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(604.49%)2 &t~

ZX: HZ2X|2 A H2016-2125(2016.12.01. Al3)

A PeiE 7IEe) TR A& SAnA o] FofH2 Addgelz 2851 3lom, ook -

3 @Y 47t 7|2e et 2t

RS

H 1.3 74228 2% 01 630 IS 22 SX 3820221 28W)

O
gz @ C 2 2 B2
A A 2 228
71EH
604.49

A-990  QZ963  #=(HE-JiEs) L2 XEH FADEF F0Y
Continuous Delivery of Local Anesthetic to Operative Sites

F1. TUEE0 A 2 AAl SO 2#et 71E) EH20| TE QUFH X
2. 7tHH 2] & A HIE2 AEE0 Y22 B YOI OHLSIT.

3. "HITE [LFEXFG) o 270l AEFHSE MR

Ol

EX: HYEHRYF0HIZ(2022H 28 M)



B 1.4 222801 DAES 4
HIARIHS  X-990 HIEDIZE Q963 THHE =l
BAIH  BARXE DA H2016-2125(2016.11.18.) Hguxt 2016-12-01
AHEE) 20187152 2AZ XEX FA0FK S0 HEEH1E 80%
Continuous Delivery of Local Anesthetic to Operative OHZ2RIE

=
PAHED) =2 o2

goyy  (SUISOIREEMASS T 0l S s oro S ol S
o= xir_fz 7H%';7H%§ f_fff 3 71E 83 2HYHOE §F 2H0| ZEOHK| %2 &K}, VIR 85 X
=ZTod= Al’%% —)rk‘ CHHAE %Rl'
(HAEE
+5 3 55 B9 32 £2 B FHO MAXZ0| 7HHEHE MY & By BOE AZot0] XEHC
2 AN S2 FOHCEMN £ 2|9 2§ ¥ 2US Soff AAOFMNIF ZSOHA St =
AL Ho| MZRZRE AiHEICR 8§58 2 HE
(ALTHZ)
2 FYE ol9fF FUE 717HON-Q painbuster &)
(AQ9H])

SIEIRL 2I0l SO 2A0K
71, TEF0] K U AN S0 Bet 7IE, HE20| 2 230 X8
FAE 2. FHEIE 22 L H HISS AMEA0| REIEDR HE MIGHK OfL I
3. HI1E ERE(E) I 27010 AFLSE it

SR AZEHHALIIY 29 |HeeEY

1.2.2 29| B SXj 35

S $OE0) (47 FAnkHA) Folyst Beistel 9] BY 4] @FL 2

ot

% gl

E 15 =9 2 A &l S ¥

27t 25 L&
o= CPT EOI=7t
L R

CPT: Current Procedural Terminology

1.2.3 = 0|8 &

ofor

g Q=7 ]&C] A-850l dlgol= Me MEE 5 5 HHEHQ & AL ieeiEe) S ERlst
Ak AFANAEEo] T3k £7FFE(R4514, R4516~R4520)0] g sl= FEE E5] o] & E3S
ntotsiitt AFE/NeE2] Y 3R}F AL djuict ZToks A4S HATHE 1.6).



NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

H 1.6 MgMrz U Xt g
= 2017'4 20184 20194 20204 20214 2022'4
SHRR() 1,793 2,195 4,156 8,092 11,020 12,372
H==U(H) 1,145,388 1,413,498 2,727,174 5845923 7,120,795 8,140,003
SX: S7O|R8IL0Ef YA AR
*alig £71T 0] B4t IR NS SHAIGIZIS(RA507~R4510, R5001, R5002, R4514, R4516~R4520)

FE(IF NEe) B2 &4 FAHA FoHe B0 w e Hlo 8 7/PgA|A”S B5) 2017d
71% 4,488% TAFO & 45754 AR, 20224 71 19,7408 tiAt0 & 23,7237 ARE-E] Q)AL Sfjufct
S7ol= FAIE EATH
H 1.7 22018 7/122)2929| X[&H ZAOE(N F£0#1(QZ953)2 S L 0|8 &&
7= 20174 20184 20194 202044 20214 20224
SR () 4,488 7,342 9,179 13,086 17,195 19,740
SNEH(E) 4,575 7.591 9,754 15,299 20,154 23,723
Tz ZH(FH) 259,370 430,629 543,103 793,085 1,053,562 1,224,767
EX: H71028IH|0|E{7HEIA| AR

g

) SR, A4 e AR, U9

o /g0l Bete] A3 AE(Er-22)0] SAIE] 3loH

el
R
FSAtEEe

o .
R 7] vr o 9

H 1.8 HlW7a BHSH #8 H|@(2023.7. 71F)

S

o Q)= 7]%3) v 71%e) B

JA] A|2005-1012(°]F I1A] A12019-16635 787,

g AVAEE SOl AR H
, el SSA IR
SSAIEEH | Foio

7P E=(E 1.8 Lk

R Zotg)

S8 -/H=8) LY ] Zato| AARICHS
i 29|20| X|£H SSAIEEY = ~ lolspgrer
S AOFK S0 (IV-PCA) (Epidural-PCA) =ren=
HIAEZHS X990 HE-22 H-22 H-227K1)
LA204 LA201
HSEDIZE 07963 (HI22LK3)7 12 (HI22LK3)7tel LA321
AHHN2 50%) ATEP)

SO E MEZ0(80%) = = =
U7X 604.49% 357.06% 714113 780.35%
XZHI 7} 55,67024(2I2) 32,89094(9/2) 65,77094(22) 71,87094(2/ <)
B3 == 48,180H(HY) 28,460 24(HH2) 56,910 24(H%) 62,190 ()

JuF-AlETY
-z od gl
Infuser H22 25
HAlEt 82

FUFA-AEEY
-2z 2t gl
Infuser H2t2 25
HAGH 4R

H|31

Hore) MARES
~USERE(EE %
g%

(Epidural nerve block)




A FOoH TEAEY] FHFoE F|H|, AHIES, AttaTo] UEt a & HH o R o] H7| =

gk

AH] R A A, e Qe &40 Fk, 98119
714 s A 5ol w2t /ilel S AME: She Aotk SFEs oFeay, AV IREsH, e

rioy

k=2 (Analgesics)}> T HA] CFAIE ARE Sl T8 T o g QA E o] ARgohe B8 ET
og Al S o] Akgsl= T3 H(multimodal analgesia)o] #2842 £0]1 A3E SHAIZL &
U0l FHE 1L glow, o 2o wht A, 5, WokAH, A, U], A5 52 HEol itk
A7 A% 5 H(Patient-controlled analgesia, PCA)} B H85= 2= wf #210] Tdtsto] 717
£ 24 A7 489 AEAE Y E o] 552 2 E6ks MRS Wolal & AW i(intravenous),
ZdutRl(epidural) Fx= T2AIEFFl(perineural) FUHFEE ARGEHT

U2 A7 Z K peripheral nerve block, PNB)2 221t ¥bAy} HF0 & 2 Z1t7lo]|Eal Wz A%
tho| Wk2A] EgE]of, of-of v|s) PNBE| QFA/d1t AJ5-E0] AT AFEHEH 9 wHHF
ooz HIRIREHS thAld 0 24 PNB| §-8-d0] AH7FL7| AlAsl3iar, =ujHiziel, #lk
Fojuprol 5 A 540 A1 GAE A5k TAREFAIE AR 4= A Fof AR v A
S AT 4= Al HArE E¥FE-EZE(abdominal wall block), F#%-ES(thoracic wall
block), A&, SHAIES 50| it

TRAFAS T X424 =902 13t 7HI B ARGA| AR E= T2 AlE =arFAlolH, 2ujHiriel,
Fojupzel 181 Y H R ujulriQl} Zo] Z-g-Aj7to] 71 oFE2 = A& ARGHTh

TR E21EH(Multimodal analgesia) A& T2 ZEAAIE &8 A0S HEtHA 4134159

-
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filo



NEC 2B0HE-TH2R)RQIZO| XI&X] AN E0f

HE T R 518 S /1A ool H5AS Folohs Yo #2182 Aol dloi
e I e, ol S A7 2ol o) Hi e v e o]
A 8] Mol FS Aol 2 FBAS) 8ol £ FoRRRAAS| 07558 22

o B9l Sd 5 UET ARATE 7HALHTRIn B S0l 2014).

U WA (HHRHE5E}3], 2018)0M= 8 ='d e T X 5 A7 e Tsto], ot
2ol 7|&stal A, e ¥ 55 280 e REAE o] 7 Bol ARGE AL 9loH, intrathecal
opioid, 53] morphine< ZF*% F25o o9 AxpAofw 5442 0 2 ARG = o T SEAIRE e,
TE, 7H35o] F2kgo . O|= I8} YxAIFEFC] 583 QTS o1, AFAN ==
T B2 XA § 85 AAEES block(Transversus Abdomlms Plane block)o|t}. o2 &£310]
A intrathecal morphine& AR&-01A] 92 BERJof| 4] TAP block?] 0|52 & & A5 a1E 7fAA7]
31 OFH-FAMA| Q] AR Eo|Y TAP blocke] intrathecal morphines 43| A5k |+ o Fthal
SFLt. H]E TAP blocke] intrathecal morphine Rt} F218&0] At}il 5}t|2te, intrathecal mor-
phine©] t] €3t AEa7E eI} 1822 dA multimodal analgesia regimen®] 3F /g 0 2 A
TAP block2 O morphine®]| allergy”7} AU, neuraxial anesthesiag® AP 4= 1= W 5 intra-
thecal morphines ARESH 4= 91 W, @ multimodal analgesia regimen @ 24 o] AR&sk= XEA|

o]l ZH(intolerance)2 W, 3 postanesthesia care unitol|4] rescue analgesia’} 2 o, @ 44,
TE, 3&94| 5 intrathecal morphine?] §2+8-2] 4Aol7t B Qs off {olt Ao =2 7|53t

=
b
i
4 4
i)
_u

SUjoll= ob] #A FAof thgt AR =AZ o] ZRtEo] QA Lt
=Q] QARITAH S CE(The National Institute for Health and Care Excellence) 71| =210 4]
IZARI 71o| =1 YHE-Fol o& § B3 E foll e S JISAIE

Ir
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> o
-{0{1
(o)
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r
é
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AR SR EATHS Xﬂ ?IStaL =4k A| 9] E3F AR W pre-emptive analgesia(A1A] A&
A A aL2sfof ehe AFvRL . g FHER 4F0] 7Hsd A AlE A8 oA E
AgsiAel, 18 4 gle FAEME 8 F 552 Y] $13 PCA Ee A&4] FutelFoiy
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PROSPECT(PROcedure-SPECific postoperative pain managemenT)+= UFE| 3} QJALR} @] 7] AL

r o)
(Y,
(i
0
X
BN
i)
N
o,
1
ro
Mo
ﬂ%
o,
i)
4 0
%9,

& 749 B2, ARARIoA AEH S5 slolSeiele B4EUR At o
4T 70| ZE AR] 24 940le] 292 B0l s 0 Bajshslol Qe 331 el

gl A AA 23l vaat 24 7149e] JAF BAS EE AASHTH]oshi et al., 2019)
A FaNrE S5 7H|=81R1(2020)004 =4/ F-2rtEAlet T 55 2AHO R & 59
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F_E“u

F2O] FATEA| Foi iz} T 7ol EalRlE IR &= ISt s RS ArEA| For]
3 11715 AES 29, A7 229 FU(intrathecal morphine)S A3 4 Q1S 4¢ 55
At XA 872 HAE o FAUHAE & FHI=E GAA s AEH 08 Fojst= A
ATSIAHATLE A)
NE s 5582 711 =81R1(201902 6719] 3= AES, AutejntEE 282 4= AY
27121 B9l hATH o= A & RARS FARRA| 2] &3] Foi S FHSITHELSE B).
NE HAe 353 7Ho|=2RI(2019)2 10719 282 EHE H71et A3, A|&2 FAant3A|
FoHe IA7} ES5Eoto] 40K Lottt 13y B4 AHhe] U (thoracic epidural analgesia,
TEA)Z} 2t Afo] AR h(interfascial plane block; Oﬂ, subcostal TAP block)e] 753t <%
=4 thFH(regional analgesia)] Ao R 18E 4 S-S UG5kl Ut

e A ARG EE 55T 7101201202012 T 570 Bolg EUE AESH 23, 2x7I]) %
o]-§ot AR ARGo] o]t - ThE 4R (regional analgesia block)y& A-&-517] o] =

R9)20] X)) FAmA| Folvlo] AgE]ofof Sk ARISIITHATSE B). ¥ TAP blockS gi
9 BEA Sego] 2R G001 B2 AU Y-S HASHL JITHELSE A).

N2 23] 7lol=alol(2015)L 2710 B3lS Efj2 ARSI /5L T E2 Ao 2%

FRARY A|&A FAuEIA| Fo e A7 ESES0] 3451 ok A0 ARG AELFE A).

=

PubMed % F-20lA A AAA £ 125 571 HAs1e], 53 2] 7312 SR1sHIt. Huang 5(2021)
2 M8 439, B & 149, F23 97 159, 841 604, Y& 3131 749
v W AAAH(Randomized controlled trial, RCT) &3-S thA}0 & HERRAS: 4585}0] o5 HLQ=2
O] A|&4 SAantFA| Fol A-8-9] At aatdo] tis Brlsllth. flekFolt, FutelAR,
FHFALR RO] H]Sf| A &4 A4mFA| Folo] & & FAGHAAZ, &, AEY, ?Jtﬂz a4,

711 @)0] Z71514] gk A0 % WIS} Eat flokEol il vl S F BET} WEA AH8T,
S S1SA o] 245151 AOlARY 1 AL ) o] 2 Aol gl A0 Hs
on] 53] /EaT} FE A IEoIN) X2 FATHA Solie ebdsha ARl $4 FAERA

¥ol ® 4= glrkx Bustgch

Liang 5(2019)2AEAIE $18t 7HEE TAE 02 §FRCT A+ 6H-S E3boto] A|AA 12
Sy olck, SIoFRol} X147 SARIA) FolR7o] BARE W Aol gigly, Plekolio]
HJ8 2145 FAnkA] Folgol el 44 5 B A4, REA] Al R HlE7IA0] 28 A% ALz
o] B 7pastolon Tl o PAE A02 Buelgch 147 BAniaA Folte] 44 7
552 25 UBREAEY F ShRA A8 W), 55 140} 71538 avkt g goz
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FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

H 1.9 HAN 2ei0E Q9K (PubMed X 12 =7 HM Z1t, HMYU: 2022.7.22))

Transversus abdominis plane block versus local anaesthetic wound infiltration for analgesia

NO.1 after caesarean section: A systematic review and meta—analysis with trial sequential analysis
KXHHE)  Grape (2022)
=7} AQA
MEHSS  RCT 78 (ZMY: 20204 68 17%)
CHefetxt  HMI2EoN SRt
=X71=  local anaesthetic wound infiltration
Hw7|&  TAP(Transversus abdominis plane) block
-QrE:
AR AMRE: 5 F 24A7H 0| E LM oF
R} ATRE: B WY, 5 SUY, Y 24, HUSY wy
AIXE -5ty
AR ZINE: 42 3 247 | S5 Ha
2%t AR|E: FA S 1247 24M7E AIF2 §F T, 018 B 2AI2H/12A12t/ 24 M2 AT 85 B,
2& S 2NZH12A2Y 24N M- intravenous B2 =8 AH|ZF, K U4(Q|ZAHREE)
as M2Vl S0 TAP Blockilt 2 RIZ0| AN M| 02 HIXo He0| 5 A8 SIS E/ a2
Comparison of analgesic modalities for patients undergoing
NO.2 e ; . ) g :
midline laparotomy: a systematic review and network meta—analysis
MXIHHE) Howle (2022)
=7} orusE
MEHES]  RCT 36M = ol M &S 108 (FAY: 2021 18)
iyt BSM Ji=s ekt
EX7l1&  Continuous wound infiltration
CWI vs. single WI vs. Epidural (17§ 28)
HW7|& . _
71 CWI vs. Epidural (97§ £231)
MY 25 SHANS L FLE, YT, ML HI2(24 hr, 48 hr, 72 hr)
ATR|E -GN 25 S§A/015 5 EF AMH 55 H4(0-2 hr, 4-6 hr, 8-12hr, 24 hr, 48 hr, and 72 hr),
= ESH A QFA7], 8 2T AH[ZH 02 hr, 4-6 hr, 8-12 hr, 24 hr, 48 hr, and 72 hr), 234A|H,
ElJ7IE SFA7|, EI-EA|
= M M=EE SRI0IA dUL TSHO| XEHQN FADF A SO0 Hlo 24A27HK[2] Y&Zt <
== FOIROLY, ASAZIIIK|S| &5 ZET AH|FH0 M= S5
NO .3 Continuous Wound Infiltration with Local Anesthetic Is an Effective and Safe
: Postoperative Analgesic Strategy: A Meta—Analysis
MANHE) Huang (2021)
27 3=
MEHZS]  RCT 121H(ZMY: 20175 10€)
CHAJSIR} = RY0| A0 H25 Wil S5 1Y £ QIS I ZISHE F0 St 20| E= MOl
= (hes 43H, 242 2 14, 22301= 150, fUENS 6™, §Q4es 31H 5)
EM7I1E&  Continuous wound infiltration(CWI) with local anesthetic
HZ7 |2 = JINIEES 5’5@(@‘39] TISH, HHLY 504_%_') _
-placebo group (standard pain care plus no additional treatment or CWI with placebo)
ZK[E oY HE B8, 2 29 4Y, MEY 3 LRuE
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—SUM: SAE/0 1SS ERARC| 5 T4, 6,12, 24, 36, and 48 1), OFHSAK| SAH[ZK12, 24, 48, 72, and 96 h),
TIEN 3 27 AH, M4, UHEE, Hi#H7|s 315 AE, PONV

1IN
ru
Jim
ol
Sl

|0

S TS| RIS ZA0F M FO-2 Qo] S Ml & STUSZEY0| 2 U

0

Transversus abdominis plane block compared with wound infiltration for postoperative

No.4 . ) ) . : )
0 analgesia following Cesarean delivery: a systematic review and network meta—analysis

MXHSIE)  Sultan(2020)

27 0=

il

MEYSS  RCT42M 3 s EX) BESH 15H (ZM: 20194 12 192)

CHYSER  HEEirs 2Rt

Z7l1&2  Continuous infusion via a catheter

vs. TAP block (37 2&)

Hn7|= . . _
71 vs. inactive control(sham, no block, placebo block) (1274 &%)

H
—OFRA: 4% ST, AT EE RE/UTI 0, T2 BXZ SM(2X), BASY, 28 29
A 7SR 29 UY, BF O S)

ANNE -5

AARE ZRRIE: 24A1Z OJLY =X OFBIQA] AH

2R YR 22 SENS/0IS 5 S5 H4(12r, 24 h), X NSH 97 4P|

s
Ob
I

neuraxial opioid7} = B< TAPZt WI 7|22 MEEH = 0|F 21150l S5 ZEUHY
28 - WI, CWI, TAP £02 OFHRALN| g4 SH EUS
~ R A 12A1E 24A2H S e TAPO| UL, ZEA 12A1E, 24A12H S5 Frs CMIRtWIZHZIZE SRS

Continuous local anaesthetic wound infusion for postoperative pain

2 after midline laparotomy for colorectal resection in adults

HAHSHE) Liang(2019)

27 sx
MEA2S  RCT 6H(ZA2: 20194 18 72)
OB TR 222 93 BN hEs 2R

ZM71&  continuous local anesthesia wound infusion

Hu7l&  Sham, Placebo, HULHE0H

—OFFIM: AlZIS}

%P-I'XIE = . )D\/_‘\ 5 EX MHA X (]
-ty 2 2 83 d, TSH 28I, H HHIKO] AQAI2H THH7|ZH
= YENE P2t Ji5s SA0A XEH AN F0ER2 +2 & 552 220l HSEENUSE S ot
=2 [ |

LE2N ST g%t 7Ises0 217 S

2 b oL 20109 AR 1EW7t A /1% §5 24PH0E 55
o 3, 7% §F AU AT 5 gl BAS oz BaKel PEos

avbgo] gl 7145 BHEgc.
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1.1 7L

G B9120] N44] FARA] Follel] it o 27|&AH e A FAILY WS o] 851o]
Sl l57149) QA Qb 9 TS B SHTE WP S AR AAE 0] Ao
EAC RS DESERSIEEE S BESEESESU SR EE PO QU &
stho] AES £8) 1% s

o
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FEUIE- 1ES)FH= AHH T2uEA Tl o] 2909 e HAEAR] g 7igs o
ol tish 83783 5372 o8t e ZeAsteEAlol HiRt =27 AT 2 109 72 WA
L iir*o o et ol F2 YA AL Lo Ao PIARE st TN HIE =

ol &%t T B EF a TAA| BT ZGsto] Frse 2l st At A EIHARE 7l
F7H 100 el 2let 23, 2017990 3 2=27 e T A= JAE S8l 5474, 478 Te0lA
35 A= las ARERt Aol tiet 8 FF ot ol &RIAIA0] AUZZ FRISHIH. o] Hiet 2=
7IE7ez ERlHo] %% 3, —“5%‘74 = /‘F‘l“}ﬁ = 7]%_‘— BAHE 'o—'r”'%—’% 2171] 51‘212 , ?EZH
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2018.1.1. A1)o] wtek |3l oJz71&A7te] b Bl §407 W B4 4 B S EPlel
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AAA BRATRE Thee] AR B APICOTS-SD)E F40 Selgick(®E
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

2.1 H7IHLI(PICOTS-SD) ME W&

e NELE
B =oasile 227 B
Intervention - = .
gy =018 E44/M2 24222 X&H 40N F0E
(BMAI=)
-JlE 55 2E
o HOLY EBRIZAY
 HoiLjzg)
o Zi09|=0]
o T d
Comparaiors oo piss muy
(Hlakie) « X2 2otol NRtEs
o MR
. H22LEY
- glor ol 2x(2
QA oty - N TR EE
_ o2 HXI
Outcomes =TS
(#arr) QA FTHY -S54
-5 2 FILXNSH AHH

Time

) A3t 92
(Ex47129 !
Setting =
A3t 2
(M=) e
N Caay” I HIRAHRCT
—T1TT
aE Mg Aes

1.3.1 29

=9] g|o|g{H|o] A= Ovid-MEDLINE, Ovid-Embase, Cochrane CENTRALS E319c} HAlol=
Ovid-MEDLINEO|A] A8 AMolE 720 2 7+ Apm o] E/Jof WA =45kal MeSH term, =&
AR}, A A 50 AM7 152 A5 Lol o, AR Q1 AAKE 9 P A= [FE 3]0 A4St

Ak,

H 2.2 =2 HX HIO|EH[0]A

=9

25 ZMeg|

== O

URL =&

Ovid MEDLINE(R)

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid Embase

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials

https://www.cochranelibrary.com/
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1.3.2 =LY

S glo]efo] A ofefo] 57) AL ol 85te] Systsich

H 2.3 = HXt HIO|EH[0] A

ENECE L L URL FA

- O

KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
O|&H=r2Cf|0|EfH| 0| A ZHAH(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
SF= 0|0 [HH| 0] A AM(KISS) http://kiss.kstudy.com/
StEsEHEA(RISS) http://www.riss kr/
ScienceON https://scienceon.kisti.re.kr/

ERAGE PAY BE BAS] o) 9] ZEAFSHH 02 Sgelsict. 14 A A=
222 Esio] £ Wrte] FAlot BRIYo] QIrky BHE BAL WASIAL, 22 Al 2R
HE-S FESlol Aol T8 A371%0] e BAL Mesloict. oA YA UL B9 A 3%
HE 9 £91903] 31218 59 JAYAS 0|2 3ick. FAAL B He 9w 718 oL Ut
F2 9 B2 D ojo] Sgo|7] St B bS] TR 7] ofele thAel S5, HRT L

7|8t 59| e, @sol7l shv B4 T BERE O AINE 3 At Aol SAAEEA =
FAZO] A&7 FAmtFA] FofH
Sh ARG oFE o] Au A7 obd B, SiF Al&ell ARE-E 7B 7} epidural & Z7HAIE )1 7B,
FAIAIE FUsh= 791715 Hintraperitoneal)?l 73-F= A5 A EH SAA &} A3}

71& 5% ZEHOE AEE= Al H okt HHE5to] BtE ERIgH Ak AlLfekl
CHex. A& B8 CWl+nerve block, 2Fz B8 CWI (2IHFIR1+7]ERFE)).

€, Mo
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NEC 2E(HE THER)RQZ 0| K& IANHEH| E0fH

H 2.4 29 {8 S HIK| 7|=

ME#T|=(inclusion criteria) HiX|7|Z=(exclusion criteria)
- ER0iE 8423) ¥ ER0I=E-52Y)+= § E5 - A7t A Ut Ofd AR(ESSUT L= MYAAT)
2 E 2ol = 20 FHHEE HYSIHH X&NMe - FHEQut & HE 6

= A0 S0HS SM= et A7

X7} Opd HEY, letter, comment S)

- Mot Q= A} ofLt Ol EilH o7 - ot=0f = F02 SHEX| 2 2
- FEAE Al S - SMEAZFL YHE A7, SIP=E, 712 1M S peer
- o2 E= g0z e A+ —reviews HX[X| @2 32

Y2 2 27}

A|J51oie.
A A o -k ATk B EAe A2fston], kA At B A gelie] REg
ATAE, 7| AT R Qe RS B ASF WFF U] that T-5o] WeksiA] ghe Au| xo)

7% 23RO A A AHAH.

ez e] viEH A B7R= Cochrane®] Risk of Bias (RoB)E AR&310] 7 7 o] HEA} =344
© 2 AJ¥5F9tHHiggins et al., 2011) FARPH1 B W GA R of| AR&-El= Cochrane RoB+= & 771
E3}0 g o]ZojF o 7+ B oo LS/ =8 /ESHA) 0] 3712 FElE Wr)elit). Risk of Bias
B3} Tow ol BISYSIEe] 2 A0 2 eIsleIEh Rob ) A4 BAYRE (B 4}

1.6 X2

ARl F AmaE AAERS 418 B85le] T o) HEAVL 5P 08 AnEES S,
3 g9 ARA}9A1H 0 2 Am S FAlo] uhet B el 3 oiE ot o] AEAYL 22E AnE
=270 g AEst, & AEAY} o ATAL o]F o] RAsIEE 51t AETA A oA BAX7}

9Le A9 291908 slole Fa) =ojslo] Folalgiet.
M@zl AEAT) 29MS BT . 2919512 Folol % DI 28 RS Ygo)s
AL, QIR B4 ZAYAIST} B TAI 0] B, Abdlo] ek kA Bl gk A Se waksiel
o

l
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1.7 Xz

AR FA B (quantitative analysis)?] 7Fsd 745 ¥ B (HEREA)S 301, 27T
A A4 HE(qualitative review) HE A-&o13tt. HlEHEY 0] B354 A= o8 A HSI 4%
risk ratio (RR), 948 A HLI 739 #5514 Ho-xKStandardized mean difference, SMD)E- ©]-&5}

A1, HFE I F(random effect model) 2.2 EA4]5}9ct.

