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Abstract

* AIM. To systematically evaluate the efficacy and safety
of low - concentrations atropine eye drops in controlling
adolescent myopia.

e METHODS: A computer search was conducted on
Wanfang Data, CNKI, VIP, PubMed, Cochrane Library,
and Embase databases from January 2010 to March 2024
on clinical studies on low - concentration atropine eye
drops for controlling adolescent myopia. Two researchers
independently screened trials, extracted data, evaluated
risk of bias and quality, and used Review Manager5. 4
software to perform Meta-analysis.

¢ RESULTS: A total of 17 articles, involving 3 764 cases
and 3 952 eyes, were included. The Meta-analysis showed
that compared with the control group, low concentrations
of atropine could effectively slow down the growth of
axial length [ MD=-0.15, 95% C/ (-0.20, -0.10), P<
0.00001 ], significantly controlled the changes in spherical
equivalent [ MD=0.39, 95% CI (0.29, 0.48), P<0.00001],
and had a significant effect on pupil diameter [ MD=0.80,
95% CI (0.33,1.28), P=0.0010] and amplitude of
accommodation [ MD=-2.54, 95%Cl (-4.49, -0.60), P=
0.01].

e CONCLUSION: Low - concentrations atropine are
effective in controlling spherical equivalent and axial
length of myopia in adolescents, significantly affecting
pupil diameter and amplitude of accommodation, and
effectively delaying the progression of myopia.

o KEYWORDS: myopia; low - concentrations atropine;
adolescents; efficacy results; Meta-analysis
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(pupil diameter ) , 5 J5i P4 #5545 R R (1P =99%, P<
0.00001) , >R FH AL AN B R 434, Meta 3BT &5 R 7
R B BTG & % 3 40 £ L AR AR fR AT s, 22 S A 4
22 X[ MD=0.80,95%CI1(0.33,1.28) ,P=0.0010],
o6 B SCHRIF ST AR T 0.01% BT HE & -5 22 8 5006 3 0 75
A AMP BB SE I, Meta 73BT 25 2R 57, 0.01% BT 46 5t
SRR, Z5 A5 1% 8 L[ MD=0.68,95% CI
(0.10,1.27) ,P=0.02] ;7 2 js AW 5T LA T 0.02% B
Foih 52T 3 LT A AF 1 L AR AR AR B 52 R, Meta
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Mean _SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, 95% Cl1 V. 95% C1
1.1.1 0.01%BIFENM
Cui2021 072 031 106 088 035 89 4.8%  -0.16 [-0.25,-0.07]
Fu2020 037 022 119 046 035 100 51%  -0.09 [-0.17,-0.01]
112020 036 029 97 041 022 93 52% -0.05 [-0.12, 0.02]
WANG2023 072 031 106 0.89 035 89 4.8%  -0.17 [-0.26, -0.08]
Yam2019 036 029 110 041 022 93 52% -0.05 [-0.12, 0.02]
AEBK2017 0.13 043 50 048 026 50 4.0%  -0.35[-0.49,-0.21]
132023 037 022 119 046 035 100 51%  -0.09[-0.17,-0.01]
L2019 025 01 30 021 006 30 56% 0.04 [-0.00, 0.08] =
#1P—2018 0.11 062 110 0.37 065 117 3.6%  -0.26 [-0.43,-0.09]
2192020 036 021 62 046 041 68 4.5% -0.10 [-0.21, 0.01]
#84£2020 025 011 23 04 014 25 52%  -0.15[-0.22,-0.08]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 932 854 53.1%  -0.12[-0.18, -0.06]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chi* = 61.46, df = 10 (P < 0.00001); I* = 84%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.78 (P = 0.0002)

1.1.2 0.02%B$E

Cui2021 062 029 105 0.88 035 89 4.9%
Fu2020 03 021 117 046 035 100 51%
WANG2023 062 029 105 089 035 89 4.9%
Subtotal (95% CI) 327 278 14.8%
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 4.12, df = 2 (P = 0.13); I?=51%

Test for overall effect: Z = 6.16 (P < 0.00001)

1.1.3 0.025%BJ3GM

112020 029 02 91 041 022 93 53%
‘Yam2019 029 02 108 041 022 93 54%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 186  10.7%
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi? = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 1.00); I* = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 5.58 (P < 0.00001)

