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Continuous Wound Infiltration, Local Anesthetic, Postoprative Pain
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2L)EQI20| XIAX] AN £0iH
H 1.6 MMz L Xt &
=] 20174 20184 20194 20204 20214 20224
SR (3) 1,793 2.155 4156 8.992 11,020 12,372
P EE=rel ) 1145388 1413498 2727174 5845923  7.120.795 8,140,003

éﬂ HO 2 H|O|ETHUA| A
*SlE AT |TEO| SHR[AC} RIZIHS SIAGINH

oHS
1= "1

tE(R4507~R4510, R5001, R5002, R4514, R4516~R4520)

HOo &

5ol 20174

TEUIF 158 FHR0 X &4 AuEHA Foi2 HAo g Hd o /A A-S
7|1 4, 488fﬂ Ao & 457574 AR 2022 712 19,7408 tiiko & 23,7234 AR5 911 sfjmtch
S7Vok= FAIE 2T
H 1.7 22018 HE22)229| X&H ZAOEIM £0#(QZ953)2 HEE 2L 0|8 dE

7= 20174 20184 20194 20204 202144 20224
SHRI(T) 4.488 7,342 9,179 13,086 17,195 19,740
ENEE( ) 4,575 7.591 9,754 15,299 20,154 23,723
T2 ZH(F) 259,370 430,629 543,103 793,085 1,053,562 1,224,767
E7: B9 28IH|0|E{7HHA AR
T T 55 28N U FSAPTIERAY, 242 AJute] AR, A AR 5ol AREE
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AU BS5AP IR AR 21A] A12005-1013(0]F I1A] A|2019-166% 717, S5A 12| Fo{o

R AR7I%e] vt E o . S 2 wr]&d vl |&S] HASA 9 &

H 1.8 HI7|20 BHSK g H|T(2023.7. 7|F)
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et 29|20| X4 S5 HERITS < st
TAOEN| S0 (IV-PCA) (Epidural-PCA) =M=
HAZRHS Xt-990 H}-22 Ht-22 H-227K(1)
LA204 LA201
HIEDIZE Q7963 (HI22LK3)7t2] (HF22LK3)7t2] LA321
AT 50%) ABED)
a00% MEZ0(80%) =0 =0 El
Cis ks 604.49% 357.06H 714118 780.35H
xIZHI 27} 55,6702 (2 2) 32,8903 (2R) 65,7702 ) 71,8702(2/9)
= e= 48,1802 (H3) 28,4602 (HE) 56,9102(H &) 62,1902 (H&)
HURQ-ASTY  FoRQ-ASTY  Auel AT
HIT xmg i"E oj x0|§ —‘_?-"E =] _OI9_|A-I7( L‘.r()iix al
|12 Infuser &S B&=  |nfuser ZEE BE k£
HABH ER Bt E2 (Epidural nerve block)




URHH O 2 g & 552 1-2904 Fdio]aL, 3-7¢ 5t dashe AFS Bt e § 559
49 A=A g ARE 5501 e AT 21 d2 A%, e PH0ETs, iae, 399

)0l TA 2Bz ofd YA U= AT B Al & 55 20| asithdiRte 5ot

T
it
ot
§i:3
o,
i
e

).
NS
2
Lo
1o
L
o
o
ik
2
ox
o,
2

T
12
B

1
oL
i)
Iy
o>
ru
oM,
=
1o

1)
e
R
o

i ol)J
N

et
=
ok
0
o
£
B
[\
(@)
—_
o0
=
ol
i3
e
YZ
ol
o
(@)
—_
&

1.3.2 =& 2 85 ZHUY(WADFISS2E=], 2014; tistotF atets], 2010)

St T B2 2 7V HH9) uhEL B0 AElA E, 442 A% 2499 A, oEsle]