HEREA A, o] A4 (heterogeneity)oll thet Tk -4 A|ZH 02 &I %(forest plot)& &RIskaL
Cochrane Q statistic(p<0.10 & 495 BAZ 794 wr1E0 2 74537} 2 statisticS AR50
EAH 5A1A o] A4S TSI 1P SAF 50% oY A5 AAF 07 o]FAo] Qlkal 7Hg
4 9o 2 2(Higgins et al., 2008) £ F7Io| A= o] & 7|02 &9 7F 5A1%] o| 2/ d& wdsiaitt.
o

EA7 $48 RevMan 5.3 01831911, 27 Bt Ajolo] AH o1 6042 s%clA Bt

£

1.8 2Hx& Gt

H g7lo)| A 43851 A A A 23 11 A= GRADE (Grading of Recommendations Assessment,

=2 =
Development and Evaluation) WHE(F4Y 5, 2011)2 o]&3slo] ZALES F7I614T)

o|27] &R g Asls 299510 AR AL Tefslo] 1% 4ol AWt T ofher B AnS T

ent== 29
Host Tl A oIyt St ol 247t SRt 1 2 HrtEs 52 SEXNe= 126t
(recommendation) | S I 2L AN ME0IN SHY o27|=2 ALES BHUE

ZALADE | WIHHAO| QAN ORI B0 32 2 7 S8 EoiHoz meaIg o
(conditional | 24 ASEIOILF FHRIOf et K| QAN R840| HerE 4 l0f g =710l A2
<]

N
recommendation) | X715} =2 HgtHOZ H1Et

0

5K 42 TIICHAIO QUAPY ObMAMIL Skl 24 4l T © WISE 52 EEMOZ 1125t If
(not recommended) | 2L A AE0|A oI Q27|£9| AIRS HIIGHK| 2

_ o oo o o
=55 olie 2= 7|=9f AHZO HiSeE 28 = ¢l

| C
(insufficient) X 2EZHO0Z AMOIAX0
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Mo
ror

1.1

MO

| ] A o]EfHo] A S AREsto] A E
11#)014

1648 4

AMXA

g 24

——

3

kO

(=]
[

rx

]

=32 HiAIRE 54,5668

At 7, 2% o0wo] st A

(SR e

EAL2F7,1028(=9] 5,433H, = 1,658H, 57144
S giio g B3 AeaiA| S Agste], AEHE iR
= AR [B= 5]0], uiA|E E3-2 [Hd2]0) AlAlek

Ak,

29| HlO|EfHI0JA (n = 5,433)

*MEDLINE (n =1,094)
*EMBASE (n = 1,686)
*Cochrane Library(n = 2,653)

=L CIO|EH|OIA (n = 1,658)

+A2|0HE(n = 356)  *KISS (n = 269)

*RISS(n = 433) *ScienceON(n = 356 )
*KMBASE (n = 244)

27[% (= 11)
- MSR HT2H 22(n = 9
- MR |E It MEI2S S2(n = 2)

~

Q'S

! L

HE X2 HE S HRIE 28 = (n=
. A 9 HAMAIFE AL (n=8
ot AEAVt ot G
2 012 SHEIX] o1 o
S SHEXI0 AKHEIX]

J

\E201URE B (1 - 182)

cCHARIRE AR SHX| §42 A (n = 788)

3XHtHO| SR 42 27 (n = 1,697)
228 (n=78)

Y2 HE S HIHE 23 5 (n 74)

'EHéP-U(fE tAfo = SHX| 42 A7 (n = 15)

<EHSHSXHO0| TR 22 AT (n = 41)

o XXt H| W 70| O AR (n =5)

«HAHSH o2 H Y fEJ_EIXI Fh=1)

* APHO| Holgt S M7t 0 (n=2)

@RI Of A (n = 3)

'5*--_1*01 U HOZ ELEX| L2 O (n = 4)
S22 (h=2)

'ﬂd—c%*ﬁ 27t =1)

o2 o
e
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EA00H)] 712 S/ dPFEAHET, ) 9 Hizwtol whet B57510] (3.4 9k K#

E‘%‘?‘quﬁ%‘ H]JT—?;%A]Q %‘—rLi, SWATE 7]%— 20104 o];'é‘_ 67311_:]_’ 20014¥~20104¢
Qlt} A2y H= 93 421 ofAJo} 228, ojg]7} 19H, &% 51, ofxa]7} 2Ho|Ql
o= 18, mekA 1210 2 Wokt)

i)
H
N
I‘}:%l

1.2.1. g iEX S

AT A= M Ee FHEIE e TAE ZI813t. Frretie- 378 48 84
e, ¥ T e, 2EETe0] AL, ERe(iE-Ba)ole i 1 e, Al <,
Rl s, 23 | A B o 59 F5 579 o] ASdTh

FREHONE-F707) BRI BESS(1E- B4R Liro] 2712 SRlsiglon, dyRie] 44
9ol B2 Wro] 2ae Wastx ok

H31 ATHARIS 44 SEY 28 HY

Pt boN =8

g8

AR 22 2&(cardiac surgery, coronary artery bypass graft(CABG) 1

surgery )

T &3 4==(pulmonary surgery) 2

B 29 #5755, i 22X 5) 2
ns-=243

HN&Ehes 16

2011k &(hysterectomy, myomectomy, gynecologic procedure ) 10

713 2 9] 284 2=(hepatectomy, liver transplantation, gastrectomy ) 11

CHEF 221 2&(colorectal surgery) 16

H|'= 7|1 &2(nephrectomy, renal transplant surgery) 6

EH SMF ~=(open abdominal aortic (aneurysm) surgery) 7

EI%t £&(inguinal hernia repair, repair of incisional hernia) 7

S8 29 2550 EAE, O 22X 5) 7

90
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NEC 220G RSS2 0| XI&X ZADHIH| S0J

1.2.2. 3= &S

B7FH 242 Slsl A o B w & SHEskRint AR ae HE-8 ¥l AHglo] e R RRS
i—iﬂ}-ﬂ?ﬂ] EoJH(CWI, Continuous Wound Infiltration)d} tjZ0] 2142 0 & H| 1 7153t A5
EISHALL, HIH| 1= e B2 FAnFA] R} 7|E 55 2 BEafE I 5
ﬂ?‘ig*'—?{r FTh A - 2 557 712004 9122 RCTY] o5 HARAIE gt A& Ao nj|
= 9ol 4= Ao Hsto] g FRSHA| gedth

H 3232 ¥ X2 X80 2 237|1F

AOFFA F01E(CWIO tiZ

=f DECTPESE
|.

Tt

MENOR HmItsE o7 B
1) ICWI (LA) + AZX vs. BEX +ASH
2) CWI (LA) + BEM(RI12h)* vs. CWI (9I<F) + BEX
B S 2929 X4 FANH SOIECW)I 7IE SEEEY YRANE Hol &
QU 9T BE(IE SSRUHO K4S SO FOIHK 242 20| HITE B9)

1) CWI (LA) + AZX]
2)CWI (LA) + AZX]

vs. ASTH
vs. CWI (219h) + AZXH

(B - BET 28 7IZ01M SI9P2 PRI UMHITAZO| OIEYLRKIS 15t
2310| g 1O HE|0] BER 2R 942)

O=F 20| 0IXl=

LA: Local Anesthetics

3A 87HA=,

A (intravenous patient-controlled analgesia, IV PCA), F%2]

AWy FA(intravenous

A7 5%

analgesia), A% A7Hs5Z AW (patient-controlled epidural analgesia, PCEA),

A92]5=d(continuous epidural infusion, CEI), 41742 nerve block), 247}
infusion), ?19Ft & FA R = ERECh AAZ9] tixt @2 (& 3.3)° At
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B 3.4 MHES EHEEFE015-843) X SHAL &=
XXt iy AL CH &K} St =z BT
(EHAT) | =7t 3ol | #0/0) NEE G NG
2 FH|w
1) CWI + other vs. MuiL| XSS Z&H + other
Liu - HIRE TS 60/60 CWI (ropivacaine) continuous intravenous PCA (sufentanil)
(2015) S (AN, ARz Al +pethidine; rescue +pethidine; rescue
2) CWI + other vs. ZXURIFQIH + other
Jaroszewski N standard analgesic medication protocols+ standard analgesic medication protocols+
0 =YJPPS
(2016) I= eE/ETE a1/27 CWI (ropivacaine) thoracic epidural analgesia (ropivacaine)
3) CWI + other vs. 2ZAXIHH + other
Fortier mata | el IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine)+ IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine)+
(2012) —° +& a6/44 CWI (ropivacaine) thoracic paravertebral block (ropivacaine) 3arm
el
CWI + other vs. other
CWI + other vs. CWI (saline) +other
Amour CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2019) oA | §5858s 2 A 746/739 | +IV morphine +V morphine
+IV PCA (morphine) +IV PCA (morphine)
Florkiewicz I = N CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
BC | DAETHOS(Z0|AL
(2019) HE | HISHRRR0NE 4743 | 1V PCA (oxycodone) +IV PCA(oxycodone)
continuous bilateral infusion of a local
Eljezi Tota | REESTEOIA O] AKKAA anesthetic(ropivacaine) standard care
(2017) 9 | BEEEPHEA TS S5/60 | standard care(IV PCA (morphine, (IV PCA(morphine, paracetamol))
paracetamol))
usual care(not receive a device)
Hong == TAIEHO5[20 AL CWI (ropivacaine) +PCA (morphine/fentanyl) & oral analgesia
(2017) =T HISHPRZ0ME 24/24/24 +PCA (morphine/fentanyl) & oral analgesia CWI (saline) 3arm
+PCA (morphine/fentanyl) & oral analgesia
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1K Xt

AL XL

Sk

_ HI
(BHAL) =7} 9| F(/0) AEB(YS) AlsB(E I
Fortier oaraA | Hea IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine)+ .
(2012) A | Hes 46/50 CWI (ropivacaine) IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine) 3arm
Fiorelli o HOFAA 0l TLOHE JHSA CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2016) OIZE0 | HRNAS X =828 /18S 27/28 +|V PCA;standard medication +|V PCA;standard medication
(l\ggt%a)a LHE | SESEIE(A0RA) 26/23 | CWI (ropivacaine) + IV morphine CWI (saline) + IV morphine
(Az%a{\?/)\;al o= HEESTe L AEers 4411 CWI (ropivacaine) + fentanyl /oxycodone CWI (saline) + fentanyl /oxycodone
Abbasi = TR A . . . .
(2012) o | BEEETNE 18/18 | CWI (bupivacaine) +opioid CWI (saline) +opioid
. CW (ropivacaine)+V ) . .
(Ezljg12|2) oA | EEEEPiEYMs 20/20 | acetaminophen,morphine SKY'P%@A'E;% +h|i\/m2>cetammophen.morphme
+V PCA(morphine) P
' CWI (levobupivacaine or bupivacain) . .
(Tzlg)géa) 0= THa= 35/37 | +IV morphine, ketororlac SKY'P%?(I%?:::{HFQ)OWWe- ketororlac
+V PCA(morphine) P
CWI (0.25% bupivacaine)
| N +V PCA(morphi . .
\(/gg(l)tg) o= HEEEUNS(AES) 12/12/12 (morp _ me). CWI (saline) +IVV PCA(morphine)
CWI (0.5% bupivacaine)
+|V PCA(morphine)
Dowling 0 RS TR U ALRRA CWI (0.2% ropivacaine) . .
(2003) |= MESEIE(METS) 16/19 £ fentanyl + IV PCA(morphine) CWI (saline) + fentany! + IV PCA(morphine)

CWI, Continuous wound infusion(infiltration); IV PCA, Intravenous patient controlled analgesia
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NEC

FEOHE-H=2)FZ2| XIEX ZADRK 0

H 3.5 MRS EH(ERSE0IE-523)) X SMAL WX
1% X} A A1 CH X} M= == H
= LA

(EmAE) | 27t Ho| | 20/0) NEB(%E) AEB(%E)
Z|FH| 2

1) CWI + other vs. HYLY X7IEF ZHH + other
é/g] 8) = | s 20/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) IV PCA (fentanyl)
(C;%%iwla oA | JH8 MEA= 19/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) +paracetamol, nefopam IV PCA (morphine) +paracetamol, nefopam
I(_2e(; 6) ot | 5244 UHEYrs 33/33 | CWI (ropivacaine)+ |V meperidine/ketorolac, oral | IV PCA (fentanyl) + |V meperidine/ketorolac, oral
Zheng = o ol THIA standard general anesthetic standard general anesthetic
(2016) = | M= HEHSE 25/25 +CWI (ropivacaine) +V PCA (morphine)

e == acal
Kong 512 | (N22E o4 s 20/31 CWI (ropivacaine) IV PCA (fentanyl, ketorolac)
(2014) = X%xl-l_g%_)rﬁ == +|V ketorolac, oral NSAIDSs +|V ketorolac, oral NSAIDSs
) . IV PCA (fentanyl citrate, ondansetron
Chung = JHOF A CWI (ropivacaine) .
(2013) s | GidE s 10/10 +1V ketorolac hydrochloride)
+V ketorolac

Magnani Ol OPEITNAL CWI (levobupivacaine) IV PCA (morphine+ketorolac)
(2006) Of He@ts 10/10 +|V bolus(ketorolac) +V bolus(ketorolac)
(sz(mj%o]r;g ATIE | HES(HAEAS) 35/35 | subcutaneous CWI (bupivacaine) IV PCA (morphine)

2) CWI + other vs. LY FQI¥ + other
Beaussier matA | EA R s 30/29 Cwi (ropivacaine) +_|VL(sa|ine) _ i%erl(J;)au“snler;travenous infusion (VL lidocaine)
(2018 +|V infusion(acetaminophen) +V PCA(mophine) 41V infusion(acetaminophen) +1V PCA(mophine)

3) CWI + other vs. ZZQFERIH + other
Gathege | o= gpma . . . Thoracic epidural analgesia (bupivacaine)
(2021) AL | M= hEs 19/19 | CWI (bupivacaine) +I\V PCA(morphine) 4V PCA(morphine)
Klotz o |z p=e 31/31 CWI (ropivacaine) epidural analgesia (ropivacaine +sufentanil)
(2020) T2 | osdnE +metamizole(&43]), oxycodone(lV) +metamizole(&43]), oxycodone(lV)
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1% X} o A1 CH X} M= == H
— JL

EHdx) | 3% e +(/C) NE= )] NE: (G
Othman RE | e Tk ST A preperitoneal CWI (bupivacaine) epidural analgesia
(2019) OIBE | = SAM FENE | 20/20 | L\ "o (morphine) +IV PCA (morphine)
Capdevila —_—— o AR CWI (ropivacaine) epidural analgesia (ropivacaine)
(2017) - M= L3RS 19/20 +paracetamol, nefopam +paracetamol, nefopam
Aratjo x=E = 25/25 CWI (ropivacaine) +|V paracetamol epidural analgesia (ropivacaine) +|V paracetamol
(2017) z o= +|V ketorolac;rescue +|V ketorolac;rescue
Zheng = N standard general anesthetic standard general anesthetic

e A 8 . . . . . .

(2016) &= s #IERiE 25/25 +CWI (ropivacaine) +epidural analgesia (ropivacaine, morphine)
232%; 5) g= | =244 UaEMs 14/11 | CWI (levobupivacaine) epidural analgesia (levobupivacaine, fentanyl)
Machoki O[T | T2 Z4HHE(A) (M12,13 | subfascial CWI (bupivacaine) epidural analgesia (bupivacaine)
(2015) 27t | =) (18,17 | +IV (paracetamol, morphine) +|V (paracetamol, morphine)
(Kzll(lﬁ 2) E7| ﬂi—_&f’%ﬁlé 24/23 | subfascial CWI (levobupivacaine) +I\VV PCA epidural infusion (levobupivacaine) +\V PCA
Fassoulaki SEI e N32EHE, 20/34 subcutaneous CWI (ropivacaine) intermittent epidural injection (ropivacaine)
(2014) - | AI2HEs +PCA (morphine) +PCA (morphine)
‘(JZO&VS) oA | TS &= 24/26 | CWI (ropivacaine) +Sham epidural epidural analgesia (ropivacaine) +Sham CWI
Boulind o 74 CHRERI A . . . epidural analgesia (levobupivacaine, fentanyl)
(2013) A= | 224 AEH= 17/14 | CWI (levobupivacaine) +Sham epidural +Sham CWI
Renghi 08 | oo =iz aa CWI (levobupivacaine) epidural analgesia (levobupivacaine)
(2013) Of =5 S 2 30/29 +oral (ibuprofen), IV ketorolac +oral (ibuprofen), IV ketorolac

N -
(02811e2||)l E;_'_ HY&h4& 29/29 | CWI (ropivacaine) +|\V acetaminophen epidural analgesia (morphine) +\ acetaminophen

=

4) CWI + other vs. X[&5%] ZBIQIFQIH + other
Narayan o AEFOIA] A R . continuous epidural infusion (ropivacaine)
(2021) I | MAOIA = 20/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) +IV PCA (morphine) +1V PCA (morphine)
Arnmianickal o A Lo continuous epidural infusion (ropivacaine)
(2018) ol | A EAI= 50/50 | CWI (ropivacaine) +IV PCA (morphine) +1V PCA (morphine)
Mouawad N general endotracheal anesthesia general endotracheal anesthesia

0 M PNES . . . . .

(20189) = H8+S 46/44 +preperitoneal CWI (bupivacaine) +continuous epidural analgesia (bupivacaine)
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NEC

FEOHE-H=2)FZ2| XIEX ZADRK 0

1 XX} o A1 CH X} M= == H
— JL
(FHaE) | I7t o =(/C) A=B(%=) AEB(Y2)
Elshamaa continuous epidural infusion
(2016) OIHE | Ng&leE 29/30 | CWI (bupivacaine) +|V paracetamol (bupivacaine,fentanyl) +CWI (saline)
+\V paracetamol
Bertoglio O|E] o CHRIOEAL preperitoneal CWI (ropivacaine) continuous epidural infusion (ropivacaine)
(2012) op | MEHEYE 83/53 | L\ PCA (morphine) + IV PCA(morphine)
5) CWI + other vs. 32| XI7tEF £E + other
Mungroop HEE | nyx snmaziosaas o . patient-controlled epidural analgesia
(2016) c NZE N2SZIEHS2) | 55/47 | CWI (bupivacaine) +PCA(morphine) (bupivacaine, sufentani)
Almeida HEME | JhEE 19/19 general anesthesia gf)gigan‘ta—r;iitttsliz epidural analgesia
HapE = A

(2011) +CWI (ropivacaine) (ropivacaine, fentanyl)
6) CWI + other vs. MAXIHH + other

Pre-peritoneal CWI (ropivacaine) Tran_smu_scular quadratus lumborum block
Kadam = [N . : (ropivacaine)

25 | M=s 41/40 | +multimodal analgesia ; ‘
(2019) (paracetamol(oral/IV),fentanyl(PCA)) tmultimodal analgesia
' (paracetamol(oral/IV),fentanyl(PCA))
Hotta ol A (M Aol CWI (levobupivacaine) TAP block (levobupivacaine)
(2016) 22 | H=S0rgans) 27127 |\ PCAmorphine) +V flurbiprofen +IV PCA(morphine) +IV flurbiprofen
Klasen ultrasound-guided transversus abdominis
(2016) oA | Heles 29/25 | CWI (ropivacaine) +PCA(morphine) plane(TAP) block (ropivacaine)
+PCA(morphine)

EZ%\/]\/gd)ar OIZE | B& /= U&= 30/30 | CWI (bupivacaine) ultrasound guided rectus sheath catheters (RSC)
Chandon oatA QEITIAL CWI (levobupivacaine) TAP block (levobupivacaine)
(2014) © MEhra 29/36 +multimodal analgesia plan +multimodal analgesia plan
7) CWI + other vs. H£ZL F| + other
Lalmand CWI (ropivacaine) +intrathecal saline intrathecal morphine + CWI (saline)
(2017) o0 | MEENeE 63/61 | +multimodal analgesia (acetaminophen, | +multimodal analgesia (acetaminophen,

dicolofenac) dicolofenac)
Kainu mais | HeEAs 22/24 CWI (ropivacaine) +intrathecal saline intrathecal morphine + CWI (saline)
(2012) +oral(ketoprofen) +V PCA(oxycodone) +oral(ketoprofen)+IV PCA(oxycodone)
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1% X} o A1 CH X} M= ¥ ES BT
— JL
(EmA) | 3% ol | 20/0) N&B(S) NEH(S)
5|
CWI + other vs. other
CWI + other vs. CWI (saline) +other
Gomez-Rios CWI (levobupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2022) AN | Mg 33/37 | +IV dexketoprofen +|V dexketoprofen
+V PCA(morphine), acetaminophen +|V PCA(morphine), acetaminophen
Lee CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2021) st | 524 dH0EY o= 33/33 | +IV pethidine, IV ketorolac/pethidine, ibuprofen +IV pethidine, IV ketorolac/pethidine, ibuprofen
+intramuscular diclofencac/pethidine +intramuscular diclofencac/pethidine
Rosetii CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2021) =10 | M@ 35/34 | +multimodal analgesic treatment +multimodal analgesic treatment
(IV PCA(morphine), 1V paracetamol&diclofenac) (IV PCA(morphine), IV paracetamol&diclofenac)
Peres—-Bach . . .
elot oA | 18 7Nl 42/43 Cwi _(ropwacame) *acetaminophen & single CWI (saline) +acetaminophen & single morphine
(2019) morphine
Reaussier CWI (ropivacaine) + IVL(saline) CWI (saline) + IVL (saline)
(2019) oA | S48 Uy = 30/27 | +IV infusion(acetaminophen) +|V infusion(acetaminophen) 3arm
+V PCA(mophine); 2l=4 +IV PCA(mophine); sl54
Wagner- ~ . .
Kovacec et Mg e 15/15 Cwi _(Ievobuplvacame) *IV paracetamol, CWI (saline) +IV paracetamol, +piritramide
(2018) L|Ot piritramide
Dalmau CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2019) ATQl | 78 7HEHIE 52/44 | +|V dexketoprofen, acetaminophen +|V dexketoprofen, acetaminophen
+IV morphine +PCA(morphine) +V morphine +PCA(morphine)
Lalmand i OLEHAL CWI (ropivacaine) +intrathecal saline intrathecal saline +CWI (saline)
(2017) 2loh | e 63/58 +multimodal analgesia +multimodal analgesia 3arm
(D;an;a)pal o | HE s 47/47 | CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
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NEC

FEOHE-H=2)FZ2| XIEX ZADRK 0

1 XX} o AT YKL Sz == H
— JL
EHdx) | 3% e =(/C) NE= )] AEB(Y2)
Fassoulaki CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2016) JelA | S48 gEsEs 55/65 | +IV paracetamol, tramadol +V paracetamol, tramadol
+paracetamol, codeine +paracetamol, codeine
Telletxea A0 | E2b7 CHRE A interfascial continuous wound infiltration standard postoperative analgesia
(2016) el | =ga g == 43/49 +standard postoperative analgesia
Jolly meta | HeEiAs 34/34 CWI  (levobupivacaine) +multimodal systemic timodal . laesi
(2015) S ha s=/IT=Z analgesia multimodal systemic analgesia
8%\/16|5a)nd 0= | 5243 YANENS 39/43 | CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
borg | Ame | o 4 29/31
énod{i\)/vs e s EIN Py =" 30/30 | CWI (levobupivacaine) CWI (saline)
é(zrighz)an sx | w ey o A 55/26 CWI (levobupivacaine) CWI (saline)
'I =/ oo o
_ CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
onanen | geic | HgiE 33/34
él& 4) =3 | = HENME 20/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
ggtf';e‘) GO | MEA EAS 25/25 | CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
z-lze(;méa)nsson AQjEl | =E EL b A 17/15 CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
1 — B3 = 4 oo
(Eldaba) OIRE | Herias 40/a0 | CWI(0.25% bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
2013 - <
(l\g(())c;r;) s | B U s 21/24 | CWI (ropivacaine) +V PCA (fentanyl) | CWI (saline) +VV PCA (fentanyl)
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9 =

?2%|1 2) 0= | =2 l H/C) Al e

A E . AH(OFS
Kainu dd shigars 19/20 | CWI(0.5% bupivacai:)i(l\_/l = e
(2012) mRte | MeEias Joral oxycodone&acetamino hhvdromorph(me Wi (sal AEE(%FE) H|Z
Baulig 22/20 CWI (ropivacaine) +int o Joral salme) *V hydromorphone
(2011) AclA | he (oA +oral(ketoprofen), IV Prgthecal saline : xycodone&acetaminophen

= HsU+2& cw ). IV PCA (oxycodone) intrathecal saline + :
Wang 6/9 1 (0.33% ropivacaine) +oral(ket e + CWiI (saline)
(2010) sz | =a e oprofen), IV PCA (oxycodo
== 28 IV PCA (morphi CWI (saline) ne) darm
Iyer /27 | CWI (0.2% ropi orphine)
2 O : ivacain
(2010) ENECETE ) 8) +V PCA (morphine) CWI (sali IV PCA (morphine)
Carvalho 4/21 | CWI (0.5% ropivacai (saline) +V PCA (morph!
(2010) D | HeEas pivacaine) +IV PCA (morphine) ine)
Chan N 19/19 | CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline) +I\V PCA (morphine)
(2010) =2 |2 2es ;
Rosen 22/22 | CWI (ropivacai CWi (saline)
(2009) N p— aine) +IV PCA (morphine)
Forastiere =dd =HEdE 37/36 | CWI ) CWI (saline) +VV PC
(200 OlEE] (0.5% marcaine) +1V/ A (morphine)
) FRRIERSEAE o/ PCA (morphine) Wi (
Lavand' 4/84 | C ) saline) + ‘
me o ERINE WI (0.5% ropivacaine) ) +IV PCA (morphine)
(2007) = Y2 CWI (sali
cw ‘ saline)

fo|g|ase 30/30 1(0.2% ropivacaine)
2007) k=ES PSES

(ore) 7H%A ] A C i
S =(tHErs 143/167 E\T/Vl (0.54% ropivacaine) i saine)
(2007 oA | JfE ramadol,
Baig : e = 21/21 | CW paracetamol, IV PCA (morphine) S¥VI (saline)
(2006) 0= | mx 1 (0.2% ropivacaine) +\V PCA . ramadol, paracetamol, IV PCA _

SEIr 3 (morphine) CWI (sali : (morphine)
Kushner 5/35 | CWI (bupivacai (saline) + IV PCA (morphi
(2005) R | HEa(iyE ine 0.5%) +PCA phine)

AHora) 40/0 CWI (0.5% bupivacai CWI (saline) +P
TPCA M _Uplvacame) CA
orhpine/hydromorphone C
WI (saline) +PCA morhpine/hydr
omorphone
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NEC

FEOHE-H=2)FZ2| XIEX ZADRK 0

1% X} o A1 CH X} M= == H

— JL
(EuAE) | =% e +(I/C) NE= )] NE: (G
I(_zegcl)%r;c 0= | /2 Meeexs 29/23 | CWI (0.5% bupivacaine) +hydrococone CWI (saline) +hydrococone
Wu SXE XN CWI (0.5% bupivacaine) .
(2008) 0= FEINEES 50/50 41V PCA (hydromorphone) CWI (saline) +IVV PCA (hydromorphone)
(Szaggz)ez 0= | /W= A8 EXs 23/22 | CWI (0.25% bupivacaine) +hydrocodone(oral) CWI (saline) +hydrocodone(oral)

_ B2 X A3
(Sztg\évz)rt 5 ﬂ;rfg Alsi 23/24 | CWI (ropivacaine) +morphine CWI (saline) +morphine
=2oT

(Szcggérlr) O= | AMoe & 35/37 | CWI (0.5% bupivacaine) +hydrocodone(oral) CWI (saline) + hydrocodone(oral)
I(';éjog) = | MollR € = 20/24 | subfascial CWI (bupivacaine) +oral analgesics oral analgesics
86’8;)8 0= | HYEies 20/16 | CWI (0.25% bupivacaine) +I\V PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) +I\V PCA (morphine)

CWI, Continuous wound infusion(infiltration); IV PCA, Intravenous patient controlled analgesia
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235 1= 90701 A9l BT YAPAI B AT Cochrane®] Risk of Bias (RoBYE ol 831} vl
94 W7k YA, th B vl RSECIE- §AA)T BRSECNE- B7) R TR

H7VaTrE AN

H]
EH‘%}v:ﬂan —3— q]l-';_'%_?g_/,:oﬂﬂx] LAY oA Aokl A 5}0} 1 I BlEEAEol St ==
(High) 20%, £ (Unclear) 27%). 23} B710] theh&7H 2 Ebd 23 A= o w=id viEd 9l
2 A2 2 $8H Z o2 B go] YE(Low)o] 2 67%, SO%ME]' e 2ot e vlEY
AL AFgrS DT 2Rt AA|E| A A 07 FHe H sto] vleERLA o] AL = Qi Ao 53
(High)o = B7}stlon, vlEF 9ol EthE2(High) 33%, E<hd(Unclear) 27%). "HIXtATH]
AL 1 FHH HEH AT L F2(Low)°] 53%, E&(Unclear) 6.7%, =2(High)°] 40%%tt.
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FEONE-H=2) 722 XIEX A0 N F0H

Random sequence generation (selection bias) —:l
Allocation concealment (selection bias) —:l
Blinding of paricipants and personnel (performance bias) _:-
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) _:l
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) _:.
Selective reporting (reporting bias) _:_
Industrial funding support _:_
|

,
25%

0% 75%  100%

0%
I Low risk of bias [Junclear risk of bias Il High risk of hias ‘
O 3.2 HIEEAY JHE(ER+E0HE-8LD))
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Eljezi 2017

Fartier 2012

. . Blinding of paricipants and personnel {performance hias)

w . Elinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

® | @ | ncomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

Hong 2017

-

=

-

Jaroszewski 2016

®|® | ®|® | Random sequence generation (selection hias)
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Liu 20145

-

~ | @®|®|® |@® |~iocation concealment (selection bias)

p_Abhasi 2012

-3

=)

~ 00
~ @

| ® 0|0 ®|® | ndustial funding support

p_Agaraal 2013

-

-

~ | ® O ©® ®| @ ® seecterepoting reporting hias)

p_Amour 2018
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p_Dowling 2003

~ | @

p_Eljezi 2012

~ 000

p_Fiorelli 2016

p_Florkiewicz 20149

v~ 90 e e

p_Mattila 2016

(]

p_Tirotta 2009

© 0000

-

p_White 2003
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k=1
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goraq

1.3.2. 2R+2015-543)
EL"I_I"E(7HE]‘ =373 %’:1%751“%101]W s BlEHAY B7HE 0}931:} A 1 b oeE A

6}3—’ 3101 Z Z1‘91% 77%lA A€ ]%%1%’4%4% W 0= grisleinth "E‘ﬁ@ H]% 3} Tt ‘A
ofz}, ARt et =7 ' T & =R QAU HElsHA Aokl A ehobA T HIEH Y
o] &9t &S(High) 25%, £&4(Unclear) 13%).