1.1.4 0.05%BIFENM

112020 02 025 102 041 022 93 53%
Yam2019 02 025 109 041 022 93 53%
FKILHT2019 052 066 30 021 006 30 25%
492021 011 007 186 037 022 190 57%
##45422010 03 028 30 065 061 34 27%
Subtotal (95% CI) 457 440  21.4%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chi* = 24.57, df = 4 (P < 0.0001); I* = 84%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.09 (P < 0.0001)

Total (95% CI) 1915 1758 100.0%
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chi* = 190.54, df = 20 (P < 0.00001); I* = 90%
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.78 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subaroup differences: Chi* = 7.93. df = 3 (P = 0.05). I = 62.2%

-0.26 [-0.35, -0.17]
-0.16 [-0.24, -0.08]
-0.27 [-0.36, -0.18]
-0.23 [-0.30, -0.15]

.18, -0.06]
.18, -0.06]
-0.16, -0.08]

-0.21[-0.28, -0.14]
-0.21 [-0.27, -0.15]

0.31[0.07, 0.55]
-0.26 [-0.29, -0.23]
-0.35 [-0.58, -0.12]
-0.19 [-0.28, -0.10]

v b o ‘W ol 1‘{1”1

-0.15 [-0.20, -0.10]

-0.5 -0.2!

5 0.25 05
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

4 (RREMIEMAI AL TU BB HRWE,

Experimental Control

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

leight 1V, 95% Cl 1V. 95%Cl
2.1.1 0.01%M M
LI2020 -0.59 0.61 97 -0.81 0.53 93 13.1% 0.22[0.06, 0.38] a
WANG2023 -094 059 106 -1.33 0.72 89 11.6% 0.39 [0.20, 0.58] -
112023 -047 045 119 -0.7 06 100 14.3% 0.23 [0.09, 0.37) -
F 412020 -2.85 232 62 -2.85 244 68 1.3% 0.00 [-0.82, 0.82] I
Subtotal (95% CI) 384 350 40.3% 0.26 [0.17, 0.36] ]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 2.64, df = 3 (P = 0.45); I’ = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.58 (P < 0.00001)
2.1.20.02%B T
WANG2023 -0.81 052 105 -1.33 0.72 89 12.1% 0.52 [0.34, 0.70] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 105 89 121% 0.52 [0.34, 0.70] *
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.67 (P < 0.00001)
2.1.3 0.025%B4$EM
L12020 -0.46 0.45 91 -0.81 053 93 14.4% 0.35[0.21, 0.49] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 91 93 14.4% 0.35[0.21, 0.49] *
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.83 (P < 0.00001)
2.1.4 0.05%B G
L12020 -0.27 061 102 -0.81 0.53 93 13.2% 0.54 [0.38, 0.70] -
#:#h2021 -0.35 021 186 -0.83 026 190 20.0% 0.48 [0.43, 0.53] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 288 283 33.2% 0.48 [0.44, 0.53] ]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 0.50, df = 1 (P = 0.48); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 20.78 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% Cl) 868 815 100.0% 0.39 [0.29, 0.48) ¢+
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chi? = 23.26, df = 7 (P = 0.002); I* = 70% '2 1 5 ; é

Test for overall effect: Z = 7.96 (P < 0.00001)
Test for subarouo differences: Chi* = 20.12. df = 3 (P = 0.0002). I* = 85.1%

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

5 RIREMIEMIT SE TN LLERAZRHE,

ST AR R, 0.02% BTFE i 5 LRI A H, 22 A St
S L[ MD=0.90,95%CI(0.75,1.06) , P<0.00001 ] ; #7
2 i SCHRAIEST LU EE T 0.025% BT 4G i 5 22 Jgd 59 %o 3 4 75 /0
AR L AR AL B SE I | Meta 434745 5 R, 0.025% T4
iSRRI, Z RIS E L[ MD=1.37,95%CI
(-1.28,4.02) ,P=0.31] ;4 1 i SCERIFZE LA T 0.05%Bif
FEA 522 T 6 I L T /AT I AL AR AR A A S IR Meta
ST AR IR, 0.05% BTHE i 52 BRI AR L, 22 7 A 4e it
[ MD=0.17,95% CI(0.09,0.25) , P<0.0001 ], ) I
5 Pt J3E AT it 7 HIR VR T A [v) 2 B 5% i) 30 00 7 /0 4T i L.
HRARL, A WA 22 A G252 E L (P=0.0010) ,
T,

