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Abbreviation 022 impact 5 years impact Journal citation

factor factor reports partition
1 Anaesthesia ANAESTHESIA 107 84 Q
2 British Journal of Anaesthesia | BRIT | ANAESTH 98 96 Qi
3 Anesthesiology ANESTHESIOLOGY 88 84 Qi
1 Pain PAIN 74 77 Q
5 Journal of Clinical Anesthesia | | CLIN ANESTH 67 62 Q
6 Anesthesia and Analgesia ANESTH ANALG 59 57 Ql
Anaesthesia Critical Care &
7 ANAESTH CRIT CARE PA 55 45 Q
Pain Medicine
Regional Anesthesia and Pain
8 REGION ANESTH PAIN M 51 57 Q
Medicine
Best Practice & Research-
9 BEST PRAC RES-CL ANA 48 46 @

Clinical Anaesthesiology

Canadian Journal of
10 Anesthesia-Journal Canadien | CAN | ANESTH 42 42 @
D Anesthesie

Journal of Neurosurgical

n J NEUROSURG ANESTH 37 29 @
Anesthesiology
European Journal of
2 EUR ] ANAESTH 36 44 @
Anaesthesiology
3 European Journal of Pain EURJ PAIN 36 39 @
i Minerva Anestesiologica MINERVA ANESTESIOL 32 29 @
15 Pain Medicine PAIN MED 31 34 @

Korean Journal of
16 KOREAN ] ANESTHESIOL 29 48 @
Anesthesiology

17 Clinical Journal of Pain CLIN J PAIN 29 38 @
International Journal of

18 INT J OBSTET ANESTH 28 26 [
Obstetric Anesthesia

19 Journal of Anesthesia J ANESTH 28 25 @
Journal of Cardiothoracic and

20 J CARDIOTHOR VASC AN 28 25 @
Vascular Anesthesia

2 Perioperative Medicine PERIOPER MED-LONDON 26 32 @

2 Pain Practice PAIN PRACT 26 29 @

Current Opinion in
2 CURR OPIN ANESTHESIO 25 29 Q
Anesthesiology

2 BMC Anesthesiology BMC ANESTHESIOL 22 26 @

Journal of Clinical Monitoring
2 J CLIN MONIT COMPUT 22 21 @
and Computing

Acta Anaesthesiologica
26 ACTA ANAESTH SCAND 21 21 Q4
Scandinavica

27 Pediatric Anesthesia PEDIATR ANESTH 17 23 Qi
Anaesthesia and Intensive
2 a ANAESTH INTENS CARE 15 19 Q
re

Brazilian Journal of
2 BRAZ ] ANESTHESIOL 13 13 Qi
Anesthesiology

30 Anaesthesiologie ANAESTHESIOLOGIE 11 11 Qi
31 Schmerz. SCHMERZ 1 09 Qi

Revista Brasileira De
32 REV BRAS ANESTESIOL 1 11 Q
Anestesiologia

Anasthesiologie &
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(A) e

Bina Eneknarsadat (2018

>iiang Fan (2021)

Yuxia Znana (012>

Experimental Control Mean Difference

(B) _StudyorSubgrop  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

IV, Random, 95% C1

Por St Limit

Mean Difference
1V, Random, 95% Cl

Bina Eftekharsadat 2018~ 816 1277 31 7985 1666 30 319%  175[572,922]

Xiiang Fan 2021 T2 603 46 578 599 45 1% 1243(096,1490] L]

Yuxia Zhang 2012 S457 1053 30 62 1315 30 331% -743[1346-140) +

Total (95% CI) 107 105 1000% 2461079, 15.71]

Helerogenelly: Tau? = 128.83; 7= 30,5, df =2 (P < 000001); = 85% o ; 5
Testorovrlfect. 2= 06 =072 Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

(©) Experimental Control Wean Difference Wean Difference
StudyorSubgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 5% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
BinaEfiekharsadat 2018 816 1277 31 7985 1666 30 8% 175[572,927 T
Xiiang Fan 2021 M2 603 45 5878 599 45 783 1243[9961490) -+
Yuia Zhang 2012 5457 1083 30 62 1315 30 131% TA[34640) 0 T
Total(35% CI) 107 105 1000%  8.91(672, 11.08] R 4

S S

Heterogeney:Ch2 = 9.6, df =2 (P < 0.00001); = 96%
Test for overall effect: Z =7.99 (P < 0.00001)

N 5 0 5 10
Favours experimental] Favours contro]
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Bina Eneknarsadat (2018)