AT} o] i3t T L A2 & S8E Ao B uE o] HjEE 93 o] o AT} 4%

A= 21 E]A] ot £ (Unclean)® B7H A7EE o= AATH31%). B A3k A= Q‘rd&%ﬂ
HIE 2 A2 & 5305 A0 & H 15 0] 92%014] W3{Low) 2.2 B7Istqint. A9 Har'et
A HEE A2 2 T Evt A 6] AeF o2 3hS B arsto] WigREA o] kA 4
= Aol =3(High)o 2 Hrlsta o, vlEH o] HUtHE=3(High) 37%, E&4(Unclear)
12%). “R17rAHe] X 2t A E BIEE 12 R3Low)ol 53%, B2 (Unclear) 23%, s5(High)

o] 24% ATt

Random sequence generation (selection bias) _:I

Allocation concealment (selection bias) —:I

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) —:—
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) —:.
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) _:I

Selective reporting (reporting bias) _:_

Industrial funding support _:-

0% 25% 50% 75%  100%

.Low rigk of hias DUncIearrisk of hias .Highrisk of hias ‘

O3 3.4 HIEHREY JHE(ER+201=-523))
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Almeida 2011
Ammianickal 2018
Araljo 2017
Barr 2014
Eertoglio 2012
Boulind 2013
Capdevila 2017
Chandon 2014
Cheong 2001
Chung 2013
Dowidar 2016
Elshamaa 2016
Fassoulaki 2014
Gathege 2021
Hotta 2016
Jolly 2015
Jouwe 2013
Kadam 20149
Kilic 2014
Klasen 2016
Klotz 2020
Kong 2014
Lalmand 2017
Lau 2003

Lee 2016
Machoki 2014
hagnani 2006
Mouawad 2018
Mungroop 2016
Marayan 2021
O'Meill 2012
oRenghi 2013
oTelletea 2016
Othman 20149
o 2018

oZheng 2016

Random sequence generation (selection bias)

Blinding of paricipants and persannel {performance hias)

Elinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

p_Andrews 2014
p_Baig 2006
p_Baulig 2011
p_Beaussier 2007
p_Beaussier 2018
p_Bell 2012
p_Carvalho 2010
p_Chan 2010
p_Cleveland 2015
p_Dalmau 2018
p_Dhanapal 2017
p_Eldaba 2013
p_Fassoulaki 2016
p_Forastiere 2008
p_Fustran 2015
p_Givens 2002
p_Gamez-Rios 2022
p_Hermansson 2013
p_lver 2010

p_Kainu 2012
p_krishinan 2014
p_Kristensen 2013
p_kushner 2005
p_Lavandhomme 2007
p_LeBlanc 2005
p_Lee 2021
p_Moore 2012
n_Peres-Bachelot 20149
n_Folglase 2007
p_Reinikainen 2014
p_Rosen 2009
p_Rosetti 2021
p_Sanchez 2004
p_Schurr 2004
p_Stewart 2004
p_Wagner-kKovacec 2018
p_WWang 2010

p_Wu 20045

p_¥in 2014
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ol
i
>4

e £ T 1549 F 13HA AF-847 S0llA 9] X452 F4ut3 A FofH(Continuous
Wound Infusion, CWI)2] QFaA A7E B 1stgieh QB Ak A A& 3 HZa} ofE Bake
O = Wro] ZRIstom, tizatol tigt -E3lo] ZXE AIAISIAT. Al W P59 A= A
Q1 PS5, AE € oS, 7HEIE B AR A, 7, olE, Bl 2 BIE, =
A F2E0 A e o4 B TR, 71 5 W BARE, SAnRAIet IRl A8 oS,
AETA T o[RS, 28 T o dHES, FAanEAl 54 I Hil 52 IS

N
o2
R
B
rlr
&
g
kil
19,
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L
s
_la
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Y
_l
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E
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e
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rE
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o
=1
r
e
i

A&t H9 PSS B BE AFolA = FHFH
(Jaroszewski et al., 2016; Liu et al., 2015)°l4&= Al& T 74 9 o]AHkgo] ¥y oL} ofj =ttt

Bl 2Ll Zpo] 7} AT

H 3.6 [BRETE015 843 XM A& 23 YT (21-H|w)
=% = =
(%QEI‘E) g 28 ;Ixj Eve:’:-sx III__ILlTotaI Evenl:'cHs-l-:I'_l Total v:ll__le ol
(BEH) &3
UEIHOI SIS - NR 46 NR 44 NS
Fortier nerve A YE - NR 46 NR 44 NS
(2012) block  H|wA BEE - NR 46 NR 44 NS
I S - NR 46 NR 44 NS
Ze/01dus uH
HHEYC IHES 3M 6 60 4 60 0.743
Liu(2015) IV PCA = 4 - 2 60 1 60 »0.05
S - 2 60 3 60  )0.05
ST 22';5‘;'@ Q27 - 2 0 27 024
7HEIE &X| 23 O, +~(715% ), A, =24 29
| ALO| 117
201y Dok  Gmgoo -0 w0 @ -

POD, postoperative day; IV PCA,Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia; M,Month; NS, Not significant
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2R)RQIZO| XI&X] AN E0f

gf2.0] £l R 2348 Akl Slo] 297 Aol 1910t 18 Liu etal, 2015)0H

AL 4 H 1R O| AR Sl 2] ofE R ARIC1E, SFUA 57t IRZI A
A715% 2Rt oleA Wo] gtk
B 37 [BR+E018-843)] ATY: U= &3 2AE (21HH|)
=X =Mz S
M uzzw  zmNE oo o0 : /D
(EHAT) AME  Events Total Events Total Vvalue
oy e
Liu(2015) IV PCA £S5 QM IIE POD2 3 60 4 60 »0.05
Fortier nerve AL S OAl _
AR Of
AU - 3 60 37 60  <0.05
Liu(2015) IV PCA
g 8= - I3 60 a3z 60  )0.05
Fortier nerve A =X _ B
LISEA Ok
Fortier nerve MK A _ B
S5 Ok
Jaroszewski epidural  mZ PODO 1 41 1 27 0.76
(2016) analgesia “go = POD1 3 41 0 27 0.15
’IE - 0 41 1 27 0.2
Liu(2015) IV PCA SEXot - 0 60 14 60  <0.05
7|Et
Jaroszewski  epidural o POD1 5 41 9 97 0.52
(2016) analgesia ’

LA, local anesthetic; POD, postoperative day. IV PCA,Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia; CEl,
Continuous epidural infusion; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant
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K3t el o] oo B e 3 1Bl §E% AL ROt S 22 felet Holt
ol 1351 (Ehem etal., 2017)°41& & HAEJ AHEA| Fojro] T‘H RO I
3 =o] & vkA5} <> B.010] 71ad ol o]|AHHFS-2 (Hoj|A] H 1591, 2B (Florkiewicz et al.,

2019; Agarwal et al., 2013)01 |4 += Aol A E o] A3 Eo] HhAlGI 0| 1H(Eljezi et al., 2017)°]
A= RO A T AYSI O L 5 S A1K 0 2 R-0I3t Xfol= QISiTh. U A] 3O = TS AL}
AATE.

E 38 [EEE0HE-8ZY)] UM Alg & SHHS (HEH|w)
= = X
1 XK} oEe HIR|E E¥s| e 1 e P~ I
(EWAT) Al™ Events Total Events Total Value
EE) 5
Amour IR QI ALY 20 739 11 733 0.160 %%::%%EH
(2019 o mm 36 746 42 739 0.220
A o 2% 0 25 -
ggef'z) olrm 445 FYE 1 20 2 19 0.605
I st= 4 55 14 60  0.021
(Ez'l(;z;) oxE O MRS 1 55 0 60 0478
K& k= MY 3 55 5 60 0.719
Ol BhHz NR 46 NR 50 NS
(on(;ﬁ'g oxE A s NR 46 NR 50 NS
I Bt= NR 46 NR 50 NS
/0| MHIS 2
E'Z‘Z;ko'%g' olor IS 2 1 47 0 43 NS
B0l 210] 4 44 0 M 0117
,(A%arv\;al olorz
2013 BL=
ZHE R U 3 44 0 M 0242
booe HerE Whes 2 o 3 0 3 -
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) R 20| XI&A AN £0iH

= = X
AKX Ox o HIR|E Es| M= ¥ B p- HID

(Smeim) AIE Events Total Events Total Value
oooaS B e 2 o 1 0 19 -
bog,  RHE AzmEeEg 0 24 0 2% -
Eljezi RS 4 0 55 1 60  1.000
@o17) R 0AlQ] 2t 8 55 18 60  0.073
FHE[E MR 23 0|2, £=(71aX 2A), A, =2y 2
E'ZC(’%%V)' oot FIEE 2H 1 a7 4 43 NS

. WO Qs T 23 -
“Qg?ga . | 0 26 0 23
(2016) T EE, 0 26 1 23 R
booe  er? mzomsEeua o 3% 0 37 -
ooos)? #Z TlEE B e o 16 0 19 -

; B E|E{ AfOl T2 =X}
L:zo(l)'!ﬁllg)r —‘?—ﬂﬁ ;I: 1| 1 (== L"I_ T O 46 O 50 _

POD, postoperative day; IV PCA,Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia: CEl, Continuous epidural
infusion; M,Month; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant
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& 119014 oF2 2 Ha8o] HshA Busdleh. FasH 04 U TE, Jtee 2 S,
22, 214, 4B oG] SHIE|QlTh. OFE ALgel nhE thREo] Bk 8o theA] T 2 ot
Aol7} giglot, 1810] Ed(Elieri et al,, 2012)004 44 H9129] 2|44 Sank2A] FolyiZol
SOk 5l x| vt 041 8l T, ek of el 581 A1, 7], of X}zl B M WAsi

E39[88ra0H

ofok
ofr
0
0

=X =\ CHZ=Rt
I AR E pric — i P~ ya
(EHAT) ME  Events Total Events Total Vvalue
ey 7E
. [oFN M 47 10 43 NS

e e

1E 2 47 4 43 NS
Viatiila oM EE E POD1T 15 26 18 23 NR
(2016) loft

25 POD3 1 26 1 23 NR
é%a%;a' ook QAW IE PODT [0 44  [0] 41 NS [medan]
ooy HAE eNEsIs POD2 5 20 4 19 1
52”512;) 2x2 4& 3Nl TE POD3 1 55 8 60 0.022
Z’éﬁ'i{ ox2 4435 oMmTE NR 46 NR 50 NS
71528 S I2aE 2Ag
('\ggt%i oI 7R POD1 1 26 1 23 NR
ooy eerE g e 0 4 0 4 -
AR Oy
(Azr&og; olopz HR} 3 746 4 739  0.620
(legqlg)awicz ook DTt EIK 0 47 2 43 NS
protGE L o 4 0 41 -
ooy AT BRI Ty 0 20 1 19 NS
Eljezi ) 0T} H AR 2 55 13 60 0.005
o17) T

K NR NR -
(ongﬁ'g; oxE  AEEY O 4 0 50 -
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NEC FEOIE H2L)RAZO| XI&H FADRK| £0i8

=x =T e
JHAM oy AW E =y W " P~ ua
(EmA) Al™ Events Total Events Total Value
A O
o) HEMXICE 11 746 9 739  0.980
Amour AMESHEOZ X|@st AT
(2019) okt KAl By 7= 12 746 10 739 0.680
AEK| 8 746 11 739  0.530
(FZ'%r]ef'S'; ook AMNE 0 27 1 28 1.000
At 9 44 14 41 022
S 3 4 3 41T
Agarwal ojor =24 o8 0 44 0 41 -
@013 A= ERE
HFAIRICH 0 44 1 41 0.482
MR 140 4
Eliezi =5 AlLE OFX]
(2017) =bN= e g 0 bb 2 60 0.497
Fortier o= ARF A -
(2012) =bN= MEAFEM 0 46 0 50
557 O
Fiorelli olof 27\ 1 27 2 28 1.000
T/l
(2016) 2| & 1 27 1 28 0.400
ZAORE =X 2
(“gggtgi olofE  BADK =4 o 2% 0 23 -
oo e sy o 4 0 41 -
booe) BT A0 4 o 3% 0 37 -
(Dz%vgg;‘g dopr oz =y o 6 0 19 -
7t
2*2%% olopm  uHE s 1 26 1 25 NR
Hong o= HEd Hstoz oI6t
017) TR olet ymipa ot o240 24 R
el SR 24 e otaiE e 0 44 1 4 0482
Fortier o= o
(2012) 22Xz QL NR 46 NR 50 NS

LA, local anesthetic; POD, postoperative day; PACU, postanesthetic care unit; PONV, postoperative
nausea and vomiting; IV PCA,Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia; CEl, Continuous epidural infusion;
M,Month; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant

40



2.2, 5t

Z 154" W73 &olA9Y A&EA ZAntA] FoqH(Continuous Wound Infusion, CWD)<]
Ay s 1‘?—1—3} ot 23] A= 3A 55 A5t e SXEA 7 v e g A ESlAL
Zr AR = 2 FEHE o] S A Aok

2.2.1. ZFH|W

221.1. 538

55 Ao gIF-E VAS(Visual Analogue Scale) 2 o]-8slo] FA45 &5, ol 5% 55 5°] Hal%
At 55 FA-E Hsh S 39 5 282 T 7H o)t Ko7t ¢l ar, AR ¥ W ek 1Hof A
Al Ao SATR & Y 29| FAuHA] FoHE T A AYo|A 55 F7t o R0l
LJ-OH';]-

E3.10 [8R+20ig-823)] 2itd: 83 F+ (RIEH|w)

=X =Xt XA
i1x1xr A E =3 M i o~ W
(M) M3 mean SD  Total mean SD  Total Vvalue
vs. YU} SSXPIIEHH
Liu VAS(FAIE) wElped 60 = 60  0.05
(2015) VAS(O|S5) Jejz 60 Jejz 60 0.05
vs. ool ¢
POD 1 2= 41 2= 27 0.52
(2016) POD 3 Jefm 41 WLt 27 NS
POD 4 2= 41 = 27 NS
vs. MZA xjct
PO Oh Jejz 46 Jejz 44 <0.026 favour C
VAS(EAIE)
POD1,
POD2 ez 46 2= 44 NS
PO Oh ez 46 2= 44 {0.003 favourC
PO 1h 2= 46 = 44 {0.003 favourC
Fortier PO 3h o 46 = 44 NS
(2012)
ful pas el s
VAS(IAS) PO 6h ez 46 ez 44 {0.003 favour C
PO12h e hes 46 sz 44 {0.003 favourC
POD 1 e pes 46 sz 44 {0.003 favourC
PO 36h ez 46 Jej= 44 NS
POD 2 ez 46 2T 44 NS

POD, postoperative day: PO, postoperative; h, hour; VAS, visual analogue scale; NR, Not report; NS, Not
significant
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F2HE-H=2)R

PI=2| X[EH A0 £0iE

2212 22 FH TS

Sam}A)
T, e

M| AH|Z

Sofyjo] 417
ES R F

JAFTHET & & 1 AFo A =&
St A-HLiu et al., 2015; Jaroszewski et al., 2016)Z23}]

FF7HA

1

H3.11 [ER+2018-823) sy & T F71 XSH AH|IE (RIHH| W)
1K} IR o =y M= e o oym
(EHei) H AH mean SD Total mean  SD Total value
vs. HULf SSX7IEHE
PO12h 333 241 24 323 246 24 0.803
|(_2Ilé15) HE|C] AH[2E mg POD1 646 232 24 824 246 24 0.438
Om 729 361 24 1059 391 24 0926
vs. 299 ¢
POD1 | E= 41 = B 27 0.28
Jarosze ZEH S o o
ek OflE-uQrAmPor g POD2 = 41 = 27 NS
(016)  (Morphine-equ POD3 Jegm 41 Qe 27 NS
ivalent opioid)
POD4 L= ey 41 = 27 NS
vs. A R
: POD1 35.9 NR 46 26.5 NR 44 0.0036
Fortier DEm AH mg
(2012) POD2 N NR 46 NR NR 44 NR
M, month; POD, postoperative day. PO, postoperative; h, hour; VAS, visual analogue scale; NR, Not

report; NS, Not significant
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55 A4E= giHE VAS (Visual Analogue Scale), NRS (Numeric Rating Scale) 2 VRS (Verbal
Rating Scale)@t 2 L & o|&slo] HUE ot 55 A5 Hugt 5 12719 Fd& HES 23t
4HofA] 2]4x T A o dollA] o RYIE Y FARRA| FofHo] dixTE T ¥ fofstA 55 A7t
L, 11 9 oA = 7 X ReIRt Zo 7t @il

E3.12 [8R+20ig-823)] 2itd: 83 F+ (E8H|w)

XX} =54 SZ T
(& ZIX|E = P~ Hm
o) AI™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total Vvalue
vs. £X|z
POD 1 38 25 24 35 25 24 (NS
Hong  VAS POD 2 26 18 24 27 17 24 (NS)
(2017)  (physiotherapy &) pop 3 15 17 24 16 20 24 (NS)
POD 4 11 16 24 13 15 24 (NS
0Oh,1h,3h,
_ 6h,12h
SAI= » 14,
VAS(EAIE) POD1 36h, ez 46 ez 50 NS
Fortier POD2
(2012) Oh,1h,3h,
. 6h,12h
|7§ y y
VAS(7|12E) POD1.36h. 2z 46 2z 50 NS
POD2
vs. {9
_ POD1 34 22 594 35 23 600 0.31
NRS(FAIE)
Amour POD2 29 23 544 31 23 559 0.350
(2019) _ POD1 4 15 592 4 14 592 035
NRS(OI5Z
POD2 1 12 535 1 13 547  0.660
Florkie BAIZEZX ~POD2 I 47 I 43 0.630
wicz
2019) S BEAEZ  ~POD2 E = 47 Jeo 43 0.793
PO 6h 72 08 27 73 06 28 (NS) P01
VAS(EAIS POD1 5.1 0.7 27 6 0.7 28 S)
Fiorelli POD2 47 0.7 27 5.9 0.6 28 S
(2016) PO 6h 75 06 27 76 04 28 (NS
VAS(7|E5) POD1 65 08 27 66 07 28 (NS
POD2 5.9 0.7 27 6.7 0.7 28 (S)
Mattila POD1 I 26 I 23 NS
OPS score
(2016) POD2 = 26 Jem 23 NS
Agarvl PO 6h 25 (0050 44 [1] [0040 41 037 [pegian
o3 VAS IQR]
POD1 2 00300 44 [25] [1040 41 011 -
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NEC

FEONE-H=2) 722 XIEX A0 N F0H

PO 4h SR 20 SR 19  NR
; PO 12h S 20 S 19 <0.05
Az EZ favour |
POD1 SR 20 S 19  NR
Elijezi POD2 = 20 = 19 0.05
(2012) PO 4h BEE 20 BE e 19 NR
PO 12h a3z 20 SR 19  NR
0|85 &3 favour |
POD1 a3z 20 S 19 <0.05
POD2 a3z 20 S 19  NR
S NR 35 NR 35 NS
PO 4h SR 12 BRI 12 NS
PO 8h S 12 S 12 0.05 (25%
POD o 12 o 12 NS favour|
White POD2 a3z 12 S 12 <0.05
(003) VAS PO 4h BRI 12 BRI 12 (0.05
PO 8h iz 12 sz 12 {0.05 0.5%
POD o 12 e 12 0.05 favourl
POD2 b 12 b 12 (0.05
o overall VAS 16 (09 16 26 (11) 19 0005
Hong  VAS POD 1 38 25 24 38 23 24 (NS)
(2017)  (physiotherapy &)  pPOD 2 26 18 24 3 23 24 (NS

POD, postoperative day; PO, postoperative; h, hour; VAS, visual analogue scale; OPS, objective pain
scale(OPS score, 0 = no pain, 1= 3 = mild pain, 4-5 = moderate pain, 6-8 = severe pain, and 9 = worst
possible pain); NR, Not report; NS, Not significant
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(HErEA AT}

55 2] el & 7 1Y AT 2 52U A9 FAX R} BAIR Lo HEREAS 4238519t
6HS o2 & T 1L AYO] ‘FAA| B A4 9 ds 2IHIE3R.0), FAA B3 = TE
BAR9] A&4 FATHA FolHat oF U BX 2 f-28t Zjol7t QIS oAt
(Standardized mean difference, SMD) 0.35, 95% A1Z|7-7HConfidential interval, CI) -0.73~0.03,
=78%). & 5 29 A|A 9 HlekEA A3} melAo] 7153 4HS it 2 ‘FAX ES HAS S
ISIITHIE3.7). 5 5 2Y A1F 9 FAA B3 & BR 9 &4 arAuA| T
Qo & R FFZE 25k 2ol 7E JIRATHSMD -0.51, 95%CI -1.18~0.15, 1*=89%).

Ir

cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Tofal Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
111 F NS
p_Hong 2017 3| 25 24 | 25 24 15.4% 0.12 [-0.45, 0.68]
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 24 154% 0.12 [-0.45, 0.68]

Heterogeneity: Mat applicable
Test for overall effect 2= 041 (P = 0.68)

1.1.2 Placebo

p_Aganwal 2013 2 222 44 25 2122 41 18.1% -0.22 [-0.65,0.20] T
p_Amour 2019 34 22 594 3 23 BO0 231% -0.04 [-0.16, 0.07] =
p_Dowling 2003 1.6 089 16 26 141 19 12.9% -0.96 [1.67,-0.26] -
p_Fiorelli 2016 51 07 27 6 07 28 151% -1.27 [-1.85,-0.68] -
p_Hong 2017 3| 25 24 3| 23 23 15.3% 0.00 [-0.57, 0.57] 1
Subtotal (95% CI) 705 711 84.6% -0.44 [-0.89, 0.00] -

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.20; Chi®= 22.43, df= 4 (P = 0.0002), F= 82%
Test for overall effect 2= 1.94 (P = 0.05)

Total (95% CI) 729 735 100.0% 0.35 [-0.73,0.03] <

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.16; ChiF= 23.05, df= 5 (P = 0.0003); F= 78% ” 5 7 1 4
Testfor overall effect Z=1.80(F = 0.07) W o "

Testfor subnroun difierences: Ghit= 2 33 df= 1 (F= 013 F= 571% Favours [CWII- Favours [eontrol}

02 3.6 VIS 82Z] FAA 55 H4-42 5 1U(HEHD) 2713

A

cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% CI IV. Random, 95% CI
1.21 FAANE
p_Hong 2017 B 18 24 717 24 241% -0.06 [-0.62, 0.51] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 24 24 241% -0.06 [-0.62, 0.51] -

Heterageneity: Mat applicable
Testfor overall effect Z= 019 (P =0.85)

1.2.2 Placebo
p_Amour 2018 29 23 544 31 23 559 258% -0.09 [-0.20,0.03] -
p_Fiarelli 2016 47 07 27 59 06 28 23.0% -1.82[2.45,-1.18] -
p_Hong 2017 B 18 24 323 24 240% -0.24 [F0.81,0.33] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 505 611 75.9% -0.68 [-1.62, 0.26] "*"'
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.63; Chi®= 27 64, df=2 (P = 0.00001});, F=93%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.41 {(P=0.16)

-

Tatal (95% CI) 619 635 100.0% -0.51[-1.18,0.15]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.40; Chi*= 27.74, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); F= 89% f
Testfor averall effect Z2=1.51 (P=0.13)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi®=1.23, df=1{P=027), F=187%

=

T
=}
(X3
=

13 3.7 [EF4a0ig 888 84lM 83 B2 £ 22(88HIL) =18
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F2HE-H=2)R

PI=2| X[EH A0 £0iE

2.2.2.2. & 5 It MEH AH|H
& T 7 ASA AH|ERS B S 12719 912 AES 27, 9Hof|A A4 A ol oA &
FRAR 9] A A Fofo] i2FE T} o] F-ooHA 7T XEA| Ao A oAM=
5 2 7ol Aol 7t glditt.
H 313 [ERES20HE -82Y) ety 2 5 71 ZISH AH|F (HEHH|w)
174t , o 5H Sz e " wm
20 ZWNE o9
(& 2| # A®  mean SD  Total mean SD Total Value -
AHT)
vs. £X|&
Elijezi [median,
Qo17) ZEWAHY  mg POD3  [43] [2556] 55  [45] [35615 60 0.160 jga "
Fotler com au  mg POD1I 359 NR 46 393 NR 50 0.016
(2012) POD2 NR NR 46 185 NR 50 -
vs. {47
(Azg‘fg)r MY 22HY mg ~POD2 [24] [11-43] 719 [27] [13-48] 714  0.01 {gg]dia”*
ok PO 6h 0 1 47 1 1 43 0.045
orkie 2N T=
wiz oS mg PODI1 29 13 47 31 17 43 0774
(2019) ° POD2 63 24 47 64 30 43 0793
o 0-6h 26 05 27 27 04 28 NR
ol F7tE2H uyml 18240 31 07 27 34 03 28 MR
42-48h 17 06 27 2.1 04 28 NR
Mattle o mg/ 0-24h 068 025 26 063 03 23 0559
(2016) = kg 24-48n 02 018 26 0.16 0.1 23 0.267
Agarwal - OFHSALA|
1 oo POD1 o 44 W E=S 41 NS
Ob SEEAMRE  mg POD2 201 [18® 20 301 (B 19 0036 |05
Abbasi  OFHRALA|
0012 At mg 11 08 18 37 13 18 0.02
Tiots oo mg/ POD1 005 008 35 02 04 37 0007
(2009) = kg POD2 003 006 3 02 06 37 008
PO 4h ez 12 ez 12 NS
mg  POD1 ez 12 W E=S 12 NS 025%
White D2 AR POD2 2T 12 2T 12 NS
(2003 (PCA) PO 4h ez 12 ez 12 NS
0.5%
mg PODI1 b= 12 ez 12 €05
POD2 ez 12 ez 12 ¢0.05
Dowliing ~ TIA| OF2fY .
0003 A=K mg ~POD3 473 (333) 16 787 (613) 19 0.038

M, month; POD, postoperative day; PO, postoperative; h, hour; VAS, visual analogue scale;

report; NS, Not significant
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T2 A0 o] MRS =)
g AIN4H, T1 3.8). e F FHABA AHF2 s
i 7} SIRATHSMD -0.26, 95% CI -0.57~0.06,
IR va F 29 AHY e 5 37 ASA 20 & T

29 A0 G T 37 AEA 2012 S B9mO) A TATEA

o,

>~

i

_O‘l‘.

