses was themethod-
ological quality and associated risk of bias in the included
studies. The majority of the studies were not blind to
participants and the acupuncturists were not blinded in
any of the studies. Nevertheless, the results of the multiple
sham-controlled studies tended to agree with those of the
nonblinded studies. Many studies conducted in China do not
report according to the CONSORT or STRICTA guidelines,
resulting in omission of important aspects of trial method-
ology [37, 53]. From the point of view of meta-analysis,
inadequacies in study reporting substantially limit the oppor-
tunities for exploration of clinically relevant variables [54], so
it is vital that journals endorse these guidelines.

Although most of the studies were conducted in China,
integrative cancer therapy employing acupuncture is used in
hospitals outside China and has proven acceptable to patients

in Europe, America, and Australia [52, 55]. Based on the
results of thismeta-analysis, the extension of acupuncture use
in postoperative care should be considered.

5. Conclusions

The addition of an acupuncture intervention following sur-
gery for CRC improved outcomes for recovery of gastroin-
testinal function based on pooled data from four blinded
good quality RCTs (281 participants) and 17 nonblinded lower
quality RCTs (1,265 participants). The best available evidence
was for interventions that included electroacupuncture at the
point ST36 Zusanli. There is supporting evidence for other
types of acupuncture therapies that involve stimulation of
this point plus other points. Further well-designed blinded
studies are needed to confirm these findings and determine
optimal acupuncture interventions for POI.

Disclosure

Yihong Liu and Brian H. May are co-first authors

Conflicts of Interest

Theauthors declared no potential conflicts of interest with re-
spect to the research, authorship, and/or publication of this
article.

Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge the funding support provided by
the China-Australia International Research Centre for Chi-
nese Medicine (CAIRCCM)—a joint initiative of RMIT
University, Australia—and Guangdong Provincial Academy
of Chinese Medical Sciences, China, and the Foundation
for Chinese Medicine and Technology Research of Guang-
dong Provincial Hospital of Chinese Medicine (2017KT1820,
2016KT1571).They also wish to thank Dr. Meaghan Coyle for
her help with searches.

Supplementary Materials

Supp. 1: Search strategy used to identify studies of acupunc-
ture and related therapies for CRC: PubMed. Figure S1:
Funnel plot of acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care
for time to first bowel sounds. Figure S2: Funnel plot of
acupuncture therapy versus postoperative care for time to
first flatus. Figure S3: Funnel plot of acupuncture therapy
versus postoperative care for time to first defecation. Table S1:
Risk of bias judgements for included studies. Table S2: Post
hoc analyses of potential dose-response parameters for POI
outcomes. (Supplementary Materials)

References

[1] K. M. Augestad and C. P. Delaney, “Postoperative ileus: Impact
of pharmacological treatment, laparoscopic surgery and en-
hanced recovery pathways,” World Journal of Gastroenterology,
vol. 16, no. 17, pp. 2067–2074, 2010.

http://downloads.hindawi.com/journals/ecam/2018/3178472.f1.pdf


Evidence-Based Complementary and Alternative Medicine 17

[2] R. Vather, S. Trivedi, and I. Bissett, “Defining postoperative
ileus: results of a systematic review and global survey,” Journal
of Gastrointestinal Surgery, vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 962–972, 2013.

[3] M. M. Murphy, S. E. Tevis, and G. D. Kennedy, “Independent
risk factors for prolonged postoperative ileus development,”
Journal of Surgical Research, vol. 201, no. 2, pp. 279–285, 2016.

[4] J. S. Edman, R. S. Roberts, J. A. Dusek, R. Dolor, R. Q. Wolever,
and D. I. Abrams, “Characteristics of cancer patients presenting
to an integrative medicine practice-based research network,”
Integrative Cancer Therapies, vol. 13, no. 5, pp. 405–410, 2014.

[5] D. Jones, L. Cohen, A. G. Rieber et al., “Complementary and
alternative medicine use in minority and medically under-
servedoncologypatients: assessment and implications,” Integra-
tive Cancer Therapies, vol. 17, no. 2, pp. 371–379, 2017.

[6] D. Abrams, M. McCulloch, M. Cohen, M. Liaw, D. Silverman,
and C. Wilson, “A Survey of licensed acupuncturists in the San
Francisco bay area: prevalence of treating oncology patients,”
Integrative Cancer Therapies, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 92–98, 2017.

