Study %

ID WMD (95% Cl) Weight

AET+CHM !

Chao (2013) s 24.00 (12.19, 35.81) 4.44

ZhangY (2018) —— 12.42 (5.55, 19.29) 13.10

ZhouX (2010) — 21.70 (6.61, 36.79) 2.72

Subtotal (l-squared =40.3%, p = 0.188) <> 16.20 (10.67, 21.73) 20.26

AET+CHM+Drug l

Chen (2015) — 9.18 (4.30, 14.06)  25.96

Subtotal (l-squared =.%,p=".) <>: 9.18 (4.30, 14.06) 25.96

AET :

Huang (2016) —— 14.19 (7.68, 20.70) 14.60

Liu (2010) - 14.06 (4.86, 23.26) 7.32

Zhang (2018) — 8.35(0.07, 16.63)  9.03

Zhou (2010) ’ | -8.10 (-25.26, 9.06) 2.10

Zhou (2011) ! ¢ 34.10 (22.92, 45.28) 4.95

Zhou (2012) | —— 35.00(27.12, 42.88) 9.96

Subtotal (I-squared = 88.1%, p = 0.000) |<> 18.47 (14.88, 22.06) 47.95

AET+Drug I

Zhang (2017) ’ 14.03 (3.73, 24.33) 5.83

Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) i 14.03 (3.73, 24.33) 5.83

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.027 :

Overall (lI-squared = 81.6%, p = 0.000) <> 15.34 (12.85, 17.83) 100.00
|

| ' |
-45.3 0 45.3

Fig. 7, Supplemental Digital Content. Forest plot of serum ALT change in comparison of acupoint embedding alone or in combination versus conventional
medications using fixed model
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Fig. 7, Supplemental Digital Content. Forest plot of serum ALT change in comparison of acupoint embedding alone or in combination versus conventional medications using fixed model