» 3B
T

£,
32

cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Mean SO Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
2.1.1 Placebo
p_Fiarelli 2016 31 07 27 34 03 8 12.1% -0.55 [-1.08,-0.01] —
p_Florkiewicz 2019 8 13 47 1 17 43 30.4% -0.13[-0.55, 0.28] ——
p_Mattila 2016 068 0.25 26 063 03 23 M.0% 0.18[-0.38,0.74] -
p_Tirotta 2009 0.05 0.08 35 02 04 37 26.4% -0.51 [F0.88,-0.04] —
Subtotal {95% Cl) 135 131 100.0% -0.26 [-0.57, 0.06] s 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi=4.91 df=3{P=018), F= 39%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.62 (P=0.11)

Total (95% CI) 135 131 100.0% -0.26 [-0.57, 0.06] s 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi=4.91 df=3{P=018), F= 39%
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.62 (P=0.11)

Testfor subaroun differences: Mot annlicable

18 3.8 [8R4+a(HE-84F) & & 7t USH AHlE-+2 £ 12 (He|w) 213

-4 -2 0 2 1
Favours [CWI]  Favours [control]

Cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% ClI
2.2.1 Placebo
p_Amour 2019 24 237 T4 27 25493 714 181% -0.12[-0.22,-0.02] -
p_Eljezi 2012 20 1037 20 3001037 19 11.0% -0.94 [-1.61,-0.28] -
p_Fiorelli 2016 1.7 0.6 27 21 0.4 28 137T% -0.78 [-1.33,-0.23] -
p_Florkiewicz 2019 63 24 47 B4 30 43 17.8% -0.04 [-0.45, 0.38] —
p_Mattila 2016 0.2 018 26 016 0.1 23 13.3% 0.27 [0.30, 0.83] T
p_Tirotta 2008 0.03 006 35 n.z 0.6 37 161% -0.39 [-0.86, 0.08] ]
Subtotal (95% CI) 874 864 100.0% -0.28 [-0.56, 0.00] L 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 007, Chi*=1415 df=4{P=0.01);, F=65%
Testfor overall effect £=1.94 (P =0.048)
Total (95% CI) 874 864 100.0% -0.28 [-0.56, 0.00] ‘
Heterogeneity, Tau= 0.07; Chi*= 1415, df= 5 (P=0.01}; F= 65% f f t i

-4 -2 0 2 4

Testfor overall effect Z=1.95 (P =0.05) Favours [CWI] Favours [control]

Testfor suboroun differences: Mot apolicable

1% 3.9 [8R4+a(1E-848) & & 7t USH AHlE-+2 £ 2 (He|y) 213
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) R 20| XI&A AN £0iH

3.1.1. ZFH[u

3.1.1.1. Mg 33 83

Al T o] e85l tishAl &= w2 FoJgt Ao |7t gl A 0= B sl o) UF Atof|A

1HWu et al., 2018)°4 & F-RI29] X &3] FAnEA| Fofo] HuiE
Z27FZAHIV PCA)E T 719 A(incision exudation)©] 82514 ©f 285199, o= 13
(Aratijo et al., 2017)°l4= & F-RI=9] X&4 Fant3{A] Fofro] thRQl el Hrt
7o) B o] Aot 11 99 a4 Ale TR S Aol Jlo] Xt f-2JRt Apo) 7t
AUt

H3.14 [ER2015-547)] QN Al #E 83 (218 W)
1X{ X} =3 S == Vo
x2g AMK|E .
(EHeis) =28 i AlH  Events Total Events Total value 1
(BEH) &3
Lee Ary 0 20 0 22 -
oo VPR o e 2 -
Zheng oZ5 Es 0 25 0 25 -
9 VPR e 0 2% 0 2% -
Klot dural 25t 258 7 31 10 31 NS
otz epidura =
(2020) analgesia =2 §ES _ 7 31 6 31 NR
S A5 2AE 0 31 3 31 NR
Aratijo epidural
(2017) analgesia Chs POD1 17 25 4 25 0.0004
Zheng epidural CRERES 0 25 0 25 -
(2016) analgesia A2t 0 25 0 o5 —
el 1 14 1 11 NR
oSt BAE 0 14 0 1 _
Barr epidural 5 -
(2015) analgesia 3%'}'2 )‘i?i'x T 0 14 0 1
U HoOO (ﬁo%oa 3 14 2 11 NR

% 0
=
H(I)ﬂ
{
L
U
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1X{ X} £3 Sz =& P~
1 =2 HMK|T HIT

(STAT) f 3 B Al  Events Total Events Total value 2
U NR 26 NR 24 0.66

Jouve epidural 30 A 1 26 0 24 NR

(2013) analgesia  RER && 2 26 1 24 0.59
S84 sY 1 26 0 24 0.33
U 1 17 1 14 NR
AZI5F HARR Z

Bounlind  epidural ;1}%;};‘1 0 17 0 7

(2013) analgesia cTC BHooS
(RIYEE, ZhA 3 17 2 14 NR
BEEESE)
Anastomotic

Mungroop  Epidural dehiscence 2 55 / 47 0.0767

2016 PCA i

(2016) postoperative . 55 4 47 01750
bleeding

Kadam nerve I AR 12 41 7 40 NR

(2019) block i ] 2 41 1 40 NR

AlE 29 49 2 OjaHtS

Beaussier |\ it ion NS 2Y 1 30 3 29 NR

019) =jeo) S2kajm] 16 30 22 29 NR

boig  VPCA  AReium 4 20 0 20 (005

Capdevila |/ pep WS S48 ™ 4 19 11 20 NR

(2017) =S 2 0 19 0 20 -

ooe VPCA RS Y h o 20 0o 2 -

Kong S 12h 0 29 - -

(2014) v PCA RS 2 POD1 0 29 0 31 -

Do VPCA 34 EE YN0l A 0 10 0 -

onevRCA  Aleel 2 4 3% 1 3 036

oo THEIE 29 2 2 19 0 19 MR

0000 e EMwe 2 o 31 1 31 MR

ooty e, @b POD2 2 25 1 25 100

Capdevila  epidural EONES sS4l ™ 4 19 11 20 NR

(2017) analgesia  FI|EQ| 2t 0 19 0 20 -

Ban015)  ShS BA3ore 0 14 1 11 NR
R 4 0 12 3 13 NR  appen
HISEIR} = ZIHE9 _ decto

Machoki epidural AHS 0 12 0 13 my

(2015) analgesia  HI|EQ| ZtH 0 18 0 17 - oot
=] |-§EJ‘II’ _EEi Iﬂ7 =Ho aparo
lg_H;zo = H‘l—l’l 0 18 O 17 _ omy

Kiioo1a) S ATl wopy 0 24 23 -

e G- LU=, 1 26 0 24 033

Boulind epidural DA YHE, CHey

(2013) analgesia  Z7|EH™ 0 17 L 14 NR

Renghi epidural RS Ay 2y 1 30 1 29 NS

(2013) analgesia  HJHEQ| HE 2y 0 30 1 29 NS

ONeill epidural WS 4 0 29 0 29 -

(2012) analgesia  EI{EQ| ZtZI0| At 3M 3 26 2 24 NR
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

1X{ X} =3 Sz =z P
) =2 AR E H|Z
(STAT) f 3 23 Al  Events Total Events Total value 2
Almeida Epidural A st Ex PO1-
(2011) PCA )\|E—‘?—‘cl)'| )EP—!\_I' &3 6h 1 19 1 19 NR
Mungroop  Epidural D[=AEY BEE 0 55 2 47 NR
(2016) PCA ANeE9 4Y 0 55 1 47 NR
gg?gr)"d‘a' CEl HIjY st 1 50 0 50 1.00
gg#g\)/vad CE| sz 2 46 4 44 0.43
Bortodl =29 4Y 1 53 2 53 NS
oo CE +529 82 0 8 1 5 NS
)5t AIER S o 1 53 0 53 NS
o e £8 T 247 0o 27 0 27 -
é'gﬁ%; ol 24 U 1 29 NR 25 -
o e 4259 Bz 2 29 0 36 0.18
7HEE 2| EE 01, =7 IEXEA), A, EA o
e wecA  FIEIE BR B 1 19 0 20 NR
Kong IAOEH F 3 29 - 31 -
oy VPA T SiEE = o 2 29 = 31 -
Doh e HHIE B B 1 20 0 20 0349
oo THEIE 22, o 0 19 2 19 MR
o) e TIEIE| PRt s o 3 5 31 MR
oo e 2 s T 2 o
oo e, EXIZHE TS Ay o 10 4 10 NR
Munarooo  Eoidural 7IHIE HE A 4 55 7 47  0.3375
(2018) ° ea FHEIE] 4 1 55 0 47 NR
EZ=OZ FH|E H|AH 1 55 0 47 NR
priiies dEERER ' 0 20 0349
UNH pEE20Z o )
Boroglo o, oIt 7|ElE] 015 ses 8 2 o
(2012) Oil71x] 242 7HHE] MA 1 53 1 53 NS
7HEE 1Y 1 53 0 53 NS
Kadam nerve failed block 0 41 1 40 NR
(2019) block EEEES 2 41 2 40 NR
oA ONE < E R REE o 3 0 3 -
LA, local anesthetic. POD, postoperative day; PONV, postoperative nausea and vomiting: [V

PCA, Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia; CEl, Continuous epidural infusion; M,Month; AE, adverse
events; SAE, serious adverse events; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant
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oFE T 7282 HAljt 20719 £3 F 1380 o TR0 A&2] SArEA] Fofo] tizto]

goH 515, FAl 5o FAE o] H AUt 11 o] 16¥oM=

oo —-_L-O = = —d
1% R - &y %"“i‘ - “t“ﬁ‘ " wm
= o F<NLI JNE x vents vents al
(SmoIE) o Al™E (mean.SD) Total (mean.SD) Total value
(BEH) B&8
Lee o 01 SHH= _
Dowidar nerve TloH S _
(2016) block LA e B3 0 30 0 30
o= HXIR _ appendect
Machoki  epidural = TS 0 12 0 13 omy
(2015) analgesia oz oxig 18 0 17 _ laparotom
y

Renghi epidural 2= U ES PODO 4 30 1 29 NR
(2013) analgesia  Of= TP SHHAZ POD1 4 30 2 29 NR
D
boig  VPCA oY 3 e (140,059 20 (220,077) 20 (0.0
Capdevila |/ pep M POD3 10 19 17 20 NR  favourl
(2017) TE POD3 4 19 10 20 NR
2o weca o4 3 REX (12040 25 (96,067 25 00

1h 3 20 2 22 0.555
} 1-6h 3 20 1 22 0.249
(2651 6 IVPCA QA Y 3E POD1 1 20 3 22 0.945

POD2 0 20 0 22 -

POD3 0 20 1 22 0.335
Kong Al q 12h (028,05 29 (0.71,06) 31 0.004
ooiy ~ VPCA  PHRTE PODI_ (027,06) 29 (0.73,05) 31 NR__favour|
Magnani \V PCA Q4 POD1 1 10 5 10 NR
(2006) IE POD1 0 10 1 10 NR
Cheong
Othman epidural o
(2018) analgesia QA Gl IE POD1 0 20 2 20 NS
Capdevila  epidural 24 POD3 10 19 6 20 NR
(2017) analgesia LE POD3 4 19 2 20 NR
Aratjo epidural
2017) analgesia QM A JE POD2 7 25 2 25 0.138
Zheng epidural
(2016) analgesia QA I JIE* (12,041 25 (1.32,056) 25 NR favour |
Kilic epidural 24 8 24 13 23 NS
(2014) analgesia & 24 12 23 0.025
Jouve epidural o
(2013) analgesia 2 Y FE 0 26 1 24 0.79
ONeill epidural 0.00
(2012 analgesia LdHTE 0 29 1 29 1
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

x =X Sz =z
(%1:&) EH;E F<iUoNE ;II,, Events Total Events Total pl_ H|1
- ° S (mean,SD) ' °2 (mean,SD) O Valueé
) ) PACU 4 19 2 19 0.374
oo R oy g 6h 5 19 2 19 0181
POD2 6 19 4 19 0.456
Narayan
(2021) CEl QMU HE 3 20 2 20 0.633
Ammianic 0 34 50 37 50 0.74
kal CEl QM JE* 11 50 8 50 NR
(2018 2 5 50 5 50 NR
Elshamaa
(2016) CEl MY JE 0 29 1 30 0.30
12h = 53 2= 53 NS
Bertoglio Al ol POD1 = 53 ez 53 0.02 favour|
ooy SHATE PoD2  JIHE 53 J#E 63 0.01 favour|
POD3 Je= 53 = 53 0.007 favourl
Kadam nerve
Hotta nerve 24 16 27 15 27 0.78
(2016) block T—E 8 27 7 27 0.76
Klasen nerve o Tscore2
(016)  block ZHETE 5 29 5 25 08 gy
Chandon nerve o
0 53 63 43 61 0.114
Lalmand intratheca o 1 5 63 4 61 NR
(2017) | infusion LdHTE 2 4 63 3 61 NR
3 1 63 6 61 NR
2h 2 22 0 24 NR
Kainu intratheca ol 3h 0 22 2 24 NR
(2012) linfusion = POD1 1 22 5 24 NR
POD2 0 22 0 24 -
712 S s 2xg
Wu ox
(2018) IV PCA 07423 1 20 6 20 {0.05
Aratjo epidural o=
(2017) analgesia /=S 2 25 0 25 0.49
ONeill epidural g
(2012) analgesia 4 6 29 17 29 0.007
. ) PACU 0 19 1 19 0.311
oo e g 6h 0 19 4 19 0039
POD1 0 19 9 19  <0.001
Narayan ox _
Elshamaa o=
Hotta nerve o=
Chandon nerve o=
Qo1 block ‘=S 6 29 7 36 09
0 32 63 26 61
Lalmand intratheca o 1 11 63 20 61
(2017) linfusion * oT=S 2 16 63 13 61 0967
3 4 63 2 61
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18x  OiEZ o =3 SA= FES .
) o ZX| = AE Events . . Events | H|Z
= = = (mean,SD) (mean,SD) value
2h 10 22 19 24 NR favour |
i et 3h 11 22 20 24 NR favour |
ainu intratheca ox .
2012) linfusion iz 6-12 h 9 22 17 24 NR
POD1 1 22 4 24 NR
POD2 0 22 0 24 -
AZsts O
Wu(2018) IVPCA  Z 2 20 8 20 {0.05
0-1h 11/8/1/0/0 20 10/8/1/3/0 22 0.219
. 1-6h  11/8/0/1/0 20 16/5/1/0/0 22  0.651 score:
(26061 6 IVPCA  ZIH 4 POD1  19/0/0/1/0 20 20/0/2/0/0 22  0.489 1/2/3
POD2  20/0/0/0/0 20 22/0/0/0/0 22 - /45
POD3  20/0/0/0/0 20 22/0/0/0/0 22 -
POO 2= 25 2= 25 {0.01 favourl
6h sz 25 ez 25 {0.01 favourl
Zheng xix| AT 12h 2z 25 Jajz 25  (0.05 favour |
cote ~ VPCA TeEs PODT  J#Z 25 J#Z 25 NS
36h 2= 25 o= 25 NS
POD2 2= 25 = 25 NS
Lee UNERS 0 20 0 22 -
otle  VPCA =g 0 20 0 2 -
Magnani = —
(2006) IV PCA £E 0 10 0 10
Cheong WS Y B _
(2001) IV PCA St 0 35 0 35
Gathege  epidural  HPIS(LA) 0 19 0 19 -
(2021) analgesia  1101Z(opioid) 0 19 0 19 -
Othman epidural
(2018) analgesia EE 0 20 ! 20 NS
Aratijo epidural A _
(2017) analgesia SRS 0 26 0 24
POO 2= 25 2= 25 NR
6h 2= 25 2= 25 NR
Zheng epidural gy myat 12h iz 25 ik k=t 25 NR
(2016) analgesia —° =T POD1 3= 25 = 25 NR
36h 2= 25 o= 25 NR
POD2 2= 25 2= 25 NR
opdurel - iz 1 55 0 47 NR
Mungroop  Epidural o
(2016) CA =Y 1 55 0 47 NR
Epidural 3353
PCA  (self-limiting) 0 95 2 47 R
Fassoulaki  Epidural 545 sy PO 1M 15 30 19 34  0.638
(2014) analgesia 7 =% PO 3M 5 29 8 34 0.539
PAOUTh  [1,0-1] 26 [0, 0-1] 24 0.46
Jouve Epidural & & PAUX [0, 0-1] 26 [0, 0-1] 24 0.77
(2013) analgesia PAU4 [0, 0-0] 26 (05,0075 24 0.46
UNERS 0 26 0 24 -
MEEHH O AS _
Almeida  Epidural E= 54 0 19 NR 19
2011 PCA _
@ orst DEIZEY 0 19 1 19 NR
Elshamaa = *score
(2016) CEl HE 3K} 0 29 0 30 - 20[A}
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

14K WXZ x| =X SH= ES . iie
Ecmog) oo SHRIE AIE (mE;’:n“tSSD) Total (mE(;’::?D) Tl i
Kadam nerve UNEQI QER
(2019)  block  Ct2|o] Ao 0 41 1 40 NR
A 15 29 9 25 04
Chandon  nerve I 4 29 5 36 %0.9 rcnewsgiovm
(2014) block =< : mz(itfrate
sedation
A o
. SEE 1 19 0 20 NR
(Czaoﬂ‘ie)v"a IV PCA
23 0 19 0 20 -
Lee =
(2016) IV PCA K&t 0 20 0 22 -
Gathege Epidural =
(2021) analgesia Az 0 19 1 19 NR
Othman Epidural =
(2018) analgesia MEed 0 20 1 20 NS
Capdevila  Epidural Ky 1 19 2 20 NR
(2017) analgesia oy, 0 19 1 20 NR
borSeoP el xyer, ooy 1 5 0 47 1.00
PACU 0 19 0 19 -
Almeida  Epidural  zysi00 PO 6h 0 19 1 19 0.324
(2011) PCA == .
POD1 0 19 2 19  0.146
oo cE| S 2 20 8 20 0028
HEY 0 29 1 30 030 (080
Elshamaa mmHg
El (50
(2016) c
Ll 0 29 0 30 NS  beats/
min
ool cel S 2 53 5 53 NS
Kadam nerve XYy 2 41 2 40 NR
(2019) block tp= oM 2 41 2 40 NR
Ooand IVPCA e N 0 35 0 3% -
SEA 01y
Wu(2018) IVPCA &I 0 20 7 20  <0.05
Candov HE2E 0 19 0 20 -
apdevila
IV PCA [ I s
(2017) i';ﬂ]; == Icu2d 0 19 1 20 NR
SEAN
HE2E 0 19 1 20 NR
Capdevila Epidural_ ]11|;—‘f arete]
(2017) analgesia igi']fl'l_ o 1CU 2d 0 19 0 20 _
==
Kilic Epidural ==7 _
(2014) analgesia S0 0 24 0 23
g%%y)a” CEl sE2 0 20 0 20 -
Hotta nerve == .
(2016) block e5od 0 27 0 27
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= Sz ZEat

1K ER =x

(§n1|0-|;|‘5) Hm x| B Al ;_: Events . . Events .| V:h_]e H|Z
= ° = (mean,SD) (mean,SD)

TAON] =4 S
Beaussier IV LA HA=EN
(2018) lidocaine (A ZA) 1 30 2 29 NR
I POD2 1 25 0 25 100
Kilic Epidural B
(2014) analgesia LA =d 0 24 0 23
I o 27 o 27 -
7|Et
oo weca Qg 0 10 0 0 -
Cheong =2 g 5 35 6 35 NR
aon. VP Zoom . = - s
érgﬁl% Er?zla(ljguerzlia SH PODT 4 25 0 25 011
Jouve Epidural
(2013) analgesia 2=49 0 26 1 24 0.29
O'Neill epidural  Al=EE #HE 0 29 0 29 -
(2012) analgesia Q| 0 29 13 29 <0.001
o pRauEl oy POD 0 19 i 19 0331
oolar®  cEl or 0 29 i 30 030
Hotta nerve o 0 7 0 ”7 B

(2016) block

LA, local anesthetic; POD, postoperative day: PACU, postanesthetic care unit; PONV, postoperative nausea and
vomiting; IV PCA, Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia: CEl, Continuous epidural infusion; M,Month; NR, Not report;
NS, Not significant

-QAZIRE: *PONV(1, no nausea or vomiting; 2, nausea, no vomiting; 3, nausea and vomiting) Y242 £3; 9/PONV
score(0, no nausea; 1, intermittent mild nause; 2, severe nausea 4, vomiting); TPONV score(1, none; 2, mild; 3,
moderate; 4, severe)

-ZI1H: *Sedation score 5-point scale (0, alert; 1, sedated but arouses to verbal stimuli; 2, sedated but arouses to gentle
tactile stimulation; 3, sedated but arouses to vigorous tactile stimulation; and 4, unarousable); 9|Sedation score(1,
completely awake; 2, drowsy; 3, dozing; 4, mostly sleepy; 5, not responding); T Sedation score(1, anxious and irritable
or dysphoric or both: 2, co—operational, oriented and quiet: 3, responsive to command; 4, asleep, quickly responsive to
light tap or loud auditory stimulus; 5, asleep, slowly responsive to light tap or loud auditory stimulus; 6, asleep, no
response to light tap or loud auditory stimulus)-Ramsay sedation score; ¥ Sedation score(1, wake and alert; 2, awake
and quiet; 3, sleepiness but arousal; 4, deep sleepiness)
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) R 20| XI&A AN £0iH

A& T P52 B3 389 5 2H(Wang et al., 2010; Kushner et al., 2005)014]9t & 29| 29]
A|&2 = 2mt3A| Fofrgo] ti kol Bl | M(ileus) 5 B PS5 FAY0] A1, 1 9] HiFE9]

T 3.16 [En:uu\(yﬂg.gﬂﬁ)] OFX{A: A|§ = 3*%%(%43&”:'._)

=TT = OO [V e (L= =
1X X} Szt =t I
- CHZaAH FzniyNE:d HIT
(EHaT) < 22 Events Total Events Total value 2
EE) 25
Rosetti ojorz AU 0 35 0 34 -
(2021) e K=ot 0 35 0 34 -
EIA 17H O] NS
Peres-Bach _t',_lx,__g_ iIIEMJEI- §|R||_E 6 42 7 43 0.80
elot -?—|%E T o O =
Z|A 17} 0|49 A=
0 ppexgageey 6 2 8 8 08
. H2ret BB
(Bzeoa1u88>Sler T (pETEUY SEF Y 0 30 2 27 NR
BRI 51| Ei557 5)
oh | A4S 2 47 1 47 0.07
Qo R =EZ oy 1 47 0 47 NR
T SESE D) 0 47 1 47 0.06
2ER FE 2 31 0 20 NR
o M 3 31 2 20 NR laparos
oA 1 31 0 20 NR copic
Krishnan o011 IEHHEHZ 1 31 0 20 NR
(2014) e 1 24 1 6 NR
2 THAH 1 24 1 6 NR
& & 0 24 0 6 - open
IEHHE HZ 0 24 0 6 -
GorareserE smEds 9 30 4 30 02
Krishnan ojor Aot 1 31 0 20 NR |apapFiC():SCO
(2014) ks S
0 24 1 6 NR open
Do gz apptemg 0 33 0 34 -
b e JEENg 0 25 0 25 -
Moore olorz A 0 21 0 24 1.00
(2012) T ez 3 21 1 24 0.21
001 iz 4T P 0o 19 0 20 -
Moore oorz o 0 21 0 24 1.00
(2012) T 25 3% 2 21 0 24 0.21
W SE2 ZAM 2 28 9 27 0.02
(2010 o Y 1 28 1 27 NR
FEUS MM 0 28 1 27 NR
Carvalho oorz A& 23 S 0 19 0 19 -
(2010) = 2lgE Exg 0 19 0 19 -
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Rosen

(2009) o »EF RAECHEE #H) 0 37 0 36 -
= o EA =Ht
ST S ' 4% 1 a0 19 40 NS
é‘g{;‘g)er olor AlZISHEAIR
(’&E%“H ﬂfaal':—*“'ol UK 0 40 8 40 0.004
IS, ’S‘JS S8, HAHES)
A HE 0 40 2 40 NR
éuosoger oz Aqag 0 40 2 40 NS
2 A 5 40 5 40 NS
oo Joiz  BxR 0 23 0 24 -
A& 29 24 2 oY
o s oo xe) ey 0 33 0 37 -
o 0 3 0 3 -
glorz
Rosetti ojorm 4 maka)s 0 35 0 34 -
(2021) B olordye: 0 35 0 34 -
Dalmau oot =529 48 10 53 3 46 0.083
(2019 B =4 GSHE AMS 0 53 0 46 -
e 3 1 27 R
R eSS
(I32P5a1n7£;pal ootz (S TA Z9) 2 47 2 47 0.08
=529 4 3 47 5 47 0.06
A%—'?—-?— g 6 33 10 34 0.109
Fustran ojorz EYRESTS
(2015) o e Sl o) 0 3 0 U -
Q| 2 1 31 0 20 NR
N2 Loy 1 31 0 20 NR laparos
Qaio: 0 31 0 20 — copic
Krishnan olorz Cadl 24385 0 31 1 20 NR
(2014) e S 4 3 24 0 6 NR
WSS HOE 0 24 0 6 - ooen
Qe 2 24 0 6 NR P
Cadl 24385 0 24 0 6 -
gg?gi)i olotz R EE S 0 40 0 40 -
Moore oorz e = -rE—r Pl U 2 21 1 24 0.59
(2012) BT 0 21 0 24 1.00
ggyg) ook HINEQ A 2 28 27 061
010 stz AR 2 o 2 1 22 MR
Rosen oorz QA 2 37 1 36 NR
(2009) T = omy 1 37 0 3  NR
Lavand'hom HIHEQ 4 0 30 0 30 -
gforz _
2007 B e xE Ko o 3 0 3 -
Efe0) 26t 14 143 13167 __NR
Polglase ootz RS 4g 10 143 6 167 NR
(2007) el EHE0] 0[5t Al 2 143 7 167 NR
NS Qe % 1 143 4 167 NR
Baig(2006) flot=t N2 4 1 35 1 35 NR
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) R 20| XI&A AN £0iH

EDHER =4 CTC grade 1 5 40 3 40 NS
(cellulitis or separation)
DHRY =4, CTC grade 2
Kushner ojorm (superficial  infection  or 0 40 3 40 NS
(2005) e hernia)
DHR?| =4, CTC grade 3
(intravenous  antibiotics  or 2 40 1 40 NS
fascial disruption)
b %eIE EEIMRSRES4sEES 0 29 0 23 -
A0 S < R 0 23 22 -
Schurr olorz S 4 3 72 =8 T2 80|
(2004) T ke sdEs 0 72 e
Telletxea 0%z =2 4 1 43 2 49 1.00
(2016) N FEHQ HE 1 43 1 49 1.00
NS I 1 20 1 24 NS
Lau(2003) = R 4 0 20 1 24 NS
N2 HOE 0 20 1 24 NS
7[HE HX| EHE 01, S+ IEX2A), A, B2y @
Goémez-Rios o Tlay LA _
2022) ok 7HHIH & F2H 0 33 0 37
=g 0 33 0 33 -
Lee(2021 et
sz # FHEE] 22 0 33 0 33 -
(F%Z%S;t)ti = el MO ATy 0 35 0 34 -
Kristensen ° _
o) dor  FHEIE B w4 1 37 0 36  NR
Schurr o s = 72 8i0]
Oz ST O A0 5 20 _ _
Lau(2003) ZX= SN ADS
71HE op& 1 20 - -
7}
Rosetl cpora gy ams o 3 0 % -
Lo sz =Ru s 0 28 1 27 AR
DoRSe Bl AR BN o 143 0 167 -
Wang ° T} SHH=
(2010) @t PCA & 283 15 28 14 27 0.90
Beaussier ° =
(2007) Qlott 1g¥s 0 21 1 21 NR
Lavand'hom
me Qlott oM 2H(ml) 46, 39 30 47,33 30 NS
(2007)
Sanchez ° si=
(2004) Qlott =EES 1 23 0 22 NR

LA, local anesthetic; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant
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OFE X80l T2 H2H8 A 5 268OIH BIEIROH, Fesh 1 B8 Az 04 % TE,
N7 59507, 2), A8, TEA, 8 Solgith. thEe] BRolA T 27k 22jg Aol
AR o4 5H(Dhanapal et al., 2017; Telletxea et al., 2016; Xin et al., 2014; Eldaba et al., 2013;
Forastiere et al., 2008)0I41 5 2.9]29] 2j4:2] FAnlaAEo]to] iz ZRr} 2argo] o 27
T5HATt. WA 13 (Schurr, 20040141 & F-91=9] A&2] FanFA] Fofio] Fute]=#o
ula] 7h2tol4} Tl Ragol o whasisic

H 317 (2245018 227)] oy o2 SAIR (H8H| D)
n E e HZZ
1%} =x Sz =
- CHRE x| E - Events Events H| 11
£ ° = x|
(EmaT) AlE (mean,SD) Total (mean.SD) Total  value