Guimet iang « 2016 >

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
(B) Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random,95%Cl IV. Re 95%Cl
Bina Efiekharsadat 2018 28 041 31 275035 30 490% 0050014024
Guimei Jiang 2016 46018 33 45 08 33 412%  010[0.18,03
JoseV. LeonHemandez 2016 275 253 29 153 075 30 98%  122(026,218] —a -
Total (85% CI) 9 93 1000%  0.18[0.14,051]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi*= 5.50, df =2 (P = 0.06); F = 64%

Testforoveral effect: 2= 1.10 (P=027) 2 el 0 ] 4

Favoursfexperinenta] Favours conrol]
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Experimental Control

_StudyorSubgroup _ Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV.Random.95%Cl  IV.Randg

6.10.1 ROM extension
Ester cerozo - tsamulez2016 171 164 64 378 146
Jose V. Lebn-Hernandez 2016 6113 121 20 5727 1391
Siwa Sami Alattar 2024 7553 1194 15 7533 934
Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 56.68; Chi = 18,81, df =2 (P < 0.0001); I = 89%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.38 (P = 0.17)

6.10.2 ROM flexion
Estercerezo - tsamulez2016  17.1 164 64 378 146
Jose V. Lebn-Hernandez 2016 53.24 1553 29 4996 13.71
Siwa Sami Alattar 2024 4587 37 15 408 694
Subtotal (95% CI) 108
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 34.22; Chi = 22.89, df = 2 (P < 0.0001); |
Test for overalleffect: Z = 2.14 (P = 0.03)

1%

6.10.3 ROM right side bending
Ester cerezo - lsamulez2016 1309 163 64 403 1.04
Siwa Sami Alattar 2024 368 493 15 3467 586
Subtotal (95% CI) 79

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 22.03; Chi = 12.10, df = 1 (P = 0.0005); I = 92%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.70 (P = 0.09)

6.10.4 ROM left side bending
Estercerezo - lsamulez2016 1309 163 64 403 1.04
Siwa Sami Alattar 2024 368 351 15 3513 641
Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau®
Test for overalleffect: Z = 1.52 (P = 0.13)

6.10.5 ROM right rotation
Jose V. Leon-Hernandez 2016 60.04 11.37 29 5995 8.86
Siwa Sami Alattar 2024 8093 835 15 7993 1177
Subtotal (95% CI) a4
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; ChF = 0.04, df = 1 (P = 0.84); = 0%
Test for overalleffect: Z = 0.18 (P = 0.85)

6.10.6 ROM loft rotation
Jose V. Lebn-Hemandez 2016 6360 9.3 20 6248 998
Siwa Sami Alattar 2024 7433 1698 15 7887 1241
Subtotal (95% CI) aa

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi = 0.92, d
Test for overalleffect: Z = 0.09 (P = 0.93)

(P=034). 1= 0%

6.10.7 ROM right latero flexion
Jose V. Lebn-Hemandez 2016 40 1123 20 3694 893
Subtotal (95% CI) 20

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.16 (P = 0.25)

6.10.8 ROM left latero flexion
Jose V. Lebn-Hernandez 2016 41.78 9.42 29 3979 921
Subtotal (95% CI) 29
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.82 (P = 0.41)

6.10.9 ROM
Xiliang Fan 2021 297 020 46 225 031
Subtotal (95% CI) a6

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overalleffect: Z = 11.44 (P < 0.00001)

Total (95% CI) 566

64
30
15

109

64
30
15

100

30

as
a5

571

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 48.88; Chi = 5374.03, df = 16 (P < 0.00001); I = 100%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.32 (P = 0.02)
e il e R S ST

o

Boas w5 T

66%
5.4%
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174%

66%
5.1%
6.1%

17.9%
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128%
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5.2%
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5.9%
4.1%
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5.9%

66%
6.6%

100.0%

Mesan Difference

13.32(12.78, 13.86]
3.86[-2.79, 10.51)
0.20(7.47,7.87)
638267, 15.43]

13.32(12.78, 13.86]
3.284.20, 10.76]
5.07[1.09, 9.05]
7.76 [0.64, 14.88]

9.06 859, 9.53]
213(1.75,6.01]
5.87-0.90, 12.64]

.06 (859, 9.53]
167 (2,03, 5.37]
5.60 [-1.63, 12.83]

0.09:5.12,530)
1.00 [-6.30, 8.30]
0.40 [-3.85, 4.64]

121(3.71,6.13]
454 -15.18,6.10]
0.20 (427, 4.66]

3.06(:2.13,8.25]
3.06 [-2.13,8.25]