[7] M. K. Garcia, L. Cohen,M. Spano et al., “Inpatient acupuncture
at a major cancer center,” Integrative Cancer Therapies, vol. 17,
no. 1, pp. 148–152, 2016.

[8] F. Z. Zia, O. Olaku, T. Bao et al., “The national cancer institute’s
conference on acupuncture for symptommanagement in oncol-
ogy: state of the science, evidence, and research gaps,” Journal of
the National Cancer Institute. Monographs, vol. 52, 2017.

[9] M. KayGarcia, J.Mcquade, R. Haddad et al., “Systematic review
of acupuncture in cancer care: a synthesis of the evidence,”
Journal of Clinical Oncology, vol. 31, no. 7, pp. 952–960, 2013.

[10] M. K. Garcia, J. McQuade, R. Lee, R. Haddad, M. Spano, and L.
Cohen, “Acupuncture for symptommanagement in cancer care:
an update,”CurrentOncology Reports, vol. 16, no. 12, p. 418, 2014.

[11] C. K. Bik, Z. Jiping, and H. Yong, “Effectiveness of acupuncture
in postoperative ileus: a systematic review and Meta-analysis,”
Journal of Traditional Chinese Medicine, vol. 36, no. 3, pp. 271–
282, 2016.

[12] K. H. Kim, D. H. Kim, H. Y. Kim, and G. M. Son, “Acupuncture
for recovery after surgery in patients undergoing colorec-
tal cancer resection: a systematic review and meta-analysis,”
Acupuncture in Medicine, vol. 34, no. 4, pp. 248–256, 2016.

[13] J. P. T. Higgins and S. Green, Cochrane Handbook for Systematic
Reviews of Interventions Version 5.1.0,The CochraneCollabora-
tion, 2011.

[14] G. Deng, W.D.Wong, J. Guillem et al., “A phase II, randomized,
controlled trial of acupuncture for reduction of postcolectomy
ileus,” Annals of Surgical Oncology, vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 1164–1169,
2013.

[15] X. Hong, “Clinical observation of the effect of ear acupressure
combined with moxibustion for promoting the recovery of
intestinal function after Dixon surgery,” China Modern Doctor,
vol. 55, no. 22, pp. 156–159, 2017.

[16] J. M. Li, L. X. Wang, and C. M. Zheng, “The effect of ear
acupressure on recovery of gastrointestinal function after open
surgery for rectal cancer,” Inner Mongol Journal of Traditional
Chinese Medicine, pp. 12–67, 2016.

[17] J. Y. Lu and H. M. Jin, “Clinical observation of ear acupressure
on the recovery of gastrointestinal function after colorectal
cancer surgery,” Journal of Emergency in Traditional Chinese
Medicine, vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 2061-2062, 2011.

[18] Z. Q. Meng, M. K. Garcia, J. S. Chiang et al., “Electro-acu-
puncture to prevent prolonged postoperative ileus: a random-
ized clinical trial,”World Journal of Gastroenterology, vol. 16, no.
1, pp. 104–111, 2010.

[19] C. F. Niu, D. C. Li, and Y. H. Gao, “The effect of electro-
acupuncture on intestinal peristalsis after radical surgery for
colorectal cancer,” Journal of Changchun University of Tradi-
tional Chinese Medicine, vol. 24, no. 1, p. 83, 2008.

[20] J. G. Si and R. S. Ding, “Clinical trial of electro-acupuncture
on recovery of gastrointestinal function after radical surgery
for colorectal cancer,” Journal of Practical Traditional Chinese
Medicine, vol. 31, no. 8, pp. 754-755, 2015.

[21] S. Tan and C. M. Zheng, “Clinical trial of ear acupressure
combined with ST36 (Zusanli) acupuncture on recovery of gas-
trointestinal function after colorectal cancer surgery,” Journal of
North Pharmacy, vol. 12, no. 12, pp. 112-113, 2015.

[22] W. Y. Tong, G. L. A Yi, and L. Xu, “The effect of acupuncture
on gastrointestinal function and peristalsis after rectal cancer
surgery,” Guiding Journal of Traditional Chinese Medicine and
Pharmacy, vol. 20, no. 12, pp. 39–41, 2014.

[23] E. M. Wang, The effect of ear acupressure on recovery of gas-
trointestinal function after colon cancer surgery, Guangzhou
University of Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou, China, 2012.