S8 258

OFERARK| 22

oo TS sz mEgOY Y RE NR 33 NR 37 NS
1y, 723
S
2h,6h,
Rosetti ° L 12h,24
oo R QM IEEE Rt oam 35 3T 34 NS
72h
Dalmau ° C
2015 R QM IEEE 2 8 6 46 0.090
24 13 47 21 47 R
Hrfetod
(I32P5a1n7£;pal olorp (BIEH 25t 5 47 11 47 NR
PONV score [0.00-21 47 (2003 47 o001 [mede
0 53 63 49 58
Lalmand o * 1 5 63 3 58
i 2 PONV ; e B 000
3 1 63 1 58
o) oz QN EEFE 5 33 6 34 050
o1 9/ PONVY (175,072 19 (2.4,068) 20  0.006
QM 16 31 12 20 NR laparos
Krishnan olorz TE 14 31 6 20 NR  copic
(2014) ey 16 24 5 6 NR -
2E 6 24 3 6 NP
Do sz Zojst o 43 1 3 030
2h 4 2% 4 25 R
e 3 2% 6 25 R
: QAl POD1
érbs]tgysen ootz 8PM 2 25 0 25 NR
POD2
Sy 1 2% 2 25  NR
IE NR 2 NR 25 NS
o0 srm QMY TE 15 40 12 40 0.32
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

n EJVE] HlZ=2
1 x.lxl. ;x-l ?SXH L [Ln Vo
= L~ F< N 4 Events Events H|1
(EmALT) Al™ (mean,SD) Total (mean.SD) Total  value
Kainu ojorp oAl POD1 1 22 3 20 NR
(20120 e = POD2 0 22 1 20 NR
Wang ootz 4 X 28 7 27 0.29
(2010) o T1E 2 28 1 27 NR
e NR 8 NR 84 S favourl
Polglase ° .
(2007) SN M E=FE 13 143 14 167 NR
Beaussier ° .
0n oz QM EETE 2 21 6 21 NS
Baig(2006) Qo QM EEJE 22 35 25 35 NR
PODO 17 233 50 17 23.3 50 0.4
Wu(2005) ekt QA(VAS) POD1T 16.421.2 50 16.421.2 50 0.07
POD2 54 128 50 54 128 50 0.47
Schurr °
008 oz 4 PODI 9 34 18 37 0054
ol B POD3  [0,0-7] 34 [0,0-8 34 053 |get"
(2015) & POD3 3 34 3 34 1.00
Telletxea ox|2 oM POD2 3 43 9 49 0.10
(2016) B 1E POD2 0 43 7 49 0.01
7182 S IRaE 2Ag
2h,6h,
Rosetti o o= 12h,24
o i JlRgE et Mmooz 3 34 NS
72h
0 32 63 34 58
Lalmand ojor Jlme= 1 11 63 13 58
2017) e eSS 6 63 7 58
3 4 63 1 58
o= laparos
Krishnan ojorz M= 1 31 5 20 NR copic
e 123 10 24 3 6 NR open
2h 10 22 10 20 NR
Kainu olot PIETT=ES 3h 11 22 11 20 NR
(2012) e POD 1 22 3 20 MR
POD2 0 22 0 20 -
Wang ° o=
o0 sz JfigE 1 28 27 NR
Polglase ° o=
o0 sz i8S 2 143 2 167 AR
Telletxea o ox
(2016) e HBHes POD2 0 43 3 49 0.24
f;&yg)) Rz 7SS POD3 [0,0-0.2] 34 [0,0-0.2] 34 0.33
AAEHE O
oot seE 2o Ny 2 53 1 4  NR
oo e TGRS 13 0 43 MR
= laparos
K;&T"’“ oo 28 8 31 6 20 NR C‘(’)pic
Qo1 B 9 24 0 6 NR open
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Sk Bl

1R X} &% P
. CeH X E 4 Events Events H|11
(EmALT) Al™ (mean,SD) Total (mean.SD) Total  value
Xin 0Oh, 8h Jej= 19 Jej= 20 S favour |
(2014) REE PODT. 4= 19 I2m 20 NS
POD2 — B
ggﬁ‘g‘;‘ QlofL P P! 0 40 8 40 NR favour |
" 2t 0 28 2 27 NR
(28;‘8) oofm XX 4 28 4 27 NR
st 0 28 1 27 NR
T e W B W s 5 e
POD1 0 34 3 37 NS
Mo 22
Schurr oporz =S POD2 3 34 2 37 NS
(2004) . PODT 6 34 4 37 NS
= POD2 7 27 1 36 <0.05
g;gga 2%z R POD3  [0,0-0] 34 [0,0-0] 34  1.00
AEA o
ool e xymy 0 47 0 a7 -
(L;(')T%”d ook XBiot 22 63 30 58 0.152
. laparos
gg)sllhégan -?—leE )E!—'?—XJ 1 31 0 20 NR COpiC
0 24 0 6 - open
52'8?2? iz X{&0} 1 40 3 40 NR
Rosen olorz HUM=s 0 37 1 36 NR
(2009) - A= =X 1 37 0 36 NR
SEA Ok
(Dz%igipa' oz W 0 47 0 47 -
8465\)/eland(2 olorz TAAZS 0 39 0 43 _
Eldaba ° ==7 _
Wang o s=7
(2010) Qo SEUE 0 28 3 27 NR
Rosen ° ==7
(2009) Qjokz sE= 0 37 1 36 NR
Polglase ootz I M&S 1 143 0 167 NR
(2007) BT 8 143 7 167 NR
Baig oorz H 2F 0 35 1 35 NR
(2006) B SEIS 0 35 1 35 NR
AR =4 S
Somy O s LATM 54 NR 3 NR 37 NS
Beaussier o LA TN =4 _ _
eo1e) T Gpiop cam P
ool gz T =y o 47 - -
_ B laparos
bom s LASY 0 d 20 copic
24 - 6 - open
Baull oz =4 6 0 -

(2011)

61



NEC FEOIE H2L)RAZO| XI&H FADRK| £0i8

_ EIE H|w ot
1%{%} sy SN2 < P
. CeH X E x4 Events Events H|11
(EmALT) Al™ (mean,SD) Total (mean.SD) Total  value
o) doim  FMEH 0 28 0 27 -
Schurr oporz =4 o POD1 5 34 6 37 NS
(2004) e s POD2 1 34 3 37 NS
(Tze(')'ﬁgea 2i2  LAEM 0 43 - 49 -
7|EfHI 7 | 2 & B 28D
CoBY Rl MmTISAY 5 853 5 46 NR
PG O SN o 47 0 4 -
Cleveland o QI 2 39 1 43 0.46
Slor2
(2015) B AITH A 0 39 0 43 -
) laparos
S ST S L
1 24 0 6 NR open
(EZ'?)?E’? oo Qm 0 40 8 40 NR  favourl
om| 2 37 1 36 NR
?2%?.693 oz SHM 1 37 3 36 NR
S2AEYS
§|]1|§E|E%% 1 37 0 36 NR
on(l)%l%se ootz AR A 4 143 4 167 NR
Baig ojoz ALS XITHAM 8 35 7 35 NR
(2006) R ki T=71 oHl=
bt ®x2 DMl IHy PODT 6 43 34 49 004
Lau(2003) DXz OH| 0 20 1 24 NS

LA, local anesthetic; POD, postoperative day; PACU, postanesthetic care unit; PONV, postoperative nausea and
vomiting; M,Month; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant

*PONV score(1, no nausea or vomiting; 2, nausea, no vomiting; 3, nausea and vomiting) Y242 Z£8; JPONV
score(1=no nausea or vomiting; 2=nausea; 3=vomiting);

*Sedation score; 5-point scale (0, alert; 1, sedated but arouses to verbal stimuli; 2, sedated but arouses to gentle tactile
stimulation; 3, sedated but arouses to vigorous tactile stimulation; and 4, unarousable);
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3.2. 5414

Z 75HoA BEHSE(]E- 37049 X144 =AuA] FoH(Continuous Wound Infusion,
CWDS] a3H A3E B siint. a3 dik= 3| 55 A4t e 5 J8A| 371 AvRFo g JLEs)
AL, ZF AIR| HE QI RAE R Uo] AE AASFIL

S 9120 A4 ARl T 7|2 55 2 NS 4 v|wste] AHE It A7,
AU 5, U BEA I, o] 29, el BEAkEA, 447 Aue] 79,

& FR9 A& FanFA| Foi} 7|E 552 dH 1185 A& vlalste] 234 B9 363
= ZRI5I L, AR SRt Ao F415 85 0165 65 59 55 AaE Ealska itk
AUy 275 2RI ¥ 2s 7H F 3H(Wu et al., 2018; Capdevila et al., 2017; Chung et
al., 2013)°A4] & FAE A& FARFA| FofHo] iRy H et 4 F U7 AlFA 55 F47t
koL, 11 9] A= Fofgt Zol7t gAY ti2] 55 A7 wlsHA B Wkt

7] FAHI} vl W et 14 5 SHO A= e BAEY A48 AnEA| Fofo] iRyt U+
AlRoNA 5 A7 RSO Y, tHE 6HOA = FA T A OIA Aol Ho] el =] X424
AR R Ert 557 FOJ5HA B Wk, UM A] 2Hof| A= 1t 2ol 7t glsiTt
A1&2 Zgute] AT Bl w et A7H5H) 5 2HoA Ha eF AHOA i FR29 A&A S4mA]
FolHo] X&) AuRlE YTt 5578 =7t B RUAL 11 9 AtollA= A&4 FHeladde] &

Bolg0] (44 FaulA Folylutt E2YEs} Golsh o Wk,

d

2

E 3.18 [2R+2(i=-222)] 21td: 835 -(2IEHIW)

[=]

XXt =3 Szt Bl P
(STAT) 2ixs Al™ mean SD Total mean SD Total value it
vs. LY =
Beaussier VAS(ZAIR) W 30 WEE 29 NS
(2018) 0-100

VAS(0|55) ez 30 2= 29 NS ~mm
vs. ULl X ISEREH
Wu(2018)  NRS PO 6h 1.95 0.99 20 315 109 20 <0.05
PO 12h 1.70  0.66 20 290 097 20 0.0
POD 1 1.55 0.51 20 175 055 20 NS
POD 2 1.25 0.44 20 1.45 0.51 20 NS
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NEC FEOIE H2L)RAZO| XI&H FADRK| £0i8

XXt £3 Sz Hl =t P~
(EWAT) 2 Al™ mean SD Total mean  SD Total value A
Capdevila  VAS(§AIE)  1h,6h,12h,

2017 POD1, 36h,
(2017) oy ez 19 Japm 20 S
POD3 favour |
VAS(ZIZE)  PODT, 36h,
POD2, = 19 = 20 S
POD3
Lee VAS(FAIS PO 1h
2016) 0 1(00) &) (PAC) [30] [1065] 20  [50] [30-70] 22  0.381
PO 6h [30] [10-30] 20 [30] [20-50] 22  <0.99
POD1 [30] 1755001 20 [301 0401 22 <0.999
POD2 [20] [10-35] 20 [20] [9-30] 22 <0.999
POD3 [17.5] [10:30) 20  [10] [220] 22 <0.999 [median.
VAS(Z|ZZE) PO 1h IOR]
o 1(oc|)) S o 501  [3080] 20  [65] [4080] 22 (0.999
PO 6h [50] [3060] 20  [65] [40-80] 22  0.932
POD1 [50] [60-700 20  [50] [40-70] 22 <0.999
POD2 [50] [30-60] 20  [50] [40601 22 0.999
POD3 [40] [2550] 20  [40] [30-60] 22 <0.999
Zheng VAS(EAE) A=, 6h,
(2016) POD1, = 25 s 25 NS
POD2
VAS(O|=Z) =3, 6h,
POD1, = 25 s 25 NS
POD2
Kong VAS PO 1h 7.6 1.7 29 7.3 1.9 31 0.671
(2014) PO 6h 4.8 1.4 29 46 13 31 NR
PO 12h 3.3 1.3 29 3 15 31 NR
POD1 2.7 14 29 2.6 1.4 31 NR
Chung VAS $E%5 6.3 15 10 65 2.2 10 0912
(2013) PO 6 h 4.2 1.2 10 35 1.8 10 0247
POD1 2.6 0.7 10 3.9 1.4 10 0.023
POD2 1.9 0.6 10 47 1.6 10 €0.001
POD3 2.5 0.9 10 3.1 1.2 10 0.353
POD4 2.9 0.9 10 2.1 0.6 10 0.035
VAS(EAE)  POBh [3] [0-8] 35 11 [0-8] 35 0.13
POD1 2] [0-6] 35 0 [0-6] 35 0.03
POD2 [0] [0-4] 35 [0] [0-6] 35 0.7
Cheong POD3 [0] [0-2] 35 [0] [0-6] 35 0.61 I[FQ”F?]dia”’
(2001) VASOI=Z) PO sh Bl [0-10] 35 B8] [0-10] 35 0.06
POD1 [3 [0-9] 35 [3] [1-9] 36 0.17
POD2 [2] [0-7] 35 [2] [1-8] 35 0.9
POD3 1] [0-5] 35 M [0-8] 35 0.88
vs. 2249l 5
VAS(EAIE)  Oh [30] [0,50] 19 [40] (0,578 19 NS
12h [30] [20,40] 19  [30] [12580 19 NS
POD 1 200 [10,30] 19  [30] [25375 19 NS
POD 2 [20]  [0,20] 19 [20] [10,278] 19 NS
Gathege POD 3 [10] [10,30] 19 [15] [2.5,30] 19 NS [median,
(2021) VAS(O|EX)  0Oh [0] [0,20] 19 [30] [040] 19 NS QR
12h 0]  [0,20] 19  [10] 0,375 19 NS
POD 1 [10] [0,10] 19 [20] N0, 275 19 NS
POD 2 [0] [0,10] 19 [15] [2530 19 NS
POD 3 [0] [0,10] 19 [0] [0,.20] 19 NS
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(F7 — =3 = R o
(EmaE) 2axIE AI™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total value -
NRS(E4IZ)  POD1 1.2 1.5 31 1.0 1.3 31 NS
POD2 1.0 15 31 07 11 31 NS
Klotz POD3 0.7 13 31 04 08 31 NS
(2020) NRSO|=Z)  POD1 4.4 23 31 27 19 31 S
POD2 3.1 25 31 26 18 31 NS
POD3 17 1.7 31 16 17 31 NS
VAS(EAE)  POOh = 20 = 20 NS
g‘h? 12;H4h' eh, ez 20 Jem 20 <0.014 favour C
PO15N,
Othman ks e 20 ez 20 NS
(2018) VASOIZZ)  POOh g 20 k- Pag 20 NS
gﬁ fgh‘”“' eh, Tz 20 ez 20 <0.014favour C
PO15h,
POD1 e 20 i bed 20 NS
VAS(EAE) PO 1h, 6h iz 19 ez 20  <0.001 favourC
PO 12h,
Capdevila gG?w E’S)DZP 0 = 19 2= 20 NS
(2017) POD3
0|==
VASOIES) Egg;feh' Jeym 19 Tz 20 <0.001 favour C
Aratjo NRS(FAIS)
2017) ADPIO) SRR POD 1 21(8) 25 15(8) 25  0.032
Zheng VAS(RAS)  #EM=
(2016) PO 6h
19h PODT Qe 25 ez 25 NS
36h,POD2
VASOIEZ) 2243,
PO 6h,
19h PODT Qe 25 ez 25 NS
36h,POD2
(Barr | Pain score POD1 26 2.2 14 24 2 11 NR  Memori
2015
POD2 24 29 14 32 31 11 NR /s
Machoki @i score 25 08 1235 07 13 0023 {hee
(2019) 24 12 18 3 12 17 0.041 laparotomy
Fassoulaki  VAS(ZAIE) PO 2h 56 25.1 38 34 28.5 39 NS
(2014) PO 4h 43 24.3 38 38 244 39 NS
PO 8h 34 201 37 35 242 38 NS
POD1 31 21.1 37 26 148 38 NS
POD2 25 221 33 23 21 36 NS
POD3 25 262 32 16 212 36 NS
VASC[EZ) PO 2h 67 255 38 43 323 39 0.002
PO 4h 62 227 38 52 262 39 NS
PO 8h 57 234 37 49 236 38 NS
POD1 54 256 37 46 22 38 NS
POD2 4 203 33 40 228 36 NS
POD3 38 279 32 28 265 36 NS
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P

KT H| T
(EmaE) 22 AI™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total value -
Killic NRS(EXIAIE) PO 0.5h,
(2014) 1h.2h, 4h i e 24 = 23 NS
PO 6h,8h = 24 iz 23 {0.01 favourl
E81D21h'18hv Tz 24 ez 23 <0.001 favour |
gc?h?%bz Tz 24 ez 23 {0.01 favour|
NRS(E=*H PO 0.5h,
AED th.2h ah Iz 24 T 23 NS
POS8h, 12h 2= 24 = 23 {0.05 favour |
Egéﬁh' Tz 24 Tz 23 (0.01 favour|
PO 30n,36h S 24 I 23 {0.05 favour|
POD2 ETES 24 W= 23 {0.01 favour|
VNS(EAIE)  PaCUOSh [30] [10500 26 0] [033] 24 0.021
PAQUTh [30] [20500 26 [0] [0200 24 0.0026
PACUZN (25] [125375] 26 [10] [0200 24  0.016 [regian,
VNS(OISZ®)  pacU0sh [60] [30-70] 26 [0] [0425 24 0009 O
PAQUTh [50] [30-70] 26  [20] [0-30] 24  0.003
PAQUZN [40] [32570] 26  [20] [0-30] 24 <0.001
VNS(§4I5)  poD1 0K [30] [10-30] 26 0] [00] 24 <0.001
POD1 93 [20] [10-30] 26 0] [05] 24 0.001
Jouve POD1 X< [20] [1030] 26 0] [00] 24 <0.001
(2013) POD2 OF) [20] [2.5201 26 0] [0-125] 24 0.015
POD2 95 [15] [0-30] 26 0] [00] 24 0018
POD2 X4 [10] [2.5-30] 26 [0] [0-0] 24 <0.001
POD3 Ozl [0] [0-20] 26 [0] [0-10] 24 0.6
POD3 9= 0] [0-10] 26 0] [0200 24 0.95
POD3 X4 [10] [0-100 26 [10] [0-10) 24 0.8
VNS(0|S&)  POD1 [37] [30-49] 26 [10] [2-20] 24 0.001
POD2 s 26 iz 24 {0.05 favourC
POD3 S 26 I 24 {0.05
(Bz%ﬂligr’\)d Pain score: PODO 3.4 2 6 0.6 0.4 4 NR favour C
Memorial Pain
ot POD!1 26 2.2 16 2.4 2 14 NR
Card POD2 24 29 16 32 31 14 NR
ERA| 0.7 0.7 17 1.9 3.1 14 NR favour |
Renghi VAS(EALE)
(2013) = Lonan, 23z 30 SE LS 20 NS 0-100
VAS(OISZ)
16h,20n,
POBI. A o 30 Iz 29 NS 0-100
O'Neill VRSP(ZAIZ) PO 2h =S 29 WE = 29 <0.001
(2012) PO 6h BEES 29 REES 29 (0.001
POD1 0] [0-0] 29 [3] [2-3] 29 <{0.001
POD2 W= 29 I 29 (0.001 0-10
VRSPOIZZ) PO 2h =S 29 WE = 29 ¢0.001
PO 6h SE 29 SE 29  €0.001
POD1,2 WEE= 29 ETES 29 NS
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1X X} 4Tl £y Sz H| = P~ ae
(EmaE) 2axIE AI™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total value -
vs, AU AP ISEEAEY
(’\%q%;oop NRS(E4E)  PoOD1 ot [21 [0.3-3] 55 [1] [0-35] 47 0.1560
POD1 A4 2] [03-3] 55 [2] [03-3] 47 0.4087
POD2 O} 21  [0-3] 55 [1.5] [0-2.5] 47 0.4269
POD2 A 1.5  [0-3] 55 [11  [0-3] 47  0.6807
POD3 0[] 2] [0-3] 55  [21 [0-3.2] 47 0.6246
POD3 X4 2] [0-28 5 [21 [0-4] 47 0.0653 [median
NRS(OISZ/  POD1 O B -4 5 [2] [0-4] 47 0.1675 "
R|=
71EE) POD1T A4 81  [2-4] 55 [27] [14] 47  0.5685
POD2 Of%) [3] [1-4] 65 [2] [0.8-35] 47 0.1722
POD2 A 3] [1-4] 55 [21  [1-4] 47 0.9008
POD3 0[2! 3] [1-4] 55 [25] [1.2-4] 47 0.7198
POD3 X< 3] [0-4] 55 [3]  [2-4] 47 0.0838
(Azl(rmi;lla VAS(EAIE)  PACU i has 19 ke as 19 0.003
PO 6h I 19 I 19 (0.001
POD1 2= 19 = 19 0.002 0-100
VASOIZ®)  PACU ez 19 = 19 0014
6h 2= 19 2= 19 <0.001
POD1 e 19 e 19 ¢0.001
vs. K& Zaje| 5l
VAS(BAID)  4h 245  1.32 20 345 105 20 0.012
8h 195 1.15 20 275 079 20 0.014
12h 135  1.04 200 185 059 20 0.071
POD 1 0.80 0.77 20 115 049 20 0.094
Narayan POD 2 030 047 20 045 051 20 0.340
(2021) VASOIEZ)  4h 350 1.36 20 440 110 20 0.027
8h 3.05 1.50 20 390 085 20 0.034
12h 245 154 20 310 091 20 0.112
POD 1 170  1.08 20 200 069 20 0.294
POD 2 095 0.95 20 130 073 20 0.198
Ammianic  VAS(BAIE)  1h 280 0.64 50 266 069 50 0.294
kal(2018) 2h 264 06 50 258 067 50 0.638
4h 268  0.71 50 246 058 50 0098 o
8h 264  0.69 50 238 064 50 0.053
12h 262 067 50 232 059 50 0.019
POD 1 262 057 50 23 058 50 0.006
VAS(ZE 1h 336 063 50 322 086 50 0357
SEA) 2h 328 061 50 308 08 50 018
4h 324 072 50 284 079 50 0.009
8h 314 070 50 272 076 50 0.005
12h 310 0.65 50 258 064 50 <¢0.001
POD 1 3.08 067 50 258 064 50 <0.001
Mouawad VAS PACU 3.5 2.8 44 2.3 25 41 0.04
(2018) PODO 39 2.0 45 26 1.7 44 {001
POD!1 3.2 1.8 46 26 19 44 011
POD2 2.6 1.7 45 21 17 43 039
POD3 2.9 1.9 37 27 19 39 084
POD4 3.1 2.1 26 27 18 26 075
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(EWAT) 2 Al™ mean SD Total mean  SD Total value A
Elshamaa VAS(EAE) PO 1h Jsi= 0.2 29 2= 0.3 30 NS
(2016) PO 6h 23T 01 20 3T 02 30 NS
PO 12h = 05 29  I3T 03 30 NS
POD1 T 1.0 20 3T 1. 30 NS
POD2 J3T 05 29 J3= 04 30 NS
VAS(O|s%) PO 1h iz 0.3 29 J3T 0.2 30 <0.001
PO 6h 2z 0.3 290 1T 0.1 30 <0.001
PO 12h J= 0.1 20 3T 0.1 30  <0.001
POD JZT 06 29 J3T 04 30 NS
POD2 Jeim 05 29 I3 0.6 30 NS
Bertoglio SAI= PO2h,6h,
oed VAS(&AE) S, S 53 SEE 53 NS
POD2 WETES 53 WETES 53  0.01
POD3 j_EHE 53 JEHE 53 0.03 favour |
VASCIER)  Pomgn, 28z 53 R 53 Ng T
POD2 WETES 53 WETES 53 0.001
POD3 WETES 53 WETES 53  0.01
vs. MR
Kadam NRS(EAE)  Ward 1d 20 [1.040 41 20 [00-45 40 NR
(2019) Ward 2d 60l 60801 41 [65 (50801 40 NR [meden
NRS(Z|ZE)  Ward 1d 20 [N.040 4 20 [0030] 40 NR  favour |
Ward 2d 6.0 [40801 41 65 [3.0-7.01 40 NR
Hotta VAS(BAIE)  3h 16.7  21.2 27 188 187 27 0.704
(2016) POD1am. 194 138 27 244 177 27 0248
POD1 p.m. 113 106 27 146 14 27  0.329
POD2 a.m. 10 10.1 27 164 145 27 0.063
POD2 p.m. 7.7 7.0 27 80 80 27 0.886
VASZIEE)  3h 326 233 27 326 218 27 1
POD1am. 383 17.8 27 505 208 27 0.024
POD1 p.m. 31.3 189 27 476 187 27  0.001
POD2 a.m. 344 189 27 469 167 27 0.013
POD2 p.m. 267 446 27 446 207 27 0.003
Klasen VAS(EAE) PO 2h, 6h
201 12h, 18h
(2016) R e TJapz TRz NS  n=15
POD2
VASZIEE) PO 2h, 6h,
12h, 18h
POD1, 36h, Jej= Jej= NS n=39
POD2
Dowidar  VAS(®AIE) PO Oh R 30 Jg= 30  0.001
(2016) PO 6h BEES 30 SETES 30  0.037
PO 12h TS 30 WETES 30 0001 . o
PO 24h WETES 30 WETES 30  0.001
PO 36h WETES 30 WETES 30 0.036
PO 48h WIS 30 WETES 30  0.001
VASOIZZ) PO Oh TS 30 WETES 30 0012
PO 6h WETES 30 WETES 30  0.001
PO 12h WETES 30 WETES 30 0.001 .
PO 24h SEE 30 S 30 0.001 rC
PO 36h TS 30 WETES 30  0.001
PO 48h WETES 30 I 30  0.001
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1X X} - £y Sz Hlm = o
_ x| T H| D
(EmaE) 22 AI™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total value -
Chandon  VRNS(§Al®) 3has3Y
(2014) X2, POD1/2 Iz 29 wEliked 36 NS
OFRIRS
VRNS(0|5E) 3h=aEY
X< POD1/2 Jefj= 29 2= 36 NS
OFRIRS
vs, XA F
(Lf(')T%”d nggo(ﬁﬁgha [1200] [480-1440] 63  [1440] [480-1440] 61  0.471
éa(l)qg) VAS POD1 1.7 0.8 22 1.3 1.2 24 NS
POD2 2.4 1 22 2.1 1.2 24 NR favour C

NRS, numerical rating scale; NPRS, Verbal numeric pain rating scale(0-10); PACU, postanesthetic care unit; LA, local
anesthetic; POD, postoperative day: IV, intravenous; VAS: visual analogue scale; VRSP, verbal rating scale for pain (0 -
10): VNS, 100-mm visual numerical rating scale; VNRS, verbal numerical rating scale; IV PCA,Intravenous Patient
controlled analgesia; CEl, Continuous epidural infusion; M,Month; m, minutes; h, hour; NR, Not report; NS, Not
significant

(kA )
5% g0l ool 54 5 19 AV} 5 3 22 A1) Ao 8B AR Litro] WEREALS Sasto.

o, FAARL o FAIE THESHA] 9kl 55 A E Haldt wol FAA 5 BYE st oA

A0S TAH 02 B 5] Qot HER Aol ERAIZ S Qs TAVE AR, HEREAe] 7K5 3 B
Slojets YL HelskuA} S,
HEREA Ak 54 5 19 A9 FAA 55 A4S YT ATIE 3.10), B FEA R,

Sl 329 Y FAA BHEY A9, 5% 5129 A4 FAnHHA Foat BE aig
25 G5 o] GIITHTH 3.11). 4 F 123 29410 o] 5] B5 4T 4 B9 ] X4

TAUEA| Foiy BE vt B fofgt Abol7E IcHH 3.12, 11 3.13).
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NEC FEOIE H2L)RAZO| XI&H FADRK| £0i8

Cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV. Random, 95% CI
111V PCA
Cheong 2001 2 444 ki 0 444 3\ 241% 0.45[-0.03,0.82] 2001 Sl
Chung 2013 (1) 26 0.7 10 349 14 10 12.6% -112[-2.08,-017] 2013 e
Kong 2014 {2 2.7 1.4 28 26 14 M 232% 0.07 [-0.44 0.58] 2014 -
Lee 2016 30 2407 20 a0 2222 22 20.3% 0.00[-0.61,0.61] 2016 —r
oy 2018 (3 185 051 20 175 055 200 19.8% -0.37 [1.00,0.26] 2018 T
Subtotal (95% CI) 114 118 100.0% -0.09 [-0.52, 0.34] -

Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.14; Chi*=10.08, df= 4 {P = 0.04); F=60%
Test for overall effect Z=0.42 (P = 0.68)

1.1.2 Epidural analgesia

O'Meill 2012 0 0 24 3074 29 Mot estimable 2012

Boulind 2013 26 22 16 24 2 14 156% 0.09[-0.63, 0.81] 2013 -
Jouve 2013 a0 14 26 1} 0 24 Mot estimahble 2013

Fassoulaki 2014 a1 v 26 148 e 206% 027 018,073 2014 T
Machoki 2015 (4) 24 0.s 12 348 or 13 13.0% S129F217,-0.41] 2015 -

Barr 2015 26 2.2 14 2.4 2 11 144% 0.09[-0.70,088] 2014 -
Klotz 2020 1.2 1.4 Kl 1 1.2 3 187% 0.14[-0.36,0.64] 2020 T
Gathege 2021 20 14 14 an 1N 19 166% -0.75[1.41,-0.08] 2021 I
Subtotal (95% CI) 184 179 100.0% -0.18 [-0.63, 0.27] >

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.20; Chi*=14.72, df= 5 {P = 0.01}); F= 66%
Test for overall effect Z=080(P=0.43)

1.1.3 Epidural PCA

Mungraop 2016 2 2 55 1 258 47 100.0% 0.43[0.04,0.83] 2016
Subtotal (95% CI) 55 47 100.0% 0.43 [0.04, 0.83]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect Z= 216 (P = 0.03)

o

1.1.4CEl
Amrnianickal 2018 262 057 50 23 058 50 36.2% 0.55[0.15,095 2018 ——
Mouawad 2018 (5) 32 1.8 46 26 1.9 44 356% 0.32[-0.09, 074 2018 =
MNarayan 2021 08 077 20 115 048 20 281% -0.53 F1.16,010] 2021 —%7
Subtotal (95% CI) 116 114 100.0% 0.17 [-0.38, 0.71] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®=018; Chi*= 816, df=2 (P=0.02); F=75%
Test for overall effect Z=0.59 (P = 0.56)
1.1.5 Nerve block
Hotta 2016 194 138 27 244 177 27 39.7% -0.31 [F0.85,0.23] 2016 —=
Kadam 2019 2222 41 2333 40 B0.3% 0.00[-0.44,0.44] 2019 :’
Subtotal (95% CI) 68 67 100.0% -0.12 [-0.46, 0.22]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 077, df=1 (F =038}, F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=0.71 (P = 0.48)
1.1.6 Intrathecal infusion
p_Kainu 2012 (8) 1.7 0.8 22 1.3 1.2 24 100.0% 0.38[-0.20,097] 2012 :t
Subtotal (95% CI) 22 24 100.0% 0.38 [-0.20, 0.97]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=1.28 (P =020