9(2.77,6.75]
199 (:2.77,6.75]

0.72[0.60, 0.84]
0.72[0.60, 0.84]

449 [0.65,7.72]
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Favours [experimental]

Favours [control]
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
_Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed. 95% Cl 1V. Fixed. 96%Cl
Guimei Jiang 2016 27 25 33 34 43 3B 02% -0.70(-240,1.00) [—
Qi Zhong 2021 352 142 30 461 161 30 08% -1.09[-1.86,-032 = =
Xiliang Fan 2021 157 016 46 201 0.18 45 99.0% -0.44[-0.51,-0.37) .
Total (35% CI) 109 108 100.0% -0.45[-0.52,-0.38] ‘
T

Heterogeneity: Chi = 2.81, df = 2 (P = 0.24); I = 20%
Testforoveral effect: = 1254 (P < 0.00001)

2 4 0 1
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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A
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(©)

Experimental ~ Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
_StudyorSubgroup Mean SD Tofal Mean SD Total Weight IV.Random.95%Cl  IV.Random.95%Cl
GumeiJang 2016 05 08 33 04 06 3 241%  010}024,044) —
QiZhong 2021 148 082 3 185 0% 30 247% =
TingDing2016 105 084 50 253 091 50 241% —
XiengFan2021 116 02 45 199 06 45 214% .
Total 85% C) 15 15 1000%  065[4.4,0.15] -
Heterogeneiy: Taut= 0.3 Che = 5046, =3 (P < 0.00001); = 4% LS . ; :
Teet for vl efect: 23 2.7 (.4 0.01) Favours [experimental] Favours [contol]
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Guimei Jiang 2016 05 08 33 04 06 33 27% 0.10[-0.24,044] o
Qi Zhong 2021 148 062 30 185 058 30 34% -0.37(-0.67,-0.07) -
Ting Ding 2016 105 084 50 253 091 50 26% -148[-1.82,-1.14) — —
Xiliang Fan 2021 116 012 46 199 016 45 91.4% -0.83[-0.89,-0.77)
Total (95% CI) 159 158 100.0% -0.81[-0.86, 0.75] ¢+
Heterogeneity: Chi = 50.46, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); = 94% £ * ) t
Test for overall effect: Z = 28.43 (P < 0.00001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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Records identified from*:
database searching (n = 2356)
CNKI
PubMed
WangFang
VIP n=13;
Cochrane Library :n=81;
Web of Science :n=608
SinoMed: 3
Embase:n=427;
Scopusin=233

Records removed before screening:

Duplicate records removed (n
=339)

Records marked as ineligible by
automation tools (n =423 )

Records removed for other reasons
(n=1481)

Records screened

Records excluded(n =55 )
Non-randomized controlled trials(n=16)
Inconsistency of interventions(n=10;

(n=113) Disease diagnosis discrepancy(n=12)
Discrepancies in ending indicators(n=9)
Unable to access full text(n=8)

Reports sought for retrieval Reports not retrieved

(n=58) (n=22)

Reports assessed for eligibility
(n=36)

Reports excluded:
Low quality of research (n =4 )
Data deficiencies (n =2
Unable to convert data (n =6 )
No data available (n =3 )

Studies included in review
(n=21)
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Experimental  Control

_Studyor Subgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight MH.Fixed.95%Cl  M-H.Fixe

Qi Zhong 2021 29 30 2 30 53%
Lihua Jiang 2021 2 % 2 B 5%
Zhiping Guo 2013 3B 38 27 I 65%
Feng Wu 2011 3 2 28 0 6%
Wensheng Wang 2015 2 . % M 7%
Jian Yuan 2020 a1 43 35 43 84%
Yanhong Zhang 2020 40 40 3B 40 92%
Jing Zhang 2024 45 47 39 4T 93%
Xiliang Fan 2021 44 46 39 45 94%
Legin Wang 2006 50 5 42 50 102%
Ting Ding 2016 48 50 44 50 105%
Jing Xuz018 57 59 49 58 118%
Total (95% CI) 503 497 100.0%
Total events 484 415

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 14.65, df = 11 (P = 0.20); I = 25%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.48 (P < 0.00001)

Risk Ratio

1.32(1.05,1.65)
141(1.09,1.82)
1.26[1.02,157)
104(0.93,1.16]
1.07[0.92,1.24)
117[1.00,137)
1.05(0.97,1.15)
1.15(1.00,1.33)
1.10(0.97,1.26)
1.19[1.05, 1.35]
1.09(0.97,123)
114[1.01,129)