245 RRRA 6 WA O RE TR R,
Hodr 4 URE g AR YT IR R T BRI AN R
N, FEERSE BN R AR RE R R LT
IR R S A I 40 45, 2 TR 5 2 A5 AR IR T 1R R &
AR, 4 TR PR I 45 R R (P =73%,
P=0.01) , RN VAL HEFT 5387, Meta 73BT 45 4
7~ oA PPV B BTG S T IR 5 RS R R R A 3 i

ZRIAXTRA, 2R AR E L[ RR=14.45,95%CI
(1.36,153.44) ,P=0.03], WLI¥ 8.
2.5 EF Meta DM ARIERMBEED T X545 )R1E
PR (4353120 AL SE AMP | [EFLE AR A R RN ) R % —
SRR B J5 32 % BT A3 40 A B 0F 5% 0 A7 SO A i,
*2-6,
2.5.1 AL SR X AL SR JHS0F 98 8 WCHEG 19 7
IR T U T, B AR R HERR 1 E ST, AR E B b AT
Meta 5387, 258 W , AL 99 AWF5T 10 A a5 A T 3 7%
TEGHRUN I 95% CT W, LA _F U A AR BiF 55 45 L (1 FaE
PERF (R 2)
252 SEBBMEN  XF SE F5 458K JH A58 B U HER
) 7 A TR 2 BT, BB R HERR 1 TR SY, LA
HEAT Meta 2307, 455 57, SE $8FR 0 AR 5E BY BT A A
HHE S TEAE G IO 81 95% €I N, LA F 1 B A BF 5 4%
RAARIFREE(ES),
2.5.3 AMP 8BS X AMP $845 % H S5 2 Wk HE
B 9 7 1R A T OB A, BB UCHERR 1 AT, o i
HIEAT Meta 20 #T, 253 R, 78 0.01% P+ & 3 HR 7 T
1789
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
eight 1V, 95%Cl 1V, 95%Cl
3.1.1 0.01%BI4ENM
Cui2021 -209 506 106 -0.03 529 89 89%  -2.06[-3.52,-0.60] i
Fu2020 -18 436 119 -024 545 100 9.0% -1.56[-2.88,-0.24] e
Yam2019 -12.37 0.16 110 -4.02 2.67 93 94%  -8.35[-8.89,-7.81] 4
442021 -325 423 100 0.22 466 87 91%  -3.47[-4.75,-2.19] e
8482020 1214 212 23 13.93 3.12 25 89%  -1.79[-3.29,-0.29] - =
#hi52019 -225 4.58 62 -028 28 68 9.0% -1.97[-3.29,-0.65] _—
Subtotal (95% CI) 520 462 543% -3.23[-6.30,-0.15] e —
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 14.36; Chi? = 221.04, df = 5 (P < 0.00001); I* = 98%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.06 (P = 0.04)
3.1.2 0.02%B43EM
Cui2021 -211 485 105 -0.03 529 89 9.0%  -2.08[-3.52,-0.64] e
Fu2020 -19 519 117 -024 545 100 9.0% -1.66[-3.08,-0.24] -
£hiF2019 -2.12 3.83 66 -0.28 28 68 91%  -1.84[-2.98,-0.70] g
Subtotal (95% CI) 288 257 274%  -1.86 [-2.61, -1.10] -
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.17, df = 2 (P = 0.92); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.81 (P < 0.00001)
3.1.3 0.025%K/3EM
Yam2019 -56.36 235 108 -4.02 267 93 93%  -1.34[-2.04,-0.64] e
Subtotal (95% CI) 108 93 9.3% -1.34[-2.04,-0.64] >
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.75 (P = 0.0002)
3.1.4 0.05%BI3EM
Yam2019 -5.71 262 109 -4.02 267 93 93%  -1.69[-2.42,-0.96] A
Subtotal (95% CI) 93 93%  -1.69[2.42,-0.96] >
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.52 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% CI) 1025 905 100.0%  -2.54 [-4.49, -0.60] | —
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 10.42; Chi* = 404.58, df = 10 (P < 0.00001); I2 = 98% J“ 2 3 2 ;