Y4 1 |

Favours [CWI] Favours [Contral
Test for subgroup differences: Chi*= 7.48, df= & (F = 0.19), F= 33.2% avours [CWII- Favours [Control]

Footnotes

(1) (EEHVAS)
(2) (EEHVAS)
(3) (EE NRS)
(4) (B VAS)
(5) (EEVAS)
(B) (E& VAS)

02 3.10 [BR42012-222)] FAA S5 B4-28 3 1YEEHD) 27
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cwi

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total
131V PCA

Cheong 2001 0 296 35
Chung 2013 (1) 1.9 0.6 10
Lee 2016 20 1852 20
ol 2018 (2 1.25 044 20
Subtotal (95% CI) 85

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.36; Chi*=12.98, df
Test for overall effect Z=1.40 (P =016}

1.3.2 Epidural analgesia

Boulind 2013 {3) 24 249 16
Jouwe 2013 20 12.98 26
Fassoulaki 2014 25 2141 33
Barr 2015 24 249 14
Klatz 2020 1 15 3
Gathege 2021 20 1481 18
Subtotal (95% CI) 139

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.37; Chi*= 2410, df
Test for overall effect Z=0.94 (P = 0.35)

1.3.3 Epidural PCA

Mungroop 2016 2 2
Subtotal (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect Z=1.60 (P =011}

55
55

1.34 CEl

Mouawad 2018 (4) 26 1.7 45
Marayan 2021 0.3 047 20
Subtotal (95% CI) 65

Heterogeneity: Tau®=010; Chi*=2.38, df=1 (P=0.12); F=58%

Test for overall effect Z=015 (P = 0.88)

1.3.5 Nerve block

Hotta 2016 10 1041 27
Kadam 2019 6222 41
Subtotal (95% CI) 68

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 063, df=1 (F=043; F=0%

Test for overall effect, Z=1.92 (P = 0.05)

1.3.6 Intrathecal infusion
p_Kainu 2012 (5)
Subtotal {95% CI)
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Test for overall effect Z=090 (P =037

24 1 22

22

Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
0 444 35 294% 0.00 [0.47, 0.47] 2001 ——
47 16 10 172%  -222[3.38-1.08 2013 e —
0 1556 22 26.8% 0.00 061, 0.61] 2016 ——
145 051 20 265% -0.41[1.04,0.22] 2018 —
87 100.0% -0.49 [1.18,0.20] -
=3 (P =0.008); F=77%
3231 14 15E6% -0.26 [0.98, 0.46] 2013 —T
0 926 24 164% 1.74[1.08,2.39) 2013 —
231 36 185% 0.09 [0.38,0.56] 2014 -
32031 11 148% -0.26 [1.05,0.53] 2015 —
o7 11 3 182% 0.23[0.27,0.72] 2020 T
20 1296 19 16E6% 0.00 [0.64, 0.64] 2021 —r—
135 100.0% 0.26 [-0.29, 0.81] -
= 5(P=0.0002); F= 79%
15 074 47 1000% 0321007, 0.71] 2016 t
47 100.0% 0.32 [.0.07, 0.71]
21 17 43 5TE% 0.29[F013,0.71] 2018 -
045 051 20 421% -0.30[-0.82,0.32] 2021 ——
63 100.0% 0.04 [-0.53, 0.61] -
164 145 27 39.4% -0.50 [1.05,0.04] 2016 ——
65 222 40 EBOE% -0.22 0BG, 0.21] 2019 -
67 100.0% 0.33 [0.67, 0.01] <>
21 1.2 24 1000% 0.27 [0.32,0.86] 2012 t
24 100.0% 0.27 [-0.32, 0.85]
-4 -2 0 2 4

Test for subgroup differences: Chi®=9.92 df=5 (P =0.08), F=496%

Footnotes

(1) (EE VAS)
(2) (EENRS)
(3) (SEVAS)
(4) (EEVAS)
(5) (EE VAS)

J83.11 [58%

20H=-

=242 FAA £5

Favours [CWI] Fawvours [Control]
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NEC

FEONE-H=2) 722 XIEX A0 N F0H

Std.

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
V. Random, 95% CI

Cwi Control
Study or Subgrou Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight
1.5.1 IV PCA
Cheong 2001 3 BET 35 3 583 35 B26%
Lee 2016 50 14.81 20 50 2222 22 37A4%
Subtotal {95% CI) 55 57 100.0%

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi®=0.00, df=1 (P=1.00); F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.00 (P =1.00)

1.5.2 Epidural anlagesia

Fassoulaki 2014 54 256 a7 46 22 38 2549%
Gathege 2021 m 741 19 20 1296 19 24.3%
Jouye 2013 ar 1407 26 10 1333 24 243%
Klotz 2020 4.4 23 ll 27 149 a1 255%
Subtotal (95% CI) 113 112 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 093, Chi®= 3612, df= 3 (P < 0.00001); F=92%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.06 (P = 0.29)

1.5.3 Epidural PCA

Mungroop 2016 3 222 55 2 148 47 100.0%
Subtotal {95% CI) 55 47 100.0%
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle

Testfor overall effect £=2.96 (P =0.01)

1.54 CEl

Ammianickal 2018 3.08 0BT 50 258 064 50 B2.5%
Marayan 2021 1.7 1.08 20 2 069 20 47.5%
Subtotal {95% CI) 70 70 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.51; Chi*= 810, df=1 {P = 0.004); F= 88%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.45 (P = 0.69)

1.5.5 Nerve block

Hotta 2016 |3 178 27 405 208 27 4B.3%
Kadam 2019 2 212 41 2222 40 537%
Subtotal (95% CI) 68 67 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.13; Chi*=3.03, df=1 (P =0.08);, F=67%
Testfor overall effect Z= 093 (F=0.35)

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 649 df=4 (P=0171. F=38.4%

a8 3.12 [BR+&01=5-5823)] 0ISAl
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o

0.00 F0.47, 0.47]
0.00 F0.61, 0.61]
0.00 [0.37, 0.37]

0330120749
-0.92 F1.60,-0.25]
1.94 [1.26, 2.62]
0.80[0.28,1.31]
0.53 [-0.46, 1.52]

0.82[0.12,0.91]
0.52 [0.12, 0.91]

0.76 [0.25, 1.16]
-0.32 [-0.85, 0.30]
0.24 [0.82,1.30]

-0.62 F1.17,-0.07]
0.00[-0.44,0.44]
-0.29 [-0.89, 0.32]

pS|

=
[SXN=1

A_AD
TTTE

-2 1] 2

Favours [CWI] Favours [Control]
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RI™
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Control

SD_Total Mean

SD Total Weight

Ccwi
Study or Subgroup  Mean
1.7.1 1V PCA
Cheong 2001 2 519 35
Lee 2016 50 2222 20
Subtotal {95% CI) 55

2

518

a0 1481

25
22
57

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi®=0.00, df=1 (P=1.00); F=0%

Testfor overall effect Z=0.00 (P =1.00)

1.7.2 Epidural analgesia

Fassoulaki 2014 44 203 33
Gathege 2021 o i 19
Klotz 2020 3.1 25 31
Subtotal {95% CI) 83

40 228
15 2037
26 1.8

36
19
a1
86

Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.27; Chi*=9.04 df=2 (P =0.01); F=78%

Testfor averall effect Z= 042 (P =0.67)

1.7.3 Epidural PCA
Mungroop 2016 3
Subtotal {95% CI)
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect £= 2.73 (P = 0.0086)

2.22 54

55

1.7.4 CEl

Marayan 2021 08a 0948 20
Subtotal {95% CI) 20
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle

Testfor averall effect Z=1.27 (P=0.21)
1.7.5 Nerve block

Hotta 2016 344 189 27
Kadam 2019 6 286 41
Subtotal {95% CI) 68

1.2

46.9
5.4

1.11

0.7z

16.7
2.96

47

20
20

27
40
67

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.30; Chi*= 573, df=1 (P=0.02);, F=83%

Testfor overall effect Z=0.57 (P=0.57)

Std.

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference
V. Random, 95% CI

62.6%
7.4%
100.0%

35.4%
29.49%
34.7%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

48.0%
52.0%
100.0%

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi®= 291 df=4 (P =0.08). F=551%

1% 3.13 [BR4801-

=2

)] OIS Al

E

o

0.00 F0.47, 0.47]
0.00 F0.61, 0.61]
0.00 [0.37, 0.37]

018 [-0.29, 0.66]
-0.96 [-1.63,-0.28]
023 [0.27,0.73]
-0.14 [-0.81, 0.52]

0.85[0.16,0.95]
0.55 [0.16, 0.95]

-0.40 F1.03,0.22]
-0.40 [-1.03, 0.22]

-0.69[-1.24,-0.14]
047 F0.27, 0.60]
-0.24 [-1.08, 0.60]

He-ad

=
o aT

+#

{o

2

ol
=

2 4
Favours [CWI] Favours [Control]

1 1 i
-2 1]

(21 ) =13
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2R)RQIZO| XI&X] AN E0f

3.2.1.2. & 2 FIL TUSH 2HE

7 AR 4 B9 0] A TATA Solah S F 571 WEA Avke v]w e Aol
(3 3.20). U 7} ] 8] SRR S B0 X2 avlHA] Fofuize] 27} AEA
Anjero] B SO ML, e A7 HES 2} | me 7 5 44 q

A Folglzo] 371 1BA) 4ulego] tizgo] uls) & Ak Huke] vl vl 128 5 4ol
2o 591 0] NH] SAnkAA] Folulo] 37} WEA Avlao] Ate] Fdct ) AU, 1
Slol= S22 013t o7t glivt o] Qo] 4 Hglm o] ] SLAnEA] Solynt 1EA)

amlego] o] HQick, AR H IS 6 AT 5 4TI F 2757 WEA) vl ol
o7k 19100 Upri] 1HoIAIE el A1ZRjehHo] s H920) A& aw 4] Solnct
e 271 A Anjerol o folskA Aiet.

H3.19 2242012 -23Z)] 2 8 F 571 USH AHZ(EYH D)

Shiz ChEat

1% Xt 747 &t =3 P

- yNf:d n n Tot H|Z
=moir) 21t ©) A|A Total
EH 7 I3 mean SD & T mean SD a Value

PACU  [7] [0-12] 30 [10] [6-16] 29 NR [medi
DoEmAHRE  mg POD1 [27] [15-45] 30 [40] [28-52] 29 NR an,
POD2 [34] [13-55] 30 [45] [28-71] 29 NR IQR]

Beaussier
(2018)

vs. FUL| XSS =EE

PACU [10] [8-14] 19  [1001  [o1e] 20 NR

Capedevila DEm AHY mg POD1 [18]  [12-24] 19 [32.5] [21.5471 20 NR [media

(2017) POD2 [24]  [21-40] 19  [44] [29.5605] 20 NR n, IQR]
POD3 [27] 24431 19 [65.5] [32.5-72.5] 20 NR
POTh  11.9 19.5 20 155 16.2 22 0.111
PO6h  50.6 36.5 20 1268 719 22 <0.001
IV HEHS ug POD1 1994 979 20 5005 257.3 22 <0.001
POD2 363.6 157.4 20 850.7 307.8 22 <(0.001
POD3  540.6 240.6 20 11828 339 22 £0.001
Lee(2016)

PO1h 153 21.7 20 307 25 22 0.066
PO6h  20.3 234 20 352 30.1 22 0.159
POD1 42.8 51.1 20 7641 81.8 22 0.163
POD2 70.3 88.8 20 943 107.1 22 0415
POD3 80.3 103.8 20 105.7 1254 22  0.328

IV oz 2
ABJZ mo

PO6h I8  J2j= 25 & Oz 25  <0.01

PO12h 2T  Jej= 25 g ¢ 25 0.0

Zheng QEm AHZ mg POD1  JE  J#E 25 JdE  JHE 25 (0.0

(2018) PO36h g 2= 25 = 2= 25 <0.01
POD2 1284 407 25 4232 725 25 (0.0l
o g%:i' ST o pop1 18 29 9 31 001
85“1”334 PSSP 5.1 3.4 10 43 33 10 0481
o f;r'fﬁ: g 380 30 10 455 22 10 S
(2009 ggiﬁ'ﬁ o 5 10 i 0 S
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o =x iz CHEw
(%:Igé) p<InioNE:] (',‘r ;l’: n Total n Tot V;E o A
= T = mean SD mean SD al
20 = .
o nmo O [0-200 35 [38 [2-181 35 (©.001 Mok
vs. doe| ¢
ooae iﬂf%*w' mg POD3 3454 1098 19 3855 161 19 0.356
Eoi) -
ory o mg 1021 03181 31 [216] [15420] 31 s Mede
_— gfﬁg? % PODI 7 20 6 20 0736
M
201 xq
2018 o h 2086 - 20 195 - 20 0.664
PACU  [10] [8-14] 19 1] [0-7] 20 S favour C
Copodevie  omaupr g POD1_ 18] [1224] 19 [10] [5-27] 20 NS |
@07 POD2 _ [24] [21-40] 19 [205] [941] 20 NS [pecer
POD3  [27] [2443] 19 [285] [11-48] 20 NS
PO 6h,
Zheng 12h,24 2= 25 o= 25 NR
(2016) D20 AHEZF mg h, 36h
POD2 1284 407 25 1152 462 25 NR favourC
appendec
vachok  E92H (g % 50 12 490 94 13 0016 *°
@15 27y kg) 230 100 18 406 200 17 0.052 legmctony
e iﬁgﬁ% mg 12 NR 149 NRO11 -
POSh 17.2 75 37 1M 8.9 38 <0.001
N CR=I=h|
Fassoulld It]f:—“ mg POD1 30 175 36 24 151 38 NS
e POD2 43 24.2 33 34 193 36 NS
Killic X g2 O
(014)  anp 0h Tz 24 ez 23 NS
Th 2h
PO SRS 24 SRS 23 {0.05
POBh SRS 24 SRS 23 {0.01
mg POsh iz 24 ez 23 <0.01
favour |
PO18
h,
. EE 24 RS 23 0.001
POD2
FHRIEA
Boulind N -
ooy e M 12 NR 17 9 NR 14
equivalents)
v 220 mg POD3 3 4 2% 15 2 26 009
e PODI 18 0 26 - - 4 -
PEUME MO pons 55 64 26 20 35 24 0034
POD4 21 39 26 22 34 24 087
INg Eqy[licle) .
o SRR g O 0200 35 (38 [12-187 35 <0001 [T
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

_ = e
1545} o =y ST iz o
(E5io1) AKX E o A n _— n Tot o lue H|1
= T = mean SD mean SD al
vs. Zdue| XUISE =HH
oS P OHESA  mg 71 64 55 464 140 47  (0.0001
ZEMHE S g ey 02 07 BB 2 47 0008
Almeida OFHSAL| dischar
@ eqg ® a3z 19 =S 19 €0.001
o PACU , c
B o 19 e Eet 19 0009
PO
o ez 19 2= 19 (0.001
vs. X[&H Zute| F¢
04h 195 196 20 320 1.24 20 0.010
48n 200 138 20 285 088 20 0.013
(Nzaor;y‘;‘” DEmAHY mg 812h 2.0  1.83 20 290 1.37 20 0.063
POD1 085 135 20 090 1.12 20 0.899
POD2 0.30 113 20 035 075 20 0.870
Ammiani = oo
ckal o mg 868 38 50 822 398 50 0558
(2018) -—1c
Movawed 7} FIEX| PODO  [25.6] [9.6,47.4] 45 [138] 44,298 44 0.02
2018 F
(208 (”%%. P01 [384] [4ze0d 45 12 D4 a4 os
morphine mg 55.2] (median
equvelent) 0 o [21.2] [96.648 43 [311] “0'4]'48'0 43 098 IRl
POD3  [157] [88326) 34 [200] [10302] 37 0.83
POD4  [10] 6054 29 [1500 1602700 29 0.36
Elshamaa  RIEX| Q37
(Bz%ﬁoz%'io ZIVREHY mg PACU 253 341 53 225 235 53 NS
SXPEWY Mg 1432 1074 8 1 1209 88 NS
vs. &F
Kadam =X HEr
(2019 (Recovery g [100.0] [0.0-120.0] 41 [35.0] [0.0-160.0] 40  0.52
area)
THEHEY o pop1 8876 6465 41 9011 7041 40 093 e
ug POD2 [3500 1190090001 41 [5150] [160021000 40  0.73
Z HER QF 1g [1195.0] [8250-184000 41 [1372.5] 62525300 40  0.91
Hotta PODI 108 109 27 159 114 27 009
@19 comauy g P2 64 73 27 86 75 27 0274
s 170170 27 245 167 27 0115
Kasen  —& p=g] 2h Tepz WL NS n=39
(2016)  AH 6h REE EEE NS
12h = = NS
mg 18h ez 2= NS
POD1 2= 2T NS
36h ez Jejz NS
POD2 = = NS
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e i o=

174 K| =T ° =3 - P~ =
e K| E 5 b n n Tot L
Lmes M mean _SD__ '°® Tmean  SD al Vvalue
wgar ilﬁfrﬂ mg 1eHE 30 s 30 S favourC
Crendon - g 221 [median,
@9 Shem) ™ [10] [0-325] 29 [0] [0-200 36 0.09 |

vs. A2 FY

Lalmand &X H=25

mg FEh  [80] [45-190] 63 [4.0] [1.0-100] 61 (005 Lmedian.

(2017) AH|ZF IQR]
Kainu SAZ=E POD1 48 23 22 26 21 24 0.007
(2012) AH| mg

< POD2 NR NR 22 NR NR 24 NS

IQR, Interquartile Range; IV, intramgvenous; NS, not significant; PACU, postanesthetic care unit; PCA,
patient controlled analgesia; POD, Postoperative day; SD, standard deviation;
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NEC FEOIE H2L)RAZO| XI&H FADRK| £0i8

& T I AEA AHERS 5 F 1Y, 29 AR O E Wro] HEHEAE i3t e T 1Y
AR 7 DA AvFS TS AINTE 3.14), & FYR9] X424 F4uFA| FojHo] iy
BSAIRAYED % T 1Y, 2 A9 7 JEA| Aol f-ofokA o A ck4H, SMD -1.21,
95% CI-1.74~-0.69, I*=17%: 2%, SMD -2.19, 95% CI -3.47~-0.92, *=92%). ¥t 7Jute] = H7}
H W3S o, o FRI29] 2|44 AvEA| Fo o] & & 1Y AR Y] 371 XEA| AHlEo] f2fsHA
o] WITH2®, SMD 0.44, 95% CI 0.07~0.82, 1*=0%).

Cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV. Random. 95% CI
2.1.1 IV infusion
p_Beaussier 2018 27 2132 30 40 17.78 29 100.0% -0.64 [-1.16,-0.11] t
Subtotal {95% CI) 30 29 100.0% -0.64 [-1.16, -0.11]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle
Testfor averall effect Z= 238 (P =0.02)
21.2IVPCA
Capdevila 2017a 18 889 19 325 189 20 51.6% -0.95-1.62,-0.29] —i—
Lee 2016 1994 G749 20 5005 2573 22 4B4% -1.49[-2.18,-0.80] —a—
Subtotal {95% CI) 39 42 100.0% -1.21 [-1.74, -0.69] -
Heterogeneity: Tau®*=0.02; Chi*=1.20,df=1 (P =027, F=17%
Testfor overall effect: £=4.53 (P = 0.00001)
2.1.3 Epidural analgesia
Capdevila 2017a 18 B89 19 10 163 20 33.8% 0.59 [-0.05,1.24] .
Fassoulaki 2014 30 175 36 24 1581 38 BB.2% 0.36 [-0.10,0.82] il
Subtotal {95% CI) 55 58 100.0% 0.44 [0.07,0.82] <>
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi*= 032, df=1 (P=057), F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=2.31 (P =0.02)
214 CE
Mauawad 2018 384 34115 45 31.2 32.44 44 (B.H% 0.21 [0.20,0.63] %
Marayan 2021 n.aa 133 20 na 112 0 A% -0.04 [-0.66, 0.58]
Subtotal {95% CI) 65 64 100.0% 0.14 [-0.21, 0.48]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=0.44, df=1 (P=051) F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.77 (F=0.44)
2.1.5 Nerve block
Hotta 2016 108 1049 27 159 114 27 42.8% -0.45 [-0.89, 0.09] —
Kadarn 2018 8876 B4B.A 41 89011 70449 40 AB7.2% -0.02 [-0.46,0.42] :—
Subtotal {95% CI) 68 67 100.0% -0.20 [-0.62, 0.21]
Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.03; Chi*=1.48, df=1 {P=022), F=32%
Testfor overall effect Z= 096 (P =0.34)
2.1.6 Intrathecal infusion
p_Kainu 2012 a8 23 22 36 1 24 1000% 0.98 [0.37, 1.60] t
Subtotal {95% CI) 22 24 100.0% 0.98 [0.37, 1.60]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect Z= 313 (P=0.002)
I } t |
-4 -2 i 2 4

Favours [CWI] Favours [control
Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 42.69. df= 5 (P = 0.00001%. F= 82.3% [ : [ :

O3 3.14 [ERa015-522)] F7t TSH AHH -2 & 12 (=8HW) 73
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Std. Mean Difference
IV. Random, 95% Cl

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Cwi Control
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
2.3.2 IV infusion
p_Beaussier 2018 @3N 30 45 3185 29 100.0%
Subtotal {95% Cl) 30 29 100.0%
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor averall effect Z2=1.31 (P=0.15)
233V PCA
Capdevila 2017a 24 1407 19 44 2298 20 257%
Cheang 2001 {13 1] g 35 38 42325 35 26.5%
Lee 2016 3636 1574 20 8507 3078 22 253%
oZheng 2016 12.84 4.07 25 4232 7.248 25 226%
Subtotal (95% CI) a8 102 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.53; Chi®= 37.55, df= 3 (P = 0.00001}; F=92%

Testfor overall effect 2= 3.37 (P=0.0008)

2.3.4 Epidural analgesia

Capdevila 2017a 24 1407 19
Fassoulaki 2014 43 24.2 36
Klotz 2020 (2) 102 23556 kil
O'Meill 2012 (3) 0o 1481 35
oZheng 2016 1284 407 25
Subtotal (95% CI) 146

204 237
34 19.3
216 30667
38 125149
11.52 4,62

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.10; Chi®= 9.91, df=4 (P = 0.04), F=60%

Test for overall effect Z=0.01 {F =1.00)

2.3.5 Epidural PCA
Mungroop 2016 {4)
Subtotal (95% CI)
Heterageneity: Mat applicable

Testfor overall effect Z=1147 (P = 0.00001)

il 64 55

55

2.3.6 CEl

Ammianickal 2018 (5) 8.68 386 50
Bertoglio 2012 (6) 1432 1074 53
Mouawad 2018 212 4089 43
Marayan 2021 0.3 1.13 20
Subtotal (95% CI) 166

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi®= 2.35 df= 3 (P
Testfor averall effect Z=1.08 (P =0.28)

2.3.7 Nerve block

Chandon 2014 (7} 10 2407 29
Hotta 2016 6.4 73 27
Kadam 2014 (8) 350 525493 4
Subtotal (95% CI) 97

464 140
822 398
1717 12.99
34 2785
035 075
= 0.50); F= 0%
0 1481

8.6 75
515 TT7.78

200 16.9%
36 21.8%
31 206%
35 6%
25 19.0%
147  100.0%
47 100.0%
47 100.0%
a0 30.2%
43 31.9%
43 258%
200 121%
166 100.0%
3B 330%
27 NMA4A%
40 356%
103 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.14; Chi*= 6.35, df= 2 (P=0.04); P= 653%

Testfor averall effect 2= 0.05 (P =0.96)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=119.85, df=4 (P = 0.00001), F=95.8%

Footnotes

(1) =HHIT
(2) =5 AHIZ
(3) =5 2HIF
(4) 5 H AHIEF
(5) 5 H AHIEF
(6) 55 AHIEF
(7) 5 H AHIEF
(8) = H AHIEF

17 3.15 [2R4a0H2 227

e

-0.34 [-0.86, 0.17]
-0.34 [-0.86, 0.17]

-1.02 [-1.69, -0.34]
-1.26 [1.76,-0.73]
-1.93 [2.67,-1.18]
-4.94 [-6.09, -3.74]
-2.19 [-3.47, -0.92]

0.17 [F0.45, 0.80]
0.41 [0.06, 0.67)
-0.41 [-0.92, 0.09]
-0.42 [-0.90, 0.05]
0.30 [-0.26, 0.86]
-0.00 [-0.37, 0.37]

-3.68 [-4.33,-3.04]
-3.68 [4.33, -3.04]

0.2 F0.28, 0.51]
-0.24 [0.62, 0.14]
028 [0.71,0.14]
-0.05 [-0.67, 0.57]
0.12 [-0.33, 0.10]

0.51[0.01,1.00]
-0.29 [-0.83,0.24]
-0.25 [-0.68,0.19]
-0.01 [-0.52, 0.49]

L4y

L 2

!

-4

Favours [CWI]

1
-2

0 2
Favours [control]

4
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3.2.2. Heltu

3.221. 538+

55 e Eakt 407l €2 F 1771 2R0lM e F-A2 XS4 SAmEA| Fofo] fof A=

=of] H]3l] 24 e APHIA EF a7t refsAl B R 1 9 ERloIA e 1t frofRt Aol IRint.