1.45[1.10,1.20]

Risk Ratio

www

05

07
Favours [experimental]

15 2
Favours [control]
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®) .

g's Test

2d3. Kendall's Score (P-Q) =
Std. Dev. of Score -
Number of Studies =
Pr > Iz] = e.039
z =  2.02 (continuity corrected)
Pr > |z] = ©.043 (continuity corrected)
Egger's test
Std_eff | Coefficient std. err. t  eelel [95% conf. interval]
slope 2.280376  1.e12719 2.25 .1218163  4.438937
bias -12.9a738  3.907315  -3.31 ©.005  -21.27563  -4.619136
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(A)

(B)

©)

vannena Zhana « 2020 >

Experimental Control Mean Diference Mean Difeence
StudyorSubgroup _ Mean SD Tofal Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl IV.R: 95%C1
Jian Yuan 2020 012 006 43 019008 43 3% -007(0.10.004
Lhading221 097 02 3 14082 3 3% 4[084,02) +
YanhongZhang 2020 068 039 40 111055 40 312%  -043(084,022) B
Total (95% CI) 1 6 1000% 030059, 901

Heterogeneity: Tau’ = 0.06; Chi*=21.81, df =2 (P < 0.0001); = 91%
Test for overall effect Z = 2.00 (P = 0.05)

2 4 0 1 2
Fevursesperimeta] Favours con]

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Diference
_StudvorSubgroup  Mean D Total Mean SD Total Welght V. Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Jian Yuan 2020 012 006 43 019 008 43 96.1% 0070010004

Litua Jiang 2021 097 02 3% 14082 B 20% 049[064,02)

Yanhong Znng 2020 068 039 40 111 055 40 19% 043[084,022)

Total (35% C) 1 116 1000% 008011, 4.05) ¢+
Heterogenelty: = 21,81, df =2 (P <0.0001); = 91% A

Testforoveral effct: 2

.63 (P <000001)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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loss to follow-up (n=1)) loss to follow-up (n=2)
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Participant recruitment

Screening and assessment for eligibility

Randomization(n=90)

Invasive Laser Acupuncture(n=45) Electroacupuncture(n=45)
Receive invasive laser acupuncture treatment Receive electroacupuncture treatment
10 minutes, twice a week for 4 weeks 10 minutes, twice a week for 4 weeks
(total 8 sessions) (total 8 sessions)
bilateral BL23, BL24, BL2S, and GB30 bilateral BL23, BL24, BL25, and GB30

Outcome measurement
at baseline (before intervention)
at week 2 (mid-treatment)
at week 5 (1 week after completion)
and week 12 (8 weeks after completion)

!

Data collection and statistic analysis
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Publications number Journal citations

Journal 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 Total Total Average/ Citations>100 H-index Highly
citations  year cited

1 ANAESTHESIA 2 14 n 12 13 17 20 23 17 9 12 150499% 5818 38.79 9 44 411.1%

2 BRIT ] ANAESTH 21 16 17 17 2 36 19 19 3 a1 25 268/892% 13,173 49.15 36 62 9/25.00%

3 ANESTHESIOLOGY 9 4 8 8 9 1 4 4 8 4 2 61203% 3588 5882 1 3 1/2.78%

4 PAIN 20 16 17 17 10 16 18 23 26 33 30 226752% 12991 57.48 33 62 15/41.67%

5 J CLIN ANESTH 2 3 3 19 2 2 16 2 2 19 15 174579% 3223 18.52 1 30 1/2.78%

6 ANESTH ANALG 12 13 15 23 31 2 26 18 16 16 20 | 209/729% 8034 3668 15 48 2/5.56%
ANAESTH CRIT CARE

7 ” 0 0 0 1 2 2 4 6 8 6 7 36/1.20% 439 1219 0 12 0
REGION ANESTH

8 2 1 3 9 7 5 8 13 14 n 7 s0266% 2305 2881 3 29 0
PAINM
BEST PRAC RES-CL

9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 4013% 54 135 0 2 0
ANA

10 CANJ ANESTH 4 10 9 6 5 12 15 15 13 10 190 U8R9% 2323 19.69 2 29 0
J NEUROSURG

n 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 5 6 7 30100% 514 17.13 0 13 0
ANESTH