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.57 (P = 0.01)
Test for subaroup differences: Chi* = 2.05. df = 3 (P = 0.56). I = 0%

Favours [experimental]  Favours [control]

6 RIREMITHEXT AMP L BBIFRME,

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random. 95% ClI v, 95%Cl
4.1.10.01%pT$E5
Cui2021 098 059 106 002 061 89 9.4% 0.96(0.79,1.13] -
Yam2019 023 046 110 041 022 93 94% -0.18[-0.28,-0.08] M
FFE2021 092 068 100 009 075 87 9.3% 0.83[0.62,1.04) -
72021 1.27 066 80 001 047 80 93% 1.26[1.08,1.44) -
#2020 04 241 23 0 1.08 25 6.4% 0.40[-0.67,1.47] T
4152019 075 063 62 002 057 68 9.3% 0.73[0.52,0.94) -
Subtotal (95% CI) 481 442 532%  0.68[0.10,1.27) g
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.49; Chi*= 296.05, df= 5 (P < 0.00001); F= 98%
Test for overall effect: Z= 2.29 (P = 0.02)
4.1.2 0.02%pT$E5:
Cui2021 1 075 105 0.02 061 89 9.3% 098(0.79,1.17) -
$4152019 0.84 061 66 002 057 68 9.3% 0.82(0.62,1.02) -
Subtotal (95% ClI) 171 157  18.6% 0.90 [0.75, 1.06] L]
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.00; Chi*=1.28, df=1 (P = 0.26), F= 22%
Test for overall effect: Z= 11.29 (P < 0.00001)
4.1.3 0.025%pI{t5
Yam2019 043 061 108 041 022 93 9.4% 0.02[-0.10,0.14]
FHelzn2021 273 066 80 001 047 80 9.3% 2.72(2.54,2.90] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 188 173 18.8%  1.37[-1.28,4.02] —t—
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 3.64; Chi*= 598.91, df=1 (P < 0.00001); F=100%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.01 (P=0.31)
4.1.4 0.05%pI4E5
Yam2019 058 036 109 041 022 93 9.4% 0.17[0.09,0.25) "
Subtotal (95% CI) 93 9.4% 0.17 [0.09, 0.25] '
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.11 (P < 0.0001)
Total (95% CI) 949 865 100.0% 0.80 [0.33,1.28] <&
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.62; Chi*= 1058.20, df = 10 (P < 0.00001); F= 99% _’4 ‘2 t f‘

Test for overall effect: Z= 3.30 (P = 0.0010)
Test for subaroun differences: Chi*= 68.28. df= 3 (P < 0.00001). F=95.6%

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

7 RREMERNELERENILRHRME,

Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
R o i om, 95% CI

Fu2020 80 236 0 100 23.4% 103.39[6.34, 1686.10] T
Yam2019 13 327 2 93 30.5% 1.88 [0.42, 8.50] B
K31 72019 6 60 0 30 22.8% 7.28 [0.40, 133.60] ] -
#H52019 37 128 0 68 23.3% 56.15 [3.39, 930.50] = >
Total (95% CI) 751 291 100.0%  14.45[1.36, 153.44] | R
Total events 136 2 X . X X
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 4.18; Chi? = 11.31, df = 3 (P = 0.01); I = 73% 0 605 0'1 1 1'0 260

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.22 (P = 0.03)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

8 RIREMIERERKEFRRMEERMN Meta FTER,

WUR  HEBRZE P 2021 X IAFSY )5, -3.23(-6.30,-0.15) ,
7Z=2.06,P=0.04 7% H-3.17(-6.83,0.48) ,Z=1.7,P=
0.09, 7K 0.01% P +E & 3 AR W T 100 T {50 24 AMP #8%)
MR TeGe it 25 S, A A I 5 T e B T2 A9 ) 25 e
B YRR SRR ) 2 B BB RS R
B —HEBR A A 5T B S A THE X 95 7 G T 20N 1 1) 95%
CI N, DA UL ARR SR 25 R e PEA 25 (R 4)

2.5.4 FEFLEREBMSH XL AT bR R B 5T
BEUAHEBR 08 7 VAT BUAE S B, B AR R HEBR 1 5T,
HARF B AT Meta 5387, 25 7R 7E 0.01% BT 4E it 1%