H3.20 [ZR+20i=-222)] 21td: S5 H-(EHHIW)

_1x1x} HIX|E ES S| Szt =z o o
(EHAT) Al mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
vs, FX|2
SAI=
ot NPRSEHE) AU g5 107 43 275 261 49 AR
PACU2h  1.44  1.36 43 316 194 49 NR
PACUSh  1.88  1.51 43 273 143 49 NR
PACU24h 191  1.43 43 286 138 49  NR
PACU4Sh 130  1.47 43 271 141 49  NR
32031v5) NRS(EAIE) PO Oh,2h k= 34 = 34 NS
PO 4h = 34 iz 34 (0.01 favourl
PO 8h = 34 = 34  <0.01 favourl
PO12h,
16h, 20h, I 34 gz 34 NS
POD1
PO 36h I 34 Iz 34 (0.05
POD2 I 34 Iz 34 (0.05
favour |
POD3 I 34 Iz 34 (0.05
m3 I 34 Iz 34 (0.01
NRSOIES)  poon2nh gy 34 JsE 34 NS
PO 8h = 34 = 34  <0.05 favourl
PO 12h,
16h, 20h, I 34 Iz 34 NS
POD1, 36h
POD2 I 34 Iz 34 (0.05
favour |
POD3 ez 34 Jej= 34 <0.05
m3 I 34 Iz 34 NS
Lau(2003) NRS(BAIE) PODO ez 20 = 24 <0.05 . |
avour
POD1 I 20 Iz 24 {0.05
pOp234, RETE: 20 L] 24 NS
NRS(7|2%) PODO Jaio 20 e 24 {0.05 f |
avour
POD1 I 20 Iz 24 {0.05
pOD234, Jejz 20 Jez 24 NS
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= S =
MM am G EAE L P~ ym
(EHAT) A mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
vs. ofr
. 1h, 2h, 4h,
Gomez-R Somfgglx) 24h, 48h, EIES 33 E/E:d 37 NS
ios(2022) _PAMF™S 72h
. 1h, 2h, 4h,
somatic 24h, 48h, Jem 33 Tz 37 NS
pain(0153) 7oh
. 1h, 2h, 4h,
visceral 24h, 48h, e 33 ez 37 NS
pain(FAIE) 79h
. 1h, 2h, 4h
visceral P
. 24h, 48h, a3z b N
pain(05%) 7oh H 3 H 37 >
|(-2e(§>21) r=2 &S 1h 2.85 1.28 33 3.58 1.51 33 0.042
(VAS) 6h 262 102 33 336 173 33 0038
POD1 2.39 1.16 33 339 278 33 0.025
POD2 1.68 1.17 33 2.61 1.77 33 0.009
(RZCE)SZG{()ti 6h 2.73 1.98 3b 3.79 246 34  0.080
VAS(EAIE) POD1 = 35 A= 34 NS
POD2 k= 35 = 34 NS
6h 3.9 2.66 3b bh36  2.55 34  0.030
VAS(0|=%) POD1 = 3b = 34 NS
POD2 3.14 2.09 35 413 224 34 0.060
Peres-Ba VAS [medi
chelot 96h [2] [0-90.0] 41 200 [0-80] 37 0.054 mri?]e-rlr?;]
(2019)
Wagner-— 3h, 6h,
Kovacec  NRS(§AIE)  PODI, o 15 Jz 15 NS
(2018) POD2
3h, 6h,
NRS(O|S= POD1, 2T 15 2= 15 NR
POD2
DQalolqngau VNRS 6h ez 53 = 46 S favour |
(@208) POD1 a3z 53 o 46 NS
POD2 2T 53 2= 46 NS
Beaussier pain(§A1%) PODT,
(2018) < POD2 L e 30 o 27 NS
pain(0|S%) PODT,
POD = 30 = 27 NS
Lalmand time to reach a
QU1 yaS [1200] [480-1440] 63  [480] [240-1440] 58  0.018
(Dz%?r;f;pal VAS PO 12h [3] [1-4] 47 [4] [2-6] 47  0.04
VAS(EAR) POD1 [3] [1-4] 47 [4] [2-6] 47 0.03
POD2 [3] [1-4] 47 [3] [2-4] 47 0.56 [median, IQR]
VAS( &) POD1 [4] [3-7] 47 [6] [65-71 47 0.03
POD2 [3] [2-6] 47 [5] [3-6] 47 0.03

81



NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

MR sam =3 S sat P~ ym
(EH) AlIE mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
Fassoulaki  VAS(EAIS) 2h 26 20 50 30 23 52 NS
@016) 4h 16 18 50 22 20 52 NS

8h 17 22 50 20 21 52 NS
POD1 14 16 50 15 21 52 NS
POD2 8 11 49 12 15 52 NS
VAS( &) 2h 36 22 50 44 25 52 NR
4h 25 19 50 34 23 52 0.038
8h 29 25 50 34 24 52 NR
POD1 32 26 50 31 25 52 NR
POD2 18 17 49 26 21 52 NR
Cleveland  pain score PO Oh 4.1 39 3.6 43 0.57
(2015 PO 4h 3.8 39 39 43 -
PO 12h 2.6 NR 39 25 NR 43 09
POD1 35 NR 39 34 NR 43 09
(quos1tr5a)n VNS PO 6h (2] [1-3] 33 2] [1-275] 34 0.426
POD1 [2] [2-3] 33 [2] [1-3] 34  0.135 [median, IQR]
POD2 [2] [1-3] 33 [2] [1-2] 34  0.552
é%ﬂrj)ws pain score POD10FY  [3.5]  [0-6] 30 [4.0 [1-77 30 075
POD1X{4 [4] [2-6] 30 [3.00 [1-6] 30 054
P00l [2] 118 30 200 08 30 oes
POD2X{4 [2] [0-5] 30 [2.0] [0-5] 30 0.93
Reinkainen  pain score 6-12h,
(014 (BAIZ) 12-24h, Ja= 33 a3z 34 NS  favour|l
24-48h
pain score 6-12h,
0=z 12-24h, iz 33 = 34 NS  favourl
24-48h
PO 8h 15 0.51 19 245 051 20 0.0
oain score PO 16h 175 044 19 21 031 20 <0.01
B POD1 a3 19 g 20 NS
é& » POD2 o 19 Jem 20 NS
_ PO 16h Jg= 19 Jg= 20 NS
E’ggg)ore POD1 SR 19 a3z 20 NS
POD2 ez 19 e 20 NS
Kristensen  NRS(FAIS) PODISPM 1.1 15 25 14 1.7 25 NS
@13 PODISPM 0.9 1.5 25 1.2 1.4 25 NS
POD28AM 0.8 1.4 25 1.1 15 25 NS
POD2 8PM 0.7 0.9 25 0.6 0.9 25 NS
NRS(EE%) PODISAM 4 2.7 25 43 1.9 25 NS
POD1 8PM 3.6 26 25 34 1.6 25 NS
POD28AM 3.6 3 25 34 1.7 25 NS
POD2 8PM 3.8 2.2 25 3.2 1.8 25 NS
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XXt =3 Shh= Ch= P~

(BHAT) P AlIE mean SD Total mean SD Total Value e
Eldaba VAS(EAIE) PO 4h 2.9 0.7 40 64 08 40 NR
@013 PODT 25 08 40 45 12 40 NR
VAS(O|=%) PO 4h 3.5 0.8 40 68 18 40 NR
POD1 35 14 40 55 22 40 MR
5012) s o 284z 21 2o 24 NS
o012 gg S e a2 27 19 28 18 20 0047
M3 EXMA  PODI-7 6.2 3.4 19 43 29 20 NS
(K;gﬁ“;) UAS POD1 1.7 0.8 2 22 13 20 NR
POD2 2.4 1.0 2 22 13 20 NR
(BQaOLJ]Ii% NRS(EA1Z) POD1-3 2.4 1.8 6 4 1.9 9 014
POD2 46 2.9 6 37 1.7 9 046
POD3 3 2.4 6 28 2.3 9 088
PO 4h S 22 e e 22 {0.01
ool pain(EAE)  PODI REE: 22 REE 22 (0.01 favour|
POD2 S 22 e e 22 {0.01
Wang BAESES  pODI 2.4 NR 28 30 NR 27 022
@010 (ZA)
POD2 1.6 NR 28 1.7 NR 27 08
S5 Es POD1 5.2 NR 28 5.4 NR 27 064
(E==3)
POD2 4.00 NR 28 42 NR 27 0.81
lyer &S PODI
(2010) MM g 24 BEE: 21 NS
AMPM
Rosen VAS PO 8h 5.7 NR 37 b.b NR 36 0.8
(2009 POD1 5 NR 37 6 NR 36 013
POD2 44 NR 37 5 NR 36 037
Forastiere  VAS(RAIZ) POD1 0 J= 84 17 2= 84 <0.0001
(2008) POD2 0= 8 11 d4m 8r o001
VAS(015%) POD1 26 J3= 84 51 3T 84 <{0.0001
POD2 24 J3T 84 44 T 84 {0.0001
Lavandho  VAS(AIZ) PO 12h 20 IZT 30 50 2= 30  (0.05
(2007 POD1 20 T 30 20 T 30 NS
POD2 10 ez 30 10 I3=Z 30 NS (0-100)
VAS(015%) PO 12h 40  J#3= 30 70 2= 30 0.05 favourl
POD1 50 3= 30 60 1= 30 NS
POD2 30 J}T 30 40 =T 30 NS
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

1 XK} I =x =X xR o~ i
(BHAT) = AlIE mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
(P%%g)se pain(FAIE) POD1 2.6 1.9 143 3.1 22 167 0.41M
POD2 1.8 1.8 143 23 2 167 0.054
pain(0|53) POD1 5.5 2.1 143 6.3 2.1 167 0.013
POD2 45 2.2 143 5 22 167 0.087
(82%%u7s)sier pain(FAIE) PO 6h Jejo 21 o 21 <0.05
POD1 a3z 21 /s 21 NS
POD2 a3z 21 /s 21 NS
- = favour |
pain(7|&E PO 6h a3z 21 a3z 21 <0.05
POD1 g 21 a3 21 (0.05
POD2 g 21 a3 21 (0.05
(Bzaoi%G) VAS PODIPM 753  3.53 35 675 378 3 054
POD2PM 458  2.74 35 268 273 35 0.006
éuosgger ool E5 ~POD5 284  NR 40 314 NR 40 046 X\‘Brs‘i’;mi
A58 S5 -PODS NR  NR 40 NR NR 40 0056 Fan
Inventory
LeBlanc  VAS POD1 Iz 29 /=g 23 NS
(2005) POD2 /= 29 /=g 23 NS
Wu(2005)  VAS(BAIE) POD1 185 167 50 251 177 50  0.09
] POD2 146  15.1 50 143 159 50 0093 100
VAS(E5Z) POD1 469  23.1 50 541 226 50 0.16
POD2 358 246 50 328 244 50 057
?;gg;)ez pain score POD1 45 2.6 23 5.7 25 22  0.064
POD2 4.0 2 23 53 23 22 0.049
POD3 3.1 2.4 23 49 2.1 22 0.011
Stewart  VAS(RAID) Jejo 23 a3z 24 NS
(2004) VAS(0|S%) Jejo 23 o 24 <0.010 favourl
8205161! ¥z &5 POD1 5.0 2.26 3% 674 223 37 <(0.05
(2009 atvas) POD2 SO 35 23z 37 NS
85825 VAS PO 12h 3.8 2.5 200 40 29 16 0.82
POD1 4.1 2.7 20 41 2.5 16 0.97
POD2 1.8 1.7 20 23 31 16 0.55

NRS, numerical rating scale; NPRS, Verbal numeric pain rating scale(0-10); PACU, postanesthetic care
unit; LA, local anesthetic; POD, postoperative day; VAS, visual analogue scale; VRSP, verbal rating scale
for pain (0 -10); VNS, 100-mm visual numerical rating scale; VNRS, verbal numerical rating scale; m,
minutes; h, hour
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(HEREA 23

FAA9} Ol EAIE THEEH] oL 55 A4S Hareh 9 HrAA
TAR 2 HasHA] oot ek Aol EFAI 4= Q= A ASUAIR, HEREA ]
= S FRlstast sholtt.

150E o= e 7 19 A9 FAA B85 Ao e 23HT1H 3.10), & F-91=9] 2144
=ATFA] Fofo] Yof Hl FA R TH EF5 Ha7h B WATHSMD -0.36, 95%CI -0.60~-0.13,
P=76%). B & 5 29 A S] 4] 55 H2] 739, HIERE 4] 7153t 14 2] WiERE 4 AIH 1Y
3.17), p F-R1R2 A|&4 SanbA] Fofxt flof B 7|2t -2lgt Ao]7F GIIHSMD -0.14,
95%CI -0.35~0.07, I*=65%).

i,

Ccwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V.Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
1.2.1 Placebo
p_Givens 2002 (1) 41 27 20 41 25 16 54% 0.00 [-0.66, 0.66] 2002 I
p_Sanchez 2004 () 15 126 23 a7 25 22 58% -0.46 [-1.06,0.13] 2004 T
p_Schurr 2004 (3 5 226 35 BT4 223 F BT% -0.77 [1.25,-0.28] 2004 I
p_WWu 2005 1848 167 50 251 177 50 T.3% -0.38 [-0.78,0.02] 2004 ]
p_Baig 2006 (4 783 353 35 675 378 35 6.8% 0.21 [0.26,0.68] 2006 T
p_Polglase 2007 26 19 143 a1 22 167 85% -0.24 [-0.47 -0.02] 2007 ]
p_Kainu 2012 (5) 1.7 08 22 22 13 20 57% -0.46 [-1.07,0.18] 2012 T
p_Kristensen 2013 0a 15 25 12 14 25 B1% -0.20 [-0.76,0.35] 2013 I
p_Eldaba 2013 245 08 40 45 1.2 40 B.3% -1.94 [[2.48 -1.41] 2013 -
p_Andrews 2014 (6) 4 296 30 3 37 30 BA5% 0.29 [0.21,0.80] 2014 T
p_Fustran 2015 (7) 7 074 33 7 148 34 BT% 0.00 [0.48,0.48] 2015 -
p_Fassoulaki 2016 14 18 a0 15 hal a2 T.4% -0.05 [-0.44,0.34] 2016 -
aTelletsea 2016 1.91 1.43 43 286 1.38 44 T1% -0.67 [-1.09,-0.25] 2016 I
p_Dhanapal 2017 3 232 47 4 2.95 47 T.2% -0.38 [0.79,003] 2017 I
p_Lee 2021 (&) 239 116 330339 278 33 B.6% -0.46 [0.95,0.03] 2021 B
Subtotal (95% CI) 629 657 100.0% -0.36 [-0.60, -0.13] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.16; Chi®= 57.64, df=14 (P = 0.00001}), F= 76%
Test for overall effect 2= 3.01 (P =0.003)

, y , ,

Favours [CWI] Favours [Control
Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable [ ! [ !

Footnotes

(1) EEHVAS
(2) EEVAS
(3) EEHVAS
(4) EEVAS
(5) ST VAS
(6) ST VAS
(7) EEVAS
(8) ST VAS

17 3.16 [2R4201=-222) FAN S5

ol

S8 3 1U(H D) 273
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

Ccwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
1.4.1 Placebo
p_Givens 2002 (1) 18 17 20 23 31 16 55% -0.20 [-0.86, 0.46] 2002 1
p_Sanchez 2004 (2 4 2 23 53 23 22 B1% -0.59 [1.19, 0000 2004 I
p_WWu 2005 146 151 50 143 158 50 8.4% 0.02 [0.37,0.41] 2005 -1
p_Baig 2006 (3 458 274 35 268 273 3\ TA% 0.69[0.20,1.17] 2006 I
p_Polglase 2007 1.8 18 143 23 2 167 105% -0.26 [-0.49,-0.04] 2007 ™
p_Baulig 2011 46 289 6 a7 17 9 3.0% 0.38 [0.67,1.42] 2011 I E—
p_Kainu 2012 (4 24 1 22 22 13 20 6.0% 017 [0.44,0.78] 2012 -
p_Kristensen 2013 07 08 24 08 08 25 B.E% 0.11 [0.45, 0.66] 2013 -
p_Andrews 2014 (3) 2 3T a0 237 n 7% 0.00 F0.51, 051 2014 T
p_Fustran 2015 (8) 2 148 a3 2 074 4 T4% 0.00 [0.48, 048] 2015 -1
aTelletsea 2016 1.3 1.47 43 271 1.4 44 T.9% -0.97 [1.41,-0.54] 2016 a—
p_Fassoulaki 2016 g 1" 44 12 15 a2 8.5% -0.30 [0.69, 0.08]) 2016 I
p_Dhanapal 2017 3 232 47 3 1.48 47 8.3% 0.00 [-0.40, 0,400 2017 -
p_Lee 2021 (7) 1.68 117 33 2681 177 33 T.2% -0.61 [1.11,-012] 2021 I
Subtotal (95% CI) 559 589 100.0% -0.14 [-0.35, 0.07] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.10; Chi®=37.02, df=13 (P = 0.0004); F = 65%
Testfor overall effect 2=1.30(F =015}
I 1 1 |
-4 -2 i 2 4

Testfor subaroup differences: Mot applicable
Footnotes

(1) E& vas

) EEVAS

) EEVAS

) S VAS

) S VAS

) EE VAS

) EE VAS

1 3.17 [BR42012-222)] FAA 5

ol

"=
=22

Favours [CWI]

Favours [Control]

Cwi Control Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean S0 Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl IV. Random. 95% Cl
1.6.1 Placebo
p_Dhanapal 2017 4 2496 47 6 1.48 47 16.4% -0.85 [1.27,-0.42] —
p_Eldaba 2013 35 14 40 5.8 22 0 15.3% -1.07 [-1.44, -0.60] -
p_Fassoulaki 2016 32 6 50 3 25 52 171% 0.04 [0.35,0.43] -
p_Kristensen 2013 36 26 25 34 16 25 13.6% 0.08 [-0.46, 0.65] -
p_Palglase 2007 55 21 143 B3 21 167 206% -0.38 [0.61,-0.15] -
p_WWu 2005 46.9 231 a0 541 226 a0 17.0% -0.31 [-0.71, 0.08] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 355 381 100.0% -0.42[-0.74,-0.10] L 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 012, Chi®= 20.34, df=5 (P = 0.001); F= 75%
Test for overall effect: £= 2.5 (P = 0.01)
Total (95% CI) 355 381 100.0% 0.42 [-0.74, -0.10] &
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.12; Chi®= 20.34, df= 5 (P = 0.001; F= 75% 5_4 2 : 2 45
Test for overall effect: £= 255 (F =0.01) - '.m' -
Test for subaroun differences: Mot annlicable Favours [CWIT- Favours [Control]
77 3.18 [2R4E(HE - 2247)] 01SAl 55 H4-42 § 12(H8H D) £
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cwi Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup _ Mean _ SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl IV, Random. 95% CI
1.8.7 Placebo

p_Dhanapal 2017 3 2.96 47 5 222 47 16.2% -0.76 [-1.18,-0.34] —
p_Fassoulaki 2016 19 17 49 26 02 52 17.0% -0.41 [F0.81,-0.02] —
p_kristensen 2013 a8 22 25 32 18 25 12.4% 0.28 [-0.26, 0.85] T
p_Palglase 2007 45 23 143 5 22 167 227% -0.23 [-0.45,-0.00] Bl
p_Roszetti 2021 314 209 35 413 2.24 34 14.5% -0.45 [-0.93, 0.03] /]

p_wvu 2005 358 248 a0 328 244 a0 17.1% 012 [-0.27, 0.51] T
Subtotal {95% CI) 349 375 100.0% -0.25[-0.52, 0.01] L 4
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.07; Chi*=1413, di=5 (P =0.01); F= (5%

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.85 (P = 0.08)

Total (95% Cl) 349 375 100.0% -0.25[-0.52, 0.01] L 4
Heterogensity: Tau?= 0.07; ChiF=14.13, df= § (P = 0.01); F= 65% ) Y : 1 4

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.85 (P = 0.06)
Testfor subaroun differences: Not annlicahle

Fa

vours [CWI] Favours [Control]

07 3.19 [2R42012 - 222) 01SAl 53 B4-42 3 2(H3MH|D) 213

.28 % 37 ISH AHY

H 321 [ER+2015-843)] 81y 58 & F7t 2SN AH[Z(EEH|w)
= ST =t
XXt AWK E < =3 h P~ w3
(ETAT) ¢ A ean SD Total —ean SD Total value
vs. £X|z
30m 009 043 43 163 219 49 <0.0001
oh 079 125 43 249 21 49 <0.0001
Telotea oo Ay g &0 102 126 43 365 325 49 <0.0001
(2016) =als PODI 167 185 43 659 617 49 <0.0001
POD2 153 238 43 753 964 49 <(0.0001
total 563 502 43 2186 1788 49 0.0001
sols  ERESHAHEE  mg POD e 34 e 3% 005 [
Lau FItXEX & o _ _
vs. 9IoK2
Gomez- LTz Dz 4n . o2 33 2 [04 3/ 01
Rios | AHIY mg POD1 (4 [ 38 ] (628 37 0008 S5
(2022) POD2 9] [416] 33 [18] [934] 37 002
Lee HAEZ2KV) PACU 042 066 33 042 005 33 0695
(2021) HE|ZI(V) PACU 012 042 33 03 053 33 0.066
i o AH[2f
ooy o AIE g ponz 25 s 35 90 38 0047
Peres-B L7 D=0 [0.0-1. [0.1-1
?;8?'93* e mg POD1 04 Ty 42 08 Tgo41 0046
k9 pop2  [0.3] [O-g Ym 04 [0-;]‘ 1 39 0004 ¥
Wagner- & MJ2|ERtOS POIZn 8 [0-16] 15 [0] 438 15 (NS
Kovacec  AH|2f mg PODT 0] 034 15 [l [650] 15 (N5) A"
(2018) POD2 [14] [0-34] 15 [24] [8-76] 15 (NS)
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FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

B} EJ ) ==
G N2 S S o . Ak
Zmoq
(EHAT) 2 A mean_ SD Total ) Total value
Dalmau & PCA AH|Z (19.97-29. (21.7-31.8
(2018) mg POD2 24.63 29) 52 26.78 5) 44 0.53 (95%Cl)
Beaussie EZ2I| AH[2 " 0-24h [27] [15-45] 30 [31] [22-47) 27 (NS) [median,
r(2018) 9 "sn [34] [13-55] 30 [35 [28-51] 27 (NS) IQRI
Lalmand =X p2m .0-30.
o mg 3 8 5190 63 [os) 0% 58 oo
Dhanapal ~ B2 AH|ZF POD1 11.34 159 47 1729 202 47  0.001
(2017) M9 “poD2 746 119 47 135 130 47 0.001
Fassoula _M2LMELS mg PACU 975  798.7 50 1186 771.2 52 0.149
ki2016) " Jonarid o4 0 ©1n 5 [0 ©»H 5 -
el PoDi [l (06 50 [ (08 5 -
POD2 [1] (0-10) 49 21 0100 B2 -
Ceveland = OfFMTIER|
2015
@019 AHIZME) mg 518 (416-620) 39 552 (452-651) 43  0.63
(95%Cl)
PCA A= 620 (292-048) 39 737 (44'14‘)103' 83 059
Fustran = PCA AH|Z [11.25-42. g median,
0019) dee POD2 (23] a3 29 [52 [24564 31 0010 [
Andrews B2 AH|Zf [11.75-39.
L2LAELS g POD2 _[7] [40-7.25] 30 [40] [30-70] 30 015 geden
NSAI [20] [0-50] 30 [02] [0-025] 30 0.01
ZONER AHE et 907 414 30 68/ 378 30 0036
Ronkanen S A|F= AH[ZF 0-6h 196 90 33 238 102 34 0.078
(014 mg 1% 9 69 33 129 93 34 0.058
24 109 85 33 144 136 34 021
Krishnan ~ OFESALK| POD1 614 32.2 31 496 30.6 20 NR laparos
(2014) AH| _,_POD2 222 228 31 171 121 20 NR_copic
9 "POD1 667 346 24 788 5/5 5 NR o
POD2 268 239 24 536 435 5 NR
8h = 19 Jef= 20 <0.01
Xin MEIERS AH[RE ) _POD 2= 19 BEE 20 <0.01
2014
o Py Om 415 218 19 87 32 20 O
T
Kistsen D20 AH[2F mg -POD2  [10] [0-16] 25 [12] [5-18] 25 0.49 [median.
@013 SATEAHZE mg ~Po2 [B] [5-10] 25 [5] [5-10] 25 0.99 IOR
Hemensso 22U AH|Y 005 pop1 129  1.31 17 315 248 15 <(0.05
n2013) mg/
kg POD2 041 146 17 06 091 15 NS
(Eldab? Z020AHZ  mg POD1 25 73 40 40 123 40 (0.0001
2013) | WA
Opofiemy MO 0 0 40 845 123 40 -
Moore D2 AH|2F POD1 2= 21 = 24 NS
(2012)  (ME) "0 “poD2 e 21 BEE 24 NS
Bell EY\ET POD1
0012 s mg 5 612 935 19 545 525 20 NS
Kainu SAEEAHEF
@01 R POD1 48 23 2 45 23 20 NS
< mg
@Fﬁ’% POD2 12 NR 22 15 NR 20 005
Bauli X Q2]
Qo1 Zoje mg POD3 811 468 6 997 49 9 048
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= X
1XX} HBR|E =< nEI“E n[H"—"‘L P wa
(STAE) @ AlA ean D Total D Total value
Wang T Q20 PODT 481 NR 28 622 NR 27 012
(20100 AHZHPCA) M9 “poD2 787 NR 28 1106 NR 27 001
ESSEERCE POD1 454 NR 28 654 NR 27 002
D20 AHY mg
(PCA) POD2 11568 NR 28 744 NR 27 <0.001
lyer W D=0 postOP ez 24 I = 21 0.022 | favor
(20100 AFRZKPCA) POD1 EE 24 W 21 NR
MY “poD2 SEE 24 e 21 MR
POD3 2= 24 = 21 0.031 |favor
Canvalho  RIER| AH[ 0% [75] [5-100 19 [5] [0-15] 19 0.34 [median.
(20100 (ME) MO T [15] [8-24] 19 [10] [4-18] 19 031 'O
Rosen TIEH AH|2ZF PODO 22.8 37 20.8 36 0.56
(2009)  (ME) mg PODI 52.2 37 445 36 0.39
POD2 451 37 466 - 36 084
Forastier Q2 AH|Z POD1 75 84 133 84 ¢0.0001
e(2008) M9 "POD2 115 027 84 218 037 84 (0.0001
Lavand'h EZ2I A22f POD1 ez 30 J= 30 -
omme M9 “poD2 WEE 30 e 30 -
@07 "z oEmeTE  mg 28 [182-32] 30 38 [88437 30 NR [95%CI
Polglase P2 At22 PODI 341 202 143 374 255 167 0525
(2007) M9 "pOoD2 213 161 143 242 184 167 0.245
Beaussie & REI Al22F POD1 2= 22 Jei= 22 <0.05 | favor
r(2007) M9 “poD2 BEE 23 WE 23 (0.05 |favor
Baig DR FEK| POD1 325 374 35 495 467 35 0.097
(2006)  AFEZH(ME) M9 "pOoD2 358 356 35 815 106 35 0.02
PCA Al PODI__ 608 809 35 110 107 35 0087
POD2 473 345 35 136 192 35 0.012
Kushner — OftM XEX &
(2005 AE(ME) mg 107 B7-4201 40 86.1 [3-06;]'403 4 025 [rangel
LeBlanc O RIEH| POD = 29 = 23 (0.05 | favor
(2005)  Algy M9 “pop2 RE 29 WE 23 (0.05 | favor
Wu Sf0|E2paE PODI 54 36 50 5.1 3 50 0.68
005)  AkzEivPCA) M9 Tpob2 0.9 1 50 11 50 0.3
A7 XEH| tabl
s © POD2 15 16 50 14 15 50 083
Sanchez  ZA7L XEK tabl POD1 47 41 23 48 37 22 0941
(2004) Al et POD2 49 4 23 32 36 22 0.199
il EC;E%%EE' - Jejm 23 Jepm 24 003 |favor
Schur  Bl0[E2RE POD1 S 35 SEES 37 NS
(2008)  AH MY “poD2 WEE 35 e 37 NS
Givens D20 AH PODI 468 236 20 789 285 16 (01 |favor
(2002) M9 TpoD2 727 437 20 1284 555 16 (01 |favor

IQR, Interquartile Range; IV, intramgvenous; NS, not significant; PACU, postanesthetic care unit; PCA,
patient controlled analgesia; POD, Postoperative day; SD, standard deviation; ME, morphine equivalents;
*dose(1 g of paracetamol, 50 mg diclofenac,400 mg ibuprofen, 50 mg tramadol, 2 tablets of co-dydramol,
and 20 mg oramorph)
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2R)RQIZO| XI&X] AN E0f

5% 3 27 ABA) vl o) 54 T 19 AlHI 29 A0 Uieo] vjEkA S Segslalct
of vEFEAo] E3HAIE 2 Gl T
3l .

sl
SH/gst 73‘4(:1‘3 3. 21) & -‘Hi«l A &2 A A Fofrio] foF 9 E—‘liblm #%?«-%7}
AEA Anv|Eko] 8-29l5H4 ¥ HJTHSMD -0.87, 95% CI -1.32~-0.42, 1>=95%).
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cwi Control

Std. Mean Difference

Std. Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
221 POD1
aTelletea 2016 167 1.85 43 659 BAT 45 5.6% -1.04 [-1.48,-0.61] -
p_Baig 2006 OB 8049 3 110 107 ki 5.5% -0.81 [-0.95,-0.04] I
p_Beaussier 2018 27 2222 30 31 18.42 27 5.4% -018 071, 0.33] I
p_Carvalho 2010 753719 5 1.1 19 50% 0.30[-0.34,0.84] T
p_Dhanapal 2017 1134 159 47 1729 2.02 47 a1% -325[3.87,-262] —
p_Eldaba 2013 2% 73 40 40 123 40 55% -1.47 [1.97,-0.97] -
p_Fassoulaki 2016 1 1.8 a0 2 2 a2 8.7% -0.56 [-0.96,-0.16] I
p_Givens 2002 468 238 20 789 285 16 4.8% -1.21 [-1.93,-0.45] -
p_GomezRios 2022 4 B.ET 33 11 12.88 ar 5.5% -0.68[-1.16,-0.19] —
p_Hermansson 2013 1.29 1.3 17 315 248 15 47% -0.93 [1.67,-0.20] -
p_Kainu 2012 LE] 23 22 45 23 0 a1% 0.13[0.48,073] -
p_Krishnan 2014a (1) 614 322 31 496 306 0 52% 0.37 [-0.20,0.83] T
p_krishnan 2014b (2 BE.7 348 24 7BE 575 g 4.0% -0.30 [-1.27, 0.66] - 1
p_Peres-Bachelot 2019 04 033 42 08 035 41 5.6% -0.28[-0.72,014] T
p_Polglase 2007 341 2002 143 3F4 255 167 B.1% -0.14 [-0.37, 0.08] ™
p_Reinikainen 2014 9 B9 33 128 43 34 55% -0.47 [-0.95, 0.02] I
p_Sanchez 2004 47 41 23 48 37 17 51% -0.03 [-0.61, 0.56] T
p_Wagnerkovace: 2018 m 85 15 16 11 19 47% -0.59[-1.33,0.14] -
p_Wu 2005 a4 3.6 a0 5.1 3 a0 8.7% 0.08 [-0.30, 0.48] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 77 711 100.0% -0.56 [-0.88, -0.24] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.42; Chi®= 14275, df =18 (P = 0.00001);, F=87%
Testfor overall effect 2= 3.43 (P = 0.0006)