12 EURJ ANAESTH 2 3 5 9 5 9 4 13 15 3 8 86/286% 2302 2677 3 2 2/5.56%

13 EURJ PAIN 8 8 6 13 1 10 15 2 21 21 1 1520506% 5532 3639 16 39 0

14 MINERVA 8 10 n 2 14 n 2 12 12 3 16 131/436% 2182 16.66 2 27 0
ANESTESIOL

15 PAIN MED 10 19 7 10 10 10 2 9 50 2 9 227756% 4464 19.67 6 36 0

16 KOREAN | 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 8 7 3 19063% 183 9.63 1 6 0
ANESTHESIOL

17 CLINJ PAIN n 8 il 14 15 2 18 15 18 1 17 1600533% 4575 2859 8 37 1/2.78%

18 INTJ OBSTET 3 0 3 2 2 2 7 6 2 3 3 33/110% 551 167 0 16 0
ANESTH

19 J ANESTH 2 7 4 4 6 2 3 6 1 8 10 63/210% 834 1324 0 16 0

20 JCARDIOTHOR VASC | 8 n ] n 13 15 9 12 14 16 18 135/449% 2734 2025 2 2 0
AN

2 PERIOPER MED- 0 0 0 0 2 5 2 6 9 2 7 33/L10% 336 10.18 0 10 0
LONDON

2 PAIN PRACT 1 n 5 10 10 12 9 14 n 10 18 14379% 2405 211 3 27 0

2 CURR OPIN 3 1 1 3 8 2 8 2 2 6 8 44/146% 478 10.86 0 12 0
ANESTHESIO

u BMC ANESTHESIOL 1 5 8 6 7 12 i 2% 13 10 29 131436% 1794 13.69 0 23 0

2 J CLIN MONIT 0 0 0 3 5 1 0 5 2 4 6 26/087% 430 1654 0 n 0
COMPUT

2% ACTA ANAESTH 6 12 n 9 7 14 27 17 18 18 25 164/546% 2820 7.2 4 30 1/2.78%
SCAND

27 PEDIATR ANESTH 3 9 8 7 4 4 4 8 7 6 8 68226% 1374 2021 2 2 0

2 ANAESTH INTENS 1 0 3 3 3 2 0 2 1 0 0 15/050% 265 17.67 0 7 0
CARE

2 BRAZJ ANESTHESIOL | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 6 13 200067% 6 345 0 4 0

30 ANAESTHESIOLOGIE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1003% 1 1 0 1 0

31 SCHMERZ 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3/010% 130 4333 0 2 0

2 REV BRAS 2 0 3 3 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 12/040% 2 18.67 0 10 0
ANESTESIOL

E) ANASTH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1003% 0 0 0 0 0
INTENSIVMED

3 ANASTH INTENSIV 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NOTE

Total 45 182 175 235 249 273 286 372 385 347 | 355 3,004 86,145 732.56 160 755 36





OPS/images/fmed-12-1523630/fmed-12-1523630-t003.jpg
Topic Frequency/percentage

Anesthesia Techniques 902116.2%
regional anesthesia 199
‘general anesthesia 175
nerve block 105
neurasial anesthesia 81
lumboabdominal nerve block 67
upper limbs block 2
Tower limbs block 39
thoracic nerve block 2
Anesthesia Management 839/15.9%
airway management and mechanical

venhIIlmn - -
patient safety 27
organ perfusion 175
fluid therapy 82
recovery 81
patient blood management 36
Anesthesia Complications 5721102%
complication 29
postoperative cognitive dysfunction 168
acute kidney injury 66
postoperative nausea and von 47
acute lung injury 27
hoarseness 8
cerebrospinal injury 7
Surgical Procedures 970/17.4%
surgery 352
cardiac surgery 263
abdominal surgery 98
orthopedic surgery 97
obstetric operation (cesarean section) 85
breast surgery 2
thoracic surgery 20
urologic surgery (prostatectomy) 8
thrombectomy 3
‘gynecological surgery (hysterectomy) 2
Anestheti 626/11.2%
opioids 169
Tocal anesthetics 97
propofol 86
volatile anesthetics 8
corticosteroid 62
midazolam 2
nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs 2
clonidine 20
nitrous oxide 17
ketamine n
pregabalin 9
ondansetron 5
tramadol 4
‘magnesium sulfate 3
gabapentin 3
epsilon aminocaproic acid 3
amitriptyline 2
Pain or Pain Management 1622/29.1%
pain management a2
chronic pain 303
postoperative pain 29
Tow back pain 19
acute pain 179
neuropathic pain 104
musculoskeletal pain 0
knee osteoarthritis 35
back pain 30
osteoarthritis 2
neck pain 15
cancer pain n
headache 9
rheumatoid arthritis 9
shoulder pain 7
phantom limb pain 3

hyperalgesia 3
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