[24] H. M.Wang,The Effect of Acupuncture on Recovery of Gastroin-
testinal Function after Surgery Using Fast Track Programme for
Colorectal Cancer, Nanjing University of Traditional Chinese
Medicine, Nanjing, China, 2011.

[25] C. Xiao, Clinical Trial of Electro-Acupuncture for Promoting
Recovery of Gastrointestinal Function after Colorectal Cancer
Surgery, Hunan University of Traditional Chinese Medicine,
Changsha, China, 2014.

[26] L. Xiao, B. Zhou, J. Zhang, Z. Q. Chai, T. Yun, and G. G.
Zhao, “Clinical trial of Tiao wei yi chang acupuncture therapy
on improvement of intestinal function after radical surgery for
colon cancer in elderly patients,” Shandong Journal of traditional
Chinese Medicine, vol. 35, no. 8, pp. 701–704, 2016.

[27] Y. B. Yan,Clinical Trial of Acupuncture Combined withMoxibus-
tion for Recovery of Urinary Function after Laparoscopic Miles’
Operation, Nanjing University of Traditional, Nanjing, China,
2011.

[28] J. J. Yang, Clinical Trial of Electro-Acupuncture on Recovery
of Gastrointestinal Function after Colorectal Cancer Surgery,
Guangzhou University of Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou,
China, 2011.

[29] J. F. Yang, K. Yu, J. Z. Zheng, Y. H. Qiu, J. Z. Zhang, and X.
Q. Zhou, “The effect of warming cataplasm applied to ST36
(Zusanli) on recovery after open surgery for elderly patients,”
Shanghai Journal of Traditional Chinese Medicine, vol. 50, no. 3,
pp. 59–61, 2016.

[30] S. Y. Zhang and Y. Q. Du, “Effects of warming needle moxibus-
tion on improvement of gastrointestinal and immune function
in patients with postoperation of colorectal cancer,” Zhongguo
Zhen Jiu, vol. 31, no. 6, pp. 513–517, 2011.

[31] X. Y. Zhang and J. B. Lu, “Clinical observation of point massage
for promoting the recovery of intestinal function after colorectal
cancer surgery,” International Journal of Nursing, vol. 36, no. 5,
pp. 705–707, 2017.

[32] Z. Zhang, C. Wang, Q. Li et al., “Electroacupuncture at ST36
accelerates the recovery of gastrointestinal motility after col-
orectal surgery: a randomised controlled trial,” Acupuncture in
Medicine, vol. 32, no. 3, pp. 223–226, 2014.

[33] X. Y. Zhang, J. B. Lu, and C. T. Li, “The effect of ear acupressure
combined with point massage on first defecation in postop-
erative colorectal cancer patients,” Chinese General Practice
Nursing, vol. 12, no. 25, pp. 2583–2595, 2016.



18 Evidence-Based Complementary and Alternative Medicine

[34] S. S. M. Ng, W. W. Leung, T. W. C. Mak et al., “Electroacupunc-
ture reduces duration of postoperative ileus after laparoscopic
surgery for colorectal cancer,” Gastroenterology, vol. 144, no. 2,
pp. 307.e1–313.e1, 2013.

[35] S. S. Ng, W. W. Leung, S. S. Hon, J. C. Li, C. Y. Wong,
and J. F. Lee, “Electroacupuncture for ileus after laparoscopic
colorectal surgery: a randomised sham-controlled study,” Hong
Kong Medical Journal, vol. 19, 9, pp. 33–35, 2013.

[36] H.-L. Chao, S.-J. Miao, P.-F. Liu et al., “The beneficial effect of
ST-36 (Zusanli) acupressure on postoperative gastrointestinal
function in patients with colorectal cancer,” Oncology Nursing
Forum, vol. 40, no. 2, pp. E61–E68, 2013.

[37] H. MacPherson, D. G. Altman, R. Hammerschlag et al., “Re-
vised standards for reporting interventions in clinical trials of
acupuncture (STRICTA): extending the CONSORT statement,”
Journal of Evidence-Based Medicine, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 140–155,
2010.

[38] P. Deadman, M. Al-Khafaji, and K. Kevin Baker, “A manual of
acupuncture,” Journal of Chinese Medicine, 2007.

[39] F. Esteban, F. J. Cerdan, M. Garcia-Alonso et al., “A multicen-
tre comparison of a fast track or conventional postoperative
protocol following laparoscopic or open elective surgery for
colorectal cancer surgery,” Colorectal Disease, vol. 16, no. 2, pp.
134–140, 2014.