&4 s G 5ol WEF NI A AME She Aol SREe e, AVIEEAsH, e

=2 ¥(Analgesics) S7HA] A E AMGSH= T8 HT) of 2 OFAlE o] AREShe T
o8] A E Zo] ARRsh= £ 2 H(multimodal analgesia)o] F2H8-2 0|1 a31= SUAZ &
Aol FHE 11 glom, oA 2o wt A, 5, WohAH, 2, A9, A5 52 Hol itk
A7 A A5 H(Patient-controlled analgesia, PCA) 87} 552 W24 W E2lo] Histo] 714
£ 24| AAE AT XEAT Y E 0] B52 2 Ecke WS Wotal = FHU(intravenous),
739t Q(epidural) Fi= TE2AIEF?(perineural) UG 2E ARGRITE

U2 A2 K peripheral nerve block, PNB}2 Z21t0] WA B30 & 2 2ulrlo| =5) WAl g4}
o] Wl2A] HgE] o, of|Fof| v|s PNBL] QFadx} 4530l =AU AU A 9 w8z
oHfo & AR HS Al 0 24] PNBL| §-8/d0] AB7HE7| A|2ksetll, 2ujHl7i]l, H|H
FuupzRRl 5 A% 54d0] A1 FAIZE Aol TAUEFAIE AR 4= QA Hof o E o Bl
OrAsHAl AlE = A HAok EHEBE-EZE(abdominal wall block), F85EZ(thoracic wall
block), FAES, SHAES 50l itk

24 R T X542 13 7HI B ARSA AREl = RS Al AuEAolw, Easp7iel,
Fuiziel 181 HE R nriRlyt Zo] ZRgAl7o] 7] e & A& ARGET

R EAEH(Multimodal analgesia)2 A= ohE XSAAIE B0l B3-E VERAHA 41784152



NEC FA(NE-TH2L) S 20| XI&A ZADIEIN| £0it

Az TRE B9 A5EHE-S SHe 71 040 EA|S Folsh Jilow B8 Ao) glowy
920 B RIS ERiTt. o5 Sof AHES 201 ohEgAR|S) ThE Rl Tk HlAE| 202
AL A Aol2 g Alx|Yo]-2 O] HE ol 44 ol TS TAAIA
o watHel 24 3 A5 ARANE AL E SOl 2014)

o] 71estl k. e F 55 20 teEEAE | 7FE ol AREE AL 912, intrathecal
opioid, 53| morphine2 & $%150] v Bx}4{o] 5442 0 2 ANGEl= o}, SEA|RE 19,
TE, 71e359] F2R&o| WA = . o] 2 QIS WA ESC| 5838 S op, AlFEN &
3 535 28] 783 AHEZEL2 TAP block(Transversus Abdominis Plane block)o]t}. o2 £330
A] intrathecal morphines AF&SHA] 52 BEAof| A TAP block?] 0|52 & & X8I 7HAA]7]
11 OFH-GARA Q) AREFRS Z0]L TAP blocko] intrathecal morphines &3] tiAs}7]= o] H L
SFL}. HIE TAP blocke] intrathecal morphine Rt} F2k8&-0] At}il 5}t|2te, intrathecal mor-
phine°| st A5 a7 Boltt, I3 2 E HA multimodal analgesia regimen®] $t 74224
TAP block< (O morphine®]| allergyZ} A, neuraxial anesthesiaZE AP 4= 1= 1| 5 intra-
thecal morphines A& 4= 91-& W, @ multimodal analgesia regimen @ 24| 0] AR&5H= 2154
o]l Z(intolerance)@ M|, @ postanesthesia care unitol|lA rescue analgesia’t & wjj, @ 7+,
TE, 3894 5 intrathecal morphine?] $2+8-9] 248171 F Q3 off §-Qgk A 0 = 7]|&59ith.
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r,
kY