-4 -2 o 2 4

Favours [CWI] Favours [control]

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicahle
Footnotes

(1) laparoscopic sugery

(2) open surgery

17 3.20 [BR42012-222) 42 5 57} USH AHZ-42 3 12(HEH
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NEC

FE(HE-/I=2)FH= XEX ZA0EM S0Y

cwi

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total
2.4.1 POD2

aTelletcea 2016 183 238 43
p_Baig 2006 473 3448 35
p_Beaussier 2018 34 3111 30
p_Carvalho 2010 15 11.85 19
p_Cleveland 2015 (1) 18 325 34
p_Dalmau 2018 2483 1741 52
p_Dhanapal 2017 746 118 47
p_Fassoulaki 2016 1 25 48
p_Forastiers 2008 118 027 a4
p_Fusiran 2015 23 2333 25
p_Givens 2002 T2T 437 20
p_Gdrmez-Rins 2022 9 839 33
p_Hermansson 2013 041 146 17
p_krizhnan 2014a 222 228 i
p_kKrishnan 2014k 268 238 24
p_kristensen 2013 (&) 10 11.85 5
p_Kushner 2005 {3) 107 1041 40
p_Lavand'homme 2007 (4) 28 183 il
p_Peres-Bachelot 2018 0.3 0.4 42
p_Polglase 2007 213 161 143
p_Reinikainen 2014 109 8.5 33
p_Rosetti 2021 21.82 21.46 35
p_Sanchez 2004 49 4 23
p_WagnerkKovacec 2018 (5) 14 8.5 18
p_Wy 2005 04 1 50
Subtotal (95% CI) 988

SD Total Weight

Std. Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Std. Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% CI

Control
Mean
7.53 9.64
136 182
35 1704
10 1037
55.2 333
26.78 17.2
134 1.3
2 2.5
1.8 0.37
52 29.26
1284 55.48
18 18452
0.6 0.91
171 121
3.6 435
12 9.63
86.1 10021
3g 20.8
0.4 0.28
242 18.4
14.4 136
29.57 2238
32 36
24 17
1.1 1.1

49 42%
3E 0 42%
7 A%
19 40%
43 42%
44 42%
47 38%
52 43%
a4 1.2%
31 41%
16 40%
T A%
165 40%
20 4%
i 36%
24 4%
40 42%
a0 42%
3\ 42%
167 43%
34 42%
34 42%
22 4%
15 39%
50 43%
980 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.19; Chi*= 486.62, df=24 (P = 0.00001); = 95%
Test for overall effect: Z=3.81 (P = 0.0001)

Testfor subgroup differences: Mot applicable
Footnotes

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
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SE A
T
SE A
SE A
S |

a2 3.21 [2

SN

Jr

-0.82 [-1.25,-0.40]
-0.64 [1.12,-0.16]
-0.04 [-0.56, 0.48]
0.44 [-0.20, 1.08]
-0.10 [-0.54, 0.33]
-0.12 [-0.53, 0.28]
-4.81 [-5.62, -4.00]
-0.40 [-0.78, -0.00]
-31.66 [35.10,-28.22]
-1.08 [-1.62,-0.53]
111 [1.82,-0.38]
-0.60[-1.08,-0.12]
-014 [-0.85, 0.55]
0.26 [-0.31, 0.82]
-0.94 [-1.94, 0.08]
018 [-0.74, 0.37]
0.20 [-0.24, 0.64]
-0.49 [-1.01, 0.02]
-0.29 [-0.72, 0.15]
-0.17 [-0.39, 0.08]
-0.30 [-0.79, 0.18]
-0.36 [-0.84, 0.11]
0.44 [-0.15,1.03]
0,72 [-1.47,0.02]
-0.19 [-0.58, 0.20]
0.87[1.32, -0.42]

-

-4 -2 0

Favours [CWI] Favours [control]

2
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4. GRADE &H Ho}t

GRADE &2 ARSIl 2ATES BVt B il ti2i ] {3l et B = B7H67 |
2ol GRADE A5 GA| thz<tol] whet 2 AahHaE A4 (certainty of evidence)Z A|AI5H
Art.

ke

4.1. GRADEE ?gt 22| S22k 2

= AR H= OHH A (critical), @%- Q5 |TE HA 2 0] R] &-2(important but not critical), @&
%93Hof limited importance)?] 37 ¥3ol w}et 58 T (importance)E T~=oF L, A2 Q]

(critical), @323 314 & 0] 2] &k-2(important but not critical) 2IA| & 4.2 GRADE

AT S5k

29 3o = dig Q=7 st TAH FAA, S AyPHSE SRIskal thgart o] ZF Ao

TREE 245K

L

H 3.22 Z1H=4-9|

OfM
O
H-|
my
0

Ao Z2F
scale
1= g FQst SQ5HX| Tt SR QI
(of limited siAxo|X| 22 (critical) A
importance) (important but
not critical)
or2 T BRI 9 critical
O | sHct Al & 5=
° °,”:(; & = ads 8 oritcal
(D =1 )\|§ ]IH 3)
_ EX XA cntica
_J—l_l-gl So o
5 3 /RSN AHIH 7 critical
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4.2. GRADE Z2Hs&

421.

gRreilis-823)

I 3.23 GRADE evidence profile:

SHA
STT

2018 -883)

Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance
S/ xR No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre  Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  conside
rations
[oHHM] Al BE §HHS
- IH): BE SIR0M £ 27t Q05 X[0[7} 9IS
A 3 RCT not not not not none BN(EH): 2= A7 S a4z OO0 Critical
Serious  Serious  Serious  serious Moderate
- not not not not - HAH(107): 2R HRUAM F F7F OISt X017} gs ®O®0 iy
= 10 RCT serious serious  serious  serious ™" 17H2] HO0IA T EHHS LM0)| 0] favours | Moderate ~ C1t1c@!
[oHH Y] okE HA2
o 3 RCT not not not not none (27}) & 22k Rst Rf0|7L §is CLOC ORI
e serious  Serious  Serious  serious - (171) MNZASH 2QZ(7|H) 2 58 X X|HO| K favours | Moderate
- MA(1171): RS HHM F 27 R R0|7+ 8f
- not not not not o| G110l A] OAl @I A48l SO=(xjo xlg @E®O "
o= 1 RCT  corious  serious  serious  serious  ™° O,H" A0 26 R TE, HBSH 2RS(EY, '—°) =0 Moderate ~ Ctical
U favours |
[&2td] E5 H+
- ZohLy . not not . - ®®00 "
°c 2 . ) 0 - ®A17H): 178 A
SxxplEE 1 RCT  serious serious serious SEMIOUS none HA(17H): 178 = NS o Critical
XY - 7oK9| X9 ou? Mot ot ious® — FHAH): 17§ OO0
M ool ¢ 1 RCT  serious serious serioys SEMOUS none KAI(17H): 170 S NS LOW Critical
_ wzR ot oot ot _ BRI 14 ®OEO .
AXH 1 RCT serous  serous  serious SEMOUS none MAI(17H): 170 S favours C Moderate Critical
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance
S/ xR No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre  Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  conside
rations
- FR|(127): 820 S NS / 471 ST favours | -
Wst  _ ojof/Oi not not not not - HEREA -
c= /R RIE 12(1)  RCT serious  serious  serious  serious none * AN S5 E=(POD 1): (67) SMD -0.35 (-0.73, 0.03) Moderate Critical
o SAA| EZ H4(POD 2): (471) SMD -0.561 (-1.18, 0.15)
[E1Y] 2 & F7t TISH AHZ
— XoHLy ., not not o i i ®®00 iy
. ) — FA(17H): 174 o
xR 1 RCT  serious serious serious SEMOUS none MAI(17H): 170 A7 NS LOW Critical
XIx _ 74O0pQ| =OI el not not b _ X% . o @00 -
SES dare| = 1 RCT  serious serious serious SEMOUS none HA|(17H): 170 S NS LOW Critical
_ AR not not not b — TR 174 O @0 iy
MRS 1 RCT serious  serious  serious  Serious none MA(171): 178 ST favours C Moderate  Critical
— TA(127H): 971 S+ favours | / 370 A NS
ws _ olor/ox not . not not - HEFRAM ®®®0 "
e= PoH/RAIE 12 RCT serious SO serious  serious none Moderate Critical

o I} ZISH AHIZH(POD 1): (47H) SMD -0.26 (-0.57,
o Z7t XEH AHIZHPOD 2): (67H) SMD -0.28 (-0.56

Cl: Confidence interval; SMD: Standardized mean difference; MD: Mean difference

Explanations
a. HIEE A FoHAat, o 28t4(Uncelar), =&(High)0| &Q1E / b. E&2471 400 02121 Z2

e

[GRADE: Certainty of evidence]

High: Further research is very unlikely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect.

Moderate: Further research is likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate.
Low: Further research is very likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and is likely to change the estimate.
Very low: Any estimate of effect is very uncertain.
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422,

H 3.24 GRADE evidence profile:

=£33)

H A
ge

(=22

OO

+24)

Certainty assessment

Summary of findings

Importance
SAZ/Hx 2 No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  considerations
[ora] Al B B
- X (307H)' el 0-1301 N = F7F QoI5 X107t 911, OOOO
b3E S| 30 RCT  serious® "ot not not none 2+ 17]2] GIT01A EIHELS| AZ(incision exudation) , KA (leus) Critical
=} —
serious  serious  serious SEA401] 9101 favours C Moderate
. L not not not - MA|(387H): 220] SN F 2 tWT—ql%J X017t gl OO o
g 38 RCT  serious” i c serious  serious none 70| SiTL00M RHM(leus) S B3 SEZS L0 9107 favours | Moderate Critical
o] ot Bxg
- JH(2971): 16712] IF0iME F 27 RSt Xt0|7} S
i & not not not 13742 70N = B 2ol 210 favours | @O0 iy
e 29 RCT  serious”  gorious  serious — serious none e QMU E JIHRSS MASH SRE(FIY, £2), MY, &5 Moderate Critical
AR QE S0| =Q 1=
- H|(2671): 21712 SF0M = F 22 RSt X017} S
ot ot ot 5742 ATOIM TR FEZ L0 UK favours |, 17H2] ST0IA @O0
et 26 RCT  serious® - - - none U204 20 favours C Critical
g serious  serious  serious ¢« OM T TE AZEIN Bon(RNY Sal) Mao 55 ofF, o  Moderate

50| 52 B1g

96



Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance
S2/cixZ No of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  considerations
[22Hd] 83 HE+
Sz 1 Rer SO ot ot it none - EAI(IH): 10 94 NS BECO " Critical
— - HMA|(771): 370 AT favours I/278 H7E NS/ 27§ A+t favours C
) égxﬁmx 7 RCT rious®  seri not rious® non - BB ®000 Critical
e SEous SEMOUS  ggriys  SENOUS one * AN E2 F4(POD 1): (57) SMD -0.09 (-0.52, 0.34) Very Low e
o SAA| £5 M4(POD 2): (471) SMD -0.49 (-1.18, 0.20)
- TA(1478)*: 670 ST favours C / 57§ 17 favours I/ 274 &7 NS
_ = not - not not - HEREH ®@O@0 iy
ATy 4 RCT serious 580U sgrious  serious none * SAMA| 3 E4=(POD 1): (871) SMD -0.18 (-0.63, 0.27) Moderate  C'tical
o SAMA EF H4(POD 2): (671) SMD 0.26 (-0.29, 0.81)
Zare| - FA(©27H): 174 S NS/ 17§ BT favours C
S 2= @ o not b - HEREA ®000 .
. X%E*E b= 2 RCT  serious’ serious oo o serious none e SN £ HA(POD 1): (171) SMD 0.43 (0.04, 0.83) Very Low  Critical
S o ZAIA £2 HA(POD 2): (17H) SMD 0.32 (~0.07, 0.71)
- HA\(57H): 37 HT favours C/ 27} ST favours |
- A& not - not b - HEREA ®®00 "
Zate| ¢ 5 RCT  erious  Serious oo o serious none o SAIA £ HA(POD 1): (371) SMD 0.17 (~0.38, 0.71) LOW Critical
e SAMA EZ FH4(POD 2): (27) SMD 0.04 (-0.53, 0.61)
- TIHI(57H): 271 ¢ favours 1/27H Y15t NS/171 Y4+ favours C
— A3 o not b - HEREA ®000 "
AR 5 RCT  serious” serious o o serious none o SAIA £5 HA(POD 1): (271) SMD =0.12 (<0.46, 0.22) Very Low Critical
* SAA| §3 E4(POD 2): (271) SMD -0.33 (-0.67, 0.01)
- TH|(37H): 174 A NS/ 17§ A favours C
- MU not - not b - HEREA ®@®00 "
# 20 O e O e SO one « SA1A S5 B2(POD 1) (171) SMD 0.38 (-0.20, 0.97) Low ~ Crita
o SAA| EZ H4(POD 2): (17H) SMD 0.27 (-0.32, 0.85)
- HR(407H): 2371 S5 NS/ 1771 2 favours |
st _ olor/Oj not : not not - HEMEN CC00) iy
I - RRURHE A0 RCT e TS e seioss " * SAA £5 F4(POD 1): (157)) SMD-0.36 (-0.60, -0.13)  Moderate "'
* SAA| §3 E4(POD 2): (147) SMD -0.14 (-0.35, 0.07)
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance
S2/cixZ No of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  considerations
[E0HY] 2 £ It XISH AHZ
- FHI(17H): 17§ ST favours |
-mmyze 1 Rer MO M 10 g none * %7} AHI(POD 1): (17) SMD -0.64 (-1.16, -0.11) PEO - Criial
o 7 AHIZHPOD 2): (171) SMD -0.34 (-0.86, 0.17)
- XLy = THI(77): 42 7 favours 1/ 270 NS/ 171 Y+t favours C ®000
EZXIE 7 RCT  serious® serious ser;i%tus serious® none o =71 AH|IZHPOD 1): (27f) SMD -1.21 (-1.74, -0.69) Very Low Critical
Y o 27} AH|ZHPOD 2): (47H) SMD =2.19 (-3.47, -0.92) v
‘ : ; - FH(107): 470 AT favours |/ 474 ST favours C /270 S NS OOR0
-AYFEY 10 RCT P serious o O none o 27+ AH[ZHPOD 1): (274) SMD 0.44(0.07, 0.82) Modorae  Critical
o =7 AH|ZHPOD 2): (571) SMD 0.00 (-0.37, 0.37)
xx  — %9 - & S o of
TS B ) @ e not b HAI(274): 17§ 2 favours | / 17§ &2 favours C @000 »
’?E*E S 2 RCT  serious®  serious serious  Serious none « 27} AHIZ(POD 2): (171) SMD -3.68 (~4.33, ~3.04) Very Low Critical
N — HHI(57H): 270 HE NS /274 H2 favours C/ 170 &7 favours |
T Meelmey 5 RCT (% e % e’ none « 27} AH[ZHPOD 1): (27) SMD 0.14 (-0.21, 0.48) OO critical
e e o 37} AH|ZKPOD 2): (47H) SMD -0.12 (-0.33, 0.10)
" - TIA|(57H): 47 S NS / 17§ ¢ favours C BO00
= MAXRIE 5 RCT  serious® serious ser;icc))us serious” none o =7} AHIZHPOD 1): (27) SMD -0.20 (-0.62, 0.21) Very Low Critical
* X7} AHZHPOD 2): (37§) SMD -0.01 (-0.52, 0.49) v
- MUY not - not N - HMA|(271): 274 A7 favours C @00 iy
¢ 2 RCT serious  SMOUS  ggrigug  SEMOUS none o =71 AHIZHPOD 1): (17H) SMD 0.98 (0.37, 1.60) LOW Critical
" ‘ ; ~ HA|(4271): 2274 AT NS/ 2071 HF favours | OO0
WE - Ql/RXRE 42 RCT O seious oo none o X7+ AHIZHPOD 1): (197§) SMD -0.56 (-0.88, ~0.24) Moderae  Critical

* 71 AH|ZHPOD 2): (2571) SMD -0.87 (-1.32, -0.42)

Cl: Confidence interval; SMD: Standardized mean difference; MD: Mean difference

Explanations

a. HIEE g BrHZat, O=0 28td(Uncelar), =2(High)0l &QIE / b. HE&4:71 400 02121 ZL

[GRADE: Certainty of evidence]

High: Further research is very unlikely to change our confidence in the estimate of effect.

Moderate: Further research is likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and may change the estimate.
Low: Further research is very likely to have an important impact on our confidence in the estimate of effect and is likely to change the estimate.
Very low: Any estimate of effect is very uncertain.
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‘T H29] &4 AuEA] oI (Continuous wound infiltration, CWI)' < 7R&- 7ia<& ¢
T 71E 65 AT OE 55 20| SESHA 2 AL 7€ 55 2ETHS AN - Qle SRS
LR e ¥ 35 28S FH 2R ARSSE 7Ieclth 20109 Alolwr|e= %7k #, 20114
HIFo 2 A= L 20161 Aol 80%= HAH l57|&olth. i w7l BAEARE Foig)
T A S Zobg FHo = Blgo] H A¥EY] 35 AES &9 T LUEHPS S8l g=d A1
2022 A6t 27 H 7T 91921(2022.6.10.)°04 B7HAGAE Al Q]ttol 7S +=FotA
FRreUlE §7478), BRratlE- 5473) SAE tHdor ‘e =0 A&4 4n3iA| Fo
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A e B9 A& FA4uFA] FolHE QA 0= QPdstal aARIZYY”, “ERpE(EE Y
E37) FANA e B2 AE4 SA4nA o2 YA o= st a7 AL,
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BE AT 15T B3 S Bustolrh AT B 3HoA s 54 912 0] A Tank
A Follo] Al EEA7 A, Aute] 2wl GOl Mol Iglort, Agakgal uliA] Ha
3 Ao o] 55 A4Hfolsh B Worth Wil e 128 5 sHolAE F 270
Aol7h YU, THE A4S Ha 3 Aol SAZO) 55 W4t et o wer

WA 0] Hs Rt AT ATHS QAT AT S H9120) A4 kA Rolig 27t g s
ACTE T 9ok D RAmm} vl T S% T 199 29 A0 FAA 55 B4l BE ols

2}o]7}F YIATHSMD -0.35, 95% CI-0.73~0.03, 12.=78%; SMD -0.51, 95% CI -1.18~0.15, 1>=89%).
nE BA| AvF IS H USRI} A -H| 1 £ 3HO A= &

T 15l 4% F 274
519152.0] X4 FArHHA] Foli & JU] BEA LAY, o] FUMu-321% Hol7} gglont,
A3k} )] H S Ao O] S 3 37} Q1B A) Anleo] SoJsp o ke, W

T 128 5 9ROl 5 5929 1@4 Sant3A| Folyo] 9ok U BX|gRR g 7 57
AEA) 2lgo] SOl B e 202 RIS, LA 3TIAE T 27213 Kol7} gl

Aow veht

HEREA0] 5T A ANE PR B, Sk H9I20) A58 AU ol i 3712 AHgA
g 51,20 N9 4 F 57H A 2nIRke 910k 9 PR £ 0% Kol QISIESMD -0.26,
95% CI -0.57~0.06, 1*= 39%; SMD -0.28, 95% CI -0.56~0.00, I*=65%).
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& 68HOIA Al& e RPEFS Harsklrh Z19u(308), HEH|L(G8H) thRRo] AtolA F 3t
Fogt A7t Qs A o= E’r‘*—‘l‘/‘r, A8 £ F 21Ho] Sl E7ES] A= (incision exu-
dation)?}H g = M(ileus)o] 2+ -9Jo1A| T Wo] AT, BHA B 23 F 2ol A= SAol
A A 5 B3R Sl E g 20 & Yeitt

F2 FAHA 2 7E, 7HEES 1%‘0“‘4 9—%%%1 3, & u), =l
g AR Ao g vehton lﬂ tod(muﬂ)oﬂﬁ 23 -FoRt Aol 7t
& SHIA SAILC] i Hr 2 FA-He B 1 E, A3 275, AEY, &F
TSI, 1HoN s SAo] iR AZold 5730l v sl e 11 9 £ (Q0®)ollA=
2 72t Akel 7t it

-{nm

Btk 2+ 2
£aL 38%0l9]
2E SHBTSAIIA 55 B8 HDsHIch TR BUIGEIA £6 X2 A4 400
A Fof e Uy FLHA BT Aol LT, FU BIAERAE, Fure) 34, A
AR, 2147 o9 29, ABATY, A F WA Lol S U

AT-2IE0] EAE O AAH.

AR, Zi#ZM Qpgizto hLOﬂH-:—rg—rl e T 29 A0 AN B 847 R0l
Aol i AL 5 FRIElelT, el B AT A FAfae] 55 A4t et

o &2 A0 2 FRIFJTHSMD 0.43, 95% CI 0.04~0.83)
] B 408 B 238 A 9ioF Wl R R vl s £.0a Mol 7} g, 178 Ha
Gt 59120 A4 Sl Folio] gioF Ul R R 2HTL S W47 Hol5H

WEREA0] 7Rs Tt AT TR Ak, SN 44 3 19 A0 A4 55 A4(158)7) o i)
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Al FE(SMD —0.36, 95% CI-0.60~-0.13, I’=76%), 5% 3 2Q A1 9] SA4X] B2 H4(13H)0f4=
21017} PATHSMD -0.14, 95% CI -0.35~0.07, I*=65%).

Z 75HIM == F 371 X1EA AHF 2IE Harolgitt. 2134|023 5 W FJ(1 )2 Bl gt
Ao = s FARY A&EH FAnEA] Fofro] iRyt H ot 371 XEA| AHFgo] o 1¥okom,
A7 A vlwA] ALY S & 57 KA Aol tiRtETh =90t 11 9] Atolli=
dukE A3t SAekiT

HEREAlo] 7ha et A4S T o & et A3t AU AteS 2T H| 1A & & 14QE)
2U(43) AN B ALY & F 371 AT A Aol tREE T F9kom(SMD -1.21, 95%
CI-1.74~-0.69, 1*=17%; SMD -2.19, 95% CI -3.47~-0.92,1*=92%), 22| FAHQH), 73]
FAHAHE) T v A S0l =& F 1Y AloNA ZF 2o vlsl =& & 57} Z1EA]| AH|o]
] =QTHSMD 0.44, 95% CI 0.07~0.82, 1*=0%; SMD 0.98, 95% CI 0.37~ 1.60). A& 7Z2ke] FH
I} A A H T} Bl o A= F 21 -2t o7} gloiTt.

B £3 428 F 20HA = e FARY A& 4R FolHo] fjof 9 A e
& 5 37 ABA AnjEo] o Wokal, U R] 228 of| A= F wE 3-0Jgt o] 7} gloltt. HiERHE A o]
7he e A4S IR AT, e T 191993 e - 2U(25%) A-oA B S FRI29] X&4
FAAFA] FoHTe] o F 571 Z1EA| AH|go] foF 9 FR gt H]sl ¥ 2 A0 YEhtown,
o] AL &=QTHSMD -0.56, 95% CI -0.88~-0.24, 1*=87%;SMD -0.87, 95% CI -1.32~-0.42,
1=95%).

|

¢
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A91UslE WA A0 2%l FRAE0NE B, BRSE0NE- 847 IS tom she
G 29)20] A&7 FArkAA Solu o] ShiAe waby A Thewt 2ol AXISLh
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3.1 =2| HO|E{H|0]A

3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE® 1946~24X{7}X|

(AN 2022. 8. 23.)

e o1t Zuof HAZ )
1 continu*.mp. 1,254,956
2 (wound* or incision* or surgical*).mp. 1,914,167
=M 3 (infus* or infiltra* or instillat* or perfus* or irrigat*).mp. 891,332
4 (anesthe* or analges*).mp. 597,865
5 1and 2and 3 and 4 2,699
6 animal/ 7,157,123
7 human/ 20,695,893

=97 ML

8 6 not (6 and 7) 5,004,890
9 5not8 2,412
10 Randomized Controlled Trials as Topic/ 157,239
11 randomized controlled trial/ 575,375
12 Random Allocation/ 106,872
13 Double Blind Method/ 172,806
14 Single Blind Method/ 32,139
15 clinical trial/ 535,931
16 clinical trial, phase i.pt. 24,163
17 clinical trial, phase ii.pt. 38,492
18 clinical trial, phase iii.pt. 20,880
ormos 19 clinical trial, phase iv.pt. 2,359
-RCTZ M3t 20 controlled clinical trial.pt. 94,994
21 randomized controlled trial.pt. 575,375
22 multicenter study.pt. 324,784
23 clinical trial.pt. 535,931
24 exp Clinical Trials as topic/ 376,441
25 or/10-24 1,528,262
26 (clinical adj trial$).tw. 446,138
97 gsgzgéi);iwéoubl$ or treb$ or tripl$) adj (blind$3 or 190,668
28 PLACEBOS/ 35,922
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& o Ztof HMZINZ)
29 placebo$.tw. 238,375
30 randomly allocated.tw. 34,204
31 (allocated adj2 random$).tw. 37,829
32 or/26-31 740,588
33 250r 32 1,847,208
34 case report.tw. 370,113
35 letter/ 1,190,695
36 historical article/ 368,658
37 or/34-36 1,911,399
38 33 not 37 1,805,682

&8t 39 9and 38 1,094

3.1.2 Embase 1974 to 2022 August 19

(A 2022. 8. 23.)

1= HH AA0] BMZADKH)
1 continu*.mp. 1,685,562
2 (wound* or incision* or surgical*).mp. 2,319,758
E 3 (infus* or infiltra* or instillat* or perfus* or irrigat*).mp. 1,295,455
4 (anesthe* or analges*).mp. 861,724
5 1and 2and 3and 4 6,007
6 animal/ 1,584,259
7 human/ 23,826,027

ST M

8 6 not (6 and 7) 1,160,635
9 5not8 5,054
10 Clinical Trial/ 1,040,878
" Randomized Controlled Trial/ 722,744
12 controlled clinical trial/ 466,791
13 multicenter study/ 332,714
o103 14 Phase 3 clinical trial/ 61,913
-RCTZ H|gt 15 Phase 4 clinical trial/ 4,889
16 exp RANDOMIZATION/ 94,916
17 Single Blind Procedure/ 47,198
18 Double Blind Procedure/ 197,674
19 Crossover Procedure/ 71,202
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75 o1 ZAof HAZI)

20 PLACEBO/ 383,943
21 randomi?ed controlled trial$.tw. 292,641
22 rct.tw. 48,111
23 (random$ adj2 allocat$).tw. 50,900
24 single blind$.tw. 29,357
25 double blind$.tw. 232,691
26 ((treble or triple) adj blind$).tw. 1,631
27 placebo$.tw. 346,980
28 Prospective Study/ 786,811
29 or/10-28 2,733,149
30 Case Study/ 87,474
31 case report.tw. 495,161
32 abstract report/ or letter/ 1,248,969
33 Conference proceeding.pt. 0
34 Conference abstract.pt. 4,498,737
35 Editorial.pt. 734,451
36 Letter.pt. 1,235,724
37 Note.pt. 903,543
38 or/30-37 7,889,147
39 29 not 38 1,981,586
&gt 40 9and 39 1,686

3.1.3 CENTRAL

(ALY 2022. 8. 23.)

Tg o 0] HMZIH)
1 continu* 156,050
~ 2 (infus* or infiltra* or instillat* or perfus* or irrigat*) 110,299
& 3 (wound* or incision* or surgical*) 152,617
4 (analges* or anesthe*) 134,825
£ 40 #1 and #2 and #3 and #4 3,069
Trials 2,653

111



3.2 =Y HOIE{H|0]A

(HFAY: 2022.8.4.)
Cl|lO|E{H[O] A b Ll ZiM0f ra EE N ]

1 ((("continuous"[ALL])) AND ("pain"[ALL])) AND 356
KoreaMed ("anesthesia"[ALL])

2 A 356

1 E£Z and A& and O 72
ot=olal==0|0]E ((IALL=continuous] AND [ALL=pain]) AND 172 =HLE=E
H|0|A(KMbase) [ALL=anesthesia])

3 A 244

1 (MA| = 53) AND (T = X|&E]) AND (A = O1) 134
o FA| = i XA = pai HH| = EIEIN
SIESIATE(KISS) 9 (A cqntlnuous) AND (HH| = pain) AND (FA| 135

anesthesia)

3 A 269

1 (MA| . &) AND (HA| : X|&5) AND (HA @ OF) 69
SHEUSSIEHE 2 (M| : pain) AND (B : continuous) AND (HA| : slste=E

2 ) 364
RISS) anesthesia)

3 Al 433

1 (MM=53Z) AND (HHM|=X|&H) AND (MA=0t5) 107
st |=HEHA ” (BAM|=continuous) AND (F&=pain) AND 249 =2
T2(ScienceON) (MA|=anesthesia)

3 A 356
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