[40] J.-H. Zhao, J.-X. Sun, P. Gao et al., “Fast-track surgery versus
traditional perioperative care in laparoscopic colorectal cancer
surgery: Ameta-analysis,” BMC Cancer, vol. 14, no. 1, article no.
607, 2014.

[41] A. Trotti, A. D. Colevas, A. Setser et al., “CTCAE v3.0: de-
velopment of a comprehensive grading system for the adverse
effects of cancer treatment,” Seminars in Radiation Oncology,
vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 176–181, 2003.

[42] A. White, M. Cummings, P. Barlas et al., “Defining an adequate
dose of acupuncture using a neurophysiological approach—A
narrative review of the literature,”Acupuncture in Medicine, vol.
26, no. 2, pp. 111–120, 2008.

[43] C. A. Smith, C. J. Zaslawski, Z. Zheng et al., “Development of an
instrument to assess the quality of acupuncture: results from a
Delphi process,”The Journal of Alternative and Complementary
Medicine, vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 441–452, 2011.

[44] T. Oleson, Auriculotherapy Manual: Chinese and Western Sys-
tems of Ear Acupuncture, Churchill Livingstone, Edinburgh,
Scotland, 4th edition, 2013.

[45] F. Dincer and K. Linde, “Sham interventions in randomized
clinical trials of acupuncture—a review,” Complementary Ther-
apies in Medicine, vol. 11, no. 4, pp. 235–242, 2003.

[46] C. S. Zhang, A. W. Yang, A. L. Zhang, B. H. May, and C.
C. Xue, “Sham control methods used in ear-acupuncture/ear-
acupressure randomized controlled trials: a systematic review,”
The Journal of Alternative andComplementary Medicine, vol. 20,
no. 3, pp. 147–161, 2014.

[47] H.-D. Chae, M.-A. Kwak, and I.-H. Kim, “Effect of acupuncture
on reducing duration of postoperative ileus after gastrectomy
in patients with gastric cancer: A pilot study using sitz marker,”
The Journal of Alternative and ComplementaryMedicine, vol. 22,
no. 6, pp. 465–472, 2016.

[48] S. Y. Jung, H. D. Chae, U. R. Kang, M. A. Kwak, and I. H.
Kim, “Effect of acupuncture on postoperative ileus after distal
gastrectomy for gastric cancer,”Gastric Cancer, vol. 17, no. 1, pp.
11–20, 2017.

[49] F. Abadi, M. Shahabinejad, F. Abadi, and M. Kazemi, “Effect of
acupressure on symptoms of postoperative ileus after cesarean

section,” JAMS Journal of Acupuncture and Meridian Studies,
vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 114–119, 2017.

[50] X. Hao, C. C. Xue, L. Dong, and Z. Zheng, “Factors associated
with conflicting findings on acupuncture for tension-type
headache: Qualitative and quantitative analyses,”The Journal of
Alternative andComplementaryMedicine, vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 285–
297, 2013.

[51] M. Armour and C. A. Smith, “Treating primary dysmenor-
rhoea with acupuncture: A narrative review of the relationship
between acupuncture ’dose’ and menstrual pain outcomes,”
Acupuncture in Medicine, vol. 34, no. 6, pp. 416–424, 2016.

[52] B. Oh, T. Eade, A. Kneebone et al., “Acupuncture in oncology:
the effectiveness of acupuncture may not depend on needle
retention duration,” Integrative Cancer Therapies, vol. 17, no. 2,
pp. 458–466, 2017.

[53] M. Chen, J. Cui, A. L. Zhang, D. M. Sze, C. C. Xue, and B.
H. May, “Adherence to CONSORT items in randomized con-
trolled trials of integrative medicine for colorectal cancer
published in Chinese journals,” The Journal of Alternative and
Complementary Medicine, vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 115–124, 2018.

[54] S. J. Grant, C. A. Smith, N. De Silva, and C. Su, “Defining the
quality of acupuncture: The case of acupuncture for cancer-
related fatigue,” Integrative Cancer Therapies, vol. 14, no. 3, pp.
258–270, 2015.

[55] E. J. Lim, J. L. Vardy, B. S. Oh, and H. M. Dhillon, “Comparison
of integrative medicine centers in the USA and Germany: a
mixed method study,” Supportive Care in Cancer, vol. 25, no. 6,
pp. 1865–1872, 2017.