1790

ARV T 10 R, HEG: b M5 2019 X 35 BF 9% )5, 0. 68 (0. 10,
1.27),Z=2.29,P=0.02 2A } 0.67(-0.03,1.37) , Z =
1.88,P=0.06; HE B 25 #2021 X I #F 5 J5, 0.68 (0.10,
1.27),Z2=2.29,P=0.02 B} 0.65(-0.04,1.34) ,Z =
1.85,P=0.06; HEFR 2L 6 4l 2021 X IHHFFL)E,0.68(0.10,
1.27),72=2.29,P=0.02 L%} 0.56(-0.04,1.16) , Z =
1.82,P = 0.07; HE B Cui2021 X Wi #F 5% J5, 0. 68 (0. 10,
1.27),2=2.29,P=0.02 {2/ 0.62(-0.06,1.31) ,Z =
1.78,P=0.08 ,#2/ 0.01% BT & it i IR V& 1 70 1 1k 55 4 fie
FLE AR A TG T2 X, T m R AT R P
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Fz2 AL HRMESH

Meta SHF 457 B St o O (D)9S%C 2 P
0.019% BT+ & IR i JRIABFSE Meta 84 <0.00001 -0.07(-0.09,-0.05) 5.81 <0.00001
FEVE 2023 85 <0.00001 -0.07(-0.09,-0.04) 5.39 <0.00001
FBEE 2020 84 <0.00001 -0.06(-0.08,-0.03) 4.71 <0.00001
SR 2020 85 <0.00001 -0.07(-0.09,-0.04) 5.56 <0.00001
k7T 2019 63 0.004 -0.12(-0.14,-0.09) 8.21 <0.00001
25— 2018 84 <0.00001 -0.06(-0.09,-0.04) 5.43 <0.00001
LK 2017 80 <0.00001 -0.06(-0.08,-0.04) 5.06 <0.00001
Yam2019 85 <0.00001 -0.07(-0.09,-0.05) 5.66 <0.00001
Fu2020 85 <0.00001 -0.07(-0.09,-0.04) 5.39 <0.00001
Wang2023 84 <0.00001 -0.06(-0.09,-0.04) 5.09 <0.00001
Li2020 85 <0.00001 -0.07(-0.09,-0.05) 5.67 <0.00001
Cui2021 84 <0.00001 -0.06(-0.09,-0.04) 5.14 <0.00001
0.02% PTG 5 ik IRV JRLARAFSY Meta 51 0.13 -0.22(-0.27,-0.17) 8.74 <0.00001
Fu2020 0 0.88 -0.27(-0.33,-0.20) 8.03 <0.00001
Wang2023 62 0.10 -0.20(-0.26,-0.14) 6.66 <0.00001
Cui2021 69 0.07 -0.21(-0.27,-0.15) 6.80 <0.00001
0.05% PTG it 17k R Vi JEURTFST Meta 84 <0.0001 -0.24(-0.26,-0.21) 17.63 <0.00001
1i2020 87 <0.0001 -0.24(-0.27,-0.21) 16.51 <0.00001
R# 2021 85 0.0002 -0.20(-0.24,-0.15) 8.67 <0.00001
BEFEAL 2010 87 <0.0001 -0.24(-0.26,-0.21) 17.40 <0.00001
Yam2019 87 <0.0001 -0.24(-0.27,-0.21) 16.47 <0.00001
ik ST 8T 2019 21 0.28 -0.24(-0.27,-0.22) 18.03 <0.00001

#*3 SEHBMES
=% ) IN TN

Meta 5 BT 45 45 S Sk = 67;* u ﬁm; Sk (MD) 95%CI z P
0.01% BT 5 i 78 HR 1 JRIEFSE Meta 0 0.45 0.26(0.17,0.36) 5.58 <0.00001
FEBE 2023 13 0.32 0.29(0.15,0.42) 4.11 <0.00001
SRZETE 2020 11 0.33 0.27(0.17,0.37) 5.31 <0.00001
Wang 2023 0 0.86 0.22(0.12,0.33) 4.09 <0.0001
Li 2020 11 0.33 0.29(0.16,0.41) 4.45 <0.00001