lofl Tt /R mA| R o] 7dE]o] QUA] Tt
@] AR Z XA % NICE(The National Institute for Health and Care Excellence) 7}o]=2F10f A4
= S]] theh 2Rl 7ol =ERle] e 5ol & - o E FIol the 557 AEAlE
2t R R =G S AQtshaL 4w A o] 77 AP 1 pre-emptive analgesia(A1A] Z1&
k& AFShL Qloh. & FHEE A120] 7hstt SRl Al A8 oFHAAIE
= EAE T T 55 Y3lsl] /sl PCA B X142 9ol Foly
(continuous epidural)}= ARSI, A|&4] el o] T2sfjof 5h= 3-9-= of5= & = B
open-torso g PAY A2 550] A== 49, B AARNE 711 9ot} 124 NICE
7okl = B4 et #H 55 24 7ol BRI ERIT 4= glith
PROSPECT(PROcedure-SPECific postoperative pain managemenT)+ U1} QJALR} Q7o) AL
T T FIEA, 5EZToA A-8AQ S5H Tl Rkl EASEEE ATkl gloH
FEHAT 77| HE GAlR] A ]9 A7 -&ololA sl Al 0 & A8k o] Qi 4 7ol
2RI AAY FA @ ZLAZER] A4 BAS ETi= AJAISIITHJoshi et al., 2019).
AN T30 71 =2RRI(2020)0014 =4/FLuEAlet B 55 2 AR 4 K9



29| FAURA| Tz} I Zho|EgiRlS ERIT = STt & F R0 FAuRRA| Foiv]
4 11708 AESH 27, A7y 229 FA(intrathecal morphine)& AFES 4 §1S H9- %5
At ZA 875 TAE Ao ZATEFHAE & FE AIE = AEH 08 Fosl= A
HIUSIATHHEILSE A).

e s 5] 710 =21R1(201902 6719 32 AESH, AuniE S 283 4= giA

=711 5ol AFHOBA =& H 29 —.‘:,Lﬁ\_n}ﬁﬂlﬂ A &2 Foll S S5IA AL+ B).
e 7HEAE B5E] 7ol=81R1(2019)2 10719 EdS EUE H7Igt 23}, A48 AurA|
Foj2 o ﬂ7 F ESE5t0] 361K Lttt 18y 85 A9e] FAM(thoracic epidural analgesia,

TEA)Z}F 29} Ato] A3 X (interfascial plane block; @, subcostal TAP block)e] &7Fs3t 3%

e U}H‘ﬂ(regmnal analgesia)®] tJAHOZ 113 4 Q1SS ALl QUL

7NE XA RAAREE F5EE] 7ol =2iRI(2020)2 B 5719 232 ETi= HER A, 9457}0 =
O3 EAPE A1go] Of2L A9 T2 RAT1 ¥ (regional analgesia block}g AHEEH] 2]

F29] A|&H IAnEHA] FofHo] ARgE|ojo ttal ARISIATHESE B). §HA TAP block> Ei

5 547 el F5e ARl 55 2EH IS BARIL ATHELTE A

N

rqu

T

Neg& B53e] 71o|=aRl(2015)2 2710 £3S ET|E AEslo] /184 T B 2 AHo R 5%
Holz o] 2|4 FAulEA| EojHe 27 BEH5lo] 24514 Q= 210 2 AQKIArHBEIEE A).