R4 AVP RS
=1 ) AN

Meta 4MBH5 SR Sl e ;*ﬁﬁ s WURR(MD)9S%CT 7 p

0.01% PTG & ik R Vi JRLR ST Meta 98 <0.00001 -3.23(-6.30,-0.15) 2.06 0.04

FBEE 2020 98 <0.00001 -3.51(-6.92,-0.09) 2.01 0.04

B 2019 98 <0.00001 -3.48(-6.92,-0.03) 1.97 0.05

ZE3E 2021 98 <0.00001 -3.17(-6.83,0.48) 1.7 0.09
Yam 2019 22 0.28 -2.20(-2.89,-1.51) 6.23 <0.00001

Fu 2020 98 <0.00001 -3.56(-6.94,-0.18) 2.06 0.04

Cui 2021 98 <0.00001 -3.46(-6.91,-0.00) 1.96 0.05
0.029% BT+ & i TR i JEIA ST Meta 0 0.92 -1.86(-2.61,-1.10) 4.81 <0.00001
BhHg 2019 0 0.68 -1.87(-2.88,-0.86) 3.62 0.0003
Fu 2020 0 0.80 -1.93(-2.83,-1.04) 4.24 <0.0001
Cui 2021 0 0.85 -1.77(-2.66,-0.88) 3.9 <0.0001

W R EAR B> T R RN, S 5 52 1) i — Kt
PRSI | 40— HERR O AR ST Y s A HHE S 98 165 T 800
1 95%CT N, AL IIABF T A R AR E TR E2E (R 5) .
XA RS F A R T EALATE 5

2.5.5 AR R MERES

UK HESR 1 7 A T U S M, B A U HERR 1 TBE 5T,
HAAFEP AT Meta 087, G558 BIR, A RV PR A
WFFE B T A Al V(B 38 95 6 5 I 300 & 1% 95% CT N, LA
B AT 4 B AR E PR (2 6)
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2.6 ERMEWM R STATA12.0 AF AT Egger's £
55 %5 0.01% BT+ i i HR VT T AL 647 & 20 £F P4
] k22 il <1 T, 25 R W m P<0.01, 3R 1778 il 3 % 2% i
(ECINTERSE = 2N NN = R N R TE 2 A L D = WA i |
WA B O, B T HABFE AR & W EE WA 2 10
Tt ORI — AT RN 4307, WL 9-10,

2.7 GRADE iE#z5r 4%  ffi /] GRADE T.H X} AL, SE,
AMP [t FL B AR AR b SO BRI B UE 3 3 i K S R 17
i , GRADE iE 4/ 73 2% 45 S b 7 « i FL 5 A% o v 40 o i E
P, AL L AMP FUAS B SN R AIRER 0T 1 UE 4R , SE A AR AR 40 it
HUEE, FENER A RO EA B (RS RS
JE P ) B EB A 5 St A AR BEAIL X R, DL 7,

x5 EILEZSEMEST

. S I A 5 ,
Meta 5B #5475 6 3k ]2(0/;“ 4[’, SR (MD)95%CI z P
‘0
0.01% BT+ i 7 MR JEIRWEST Meta 98 <0.00001 0.68(0.10,1.27) 2.29 0.02
¥BEE 2020 99 <0.00001 0.72(0.10,1.34) 2.26 0.02
#2019 99 <0.00001 0.67(-0.03,1.37) 1.88 0.06
ZEPE 2021 99 <0.00001 0.65(-0.04,1.34) 1.85 0.06
Yam 2019 78 0.001 0.93(0.71,1.15) 8.23 <0.00001
G 2021 98 <0.00001 0.56(-0.04,1.16) 1.82 0.07
Cui 2021 98 <0.00001 0.62(-0.06,1.31) 1.78 0.08
x6 AREEEBESH
S PG 56 N
SR Sk A Rk (MD)95%CI 7 P
P(%) P
JRIATISE Meta 71 0.02 16.45(5.92,45.72) 5.37 <0.00001
Fu2020 62 0.07 8.19(2.73,24.54) 3.76 0.0002
Yam2019 0 0.44 39.01(7.76,196.19) 4.45 <0.00001
K737 2019 81 0.006 17.91(5.99,53.56) 5.16 <0.00001
4 2019 76 0.02 13.01(4.29,39.45) 4.53 <0.00001
K7 RREFNERBRAEHSVERNLEBIERN GRADE iIEES &
. JEHE BTN FEA B (R N
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