=
PubMed % -2l B AAY 22 7] A5, 52| 32 SIS Huang 5(2021)
28 43, 7 = 149, 297le 159, 48A1s 04, AP as 3131 749
v W AAA S (Randomized controlled trial, RCT) #¢12 thi0. 2 HEREAS ~3fsto] ~& B2
O] A|&A FAnFA] Foir] A-8-9] P/ xt St dol thsll B7 ottt IR0l HrelFAR,
ZJHFALR o] H]sl| 2|44 AR A Fofo] & & RAR(HIAAR, 1LE, A8, S, A,
7tR)o] S7FoHA] @2 A 0= 716l ERE ool d ) Bl w ] & & 553 JEA| AR,
HH7 |5 S5 A 7o) AN ZFHkelseAby 9 AJuSEALg $a} Bl sl A Xjo]7} §li= A 0= B s}
Rom, 53] /et FE A NE0lA 9 A&3 SanE A Foli2 Qbdsial axbARl & e A
Hol| & &= uokal Hselt)
Liang 5{(2019)>FEAIE $18t 7iEa RS tifC= 3 RCT A+t 63HE Z28ksto] AA1A Ear
TRt Aok, fleiFoluta} &4 FAuEA| Folot7ke] FARE- g Alol= glglal, 9o
|6l A&4] FARRA| Foiof|A9] 4 & 55 S XVEA AHlE, A o7 2] 84T, A7
o] IF ZAstgl on 7158 Eo| B FYH AL E HIIsIRlr). A|&H HAantRA] Fofio] &
o= LA HSHREREH T SIUHEA ARE 1, 55 A4 71538 a3t = A
H7lskict.
2i2o] 71 AAA S0 S 23 F 57l 9] 89 W82 thadt ATHE 1.9).
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B 1.9 AN 28 0E Q2 (PubMed ¥ 72 7124 Znt, AMA: 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
HMAHHE)  Grape (2022)
=7} AQA
MEHES  RCT 7H (FAe: 2020 63 179)
CHAYRERE  AMIEIH &Rt
=X471=  local anaesthetic wound infiltration
Hlil7|Z2  TAP(Transversus abdominis plane) block
~OHRI:
AR ELUKE 2 T 24M7EOlL FE EHE OF
27 EUXE €3 U, o= UG, UE &Y, Y U
AMXE -5y
A ELURE 2 T2 FH S5 e
2R ZUK|HE: A F 12A7H/ 24N AT 5 B4, 01& B 2AIZH/12M2H/ 24N 2 AHQ| &5 =,
& 5 2MZH12A|2/ 24A12E N[-Q intravenous 22T F=& AH[Z, MU (Q 2 XHALH)
as Nz S0P TAP Blockilt a2 S20| AN FOHR HESGHETC| 85 8 sulS H#E 370
Comparison of analgesic modalities for patients undergoing
NO.2 " ; } ) :
midline laparotomy: a systematic review and network meta—analysis
HNAHHE) Howle (2022)
=7t orE
MEHES]  RCT 36T = oid M 2= 108 (FAY: 2021 18)
Oigfetat  F3M == ekt
SX7l12  Continuous wound infiltration
CWI vs. single WI vs. Epidural (17§ £8)
H _'7 2 ; - _ -
271 CWI vs. Epidural (971 2%)
- & SHANE L LE, U, ML HIE(24 hr, 48 hr, 72 hr)
AMX|E -RikY: »& 284/0I5 5 S AMF &5 H(0-2 hr, 4-6 hr, 8-12hr, 24 hr, 48 hr, and 72 hr),
= ESH A Q77| =8 B2 AH|ZH 0-2 hr, 46 hr, 812 hr, 24 hr, 48 hr, and 72 hr), 23A|H,
E|@71E SEA17, ElEAY
= M s SX0|A ZHe| TSHO| XGHQ! IO M F0H0| HiH 24A1Z7EX]2] YAZAMIF 2
== 2500, 48ARMIKI| X 2T AHIONE S53
Continuous Wound Infiltration with Local Anesthetic Is an Effective and Safe
NO.3 . . . :
Postoperative Analgesic Strategy: A Meta—Analysis
HAHHE) Huang (2021)
2t E=
MEHES  RCT 121H(Z@MY: 20173 10)
CHAFBIR} = R0 LASI0| +=8 Wil S5 AE £ QS I ZISHE TSt 0Z0] = MOl
- (hes 43H, =244 2= 14, 832l& 150, RUENS 61, = 31H 5)
EM7I1&  Continuous wound infiltration(CWI) with local anesthetic
HZ7 |2 -2 BU|E S5 THH(ZYQ TISH, MUY F0H)
-placebo group (standard pain care plus no additional treatment or CWI with placebo)
ZIXE oY E §YE, o5 B9 4G, MY ¥ 2o E
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-~k FAIS/0lEE SRMRICI S5 T4, 6,12, 24, 36, and 48 h), OFHFAN| SAHR12, 24, 48,72, and %6 ),
TSH A 27 NE, MW, UEE, Hi#7]s 25 A, PONV

[0

ZE  SOlUi=sT EBWIS0IMC KAN SADZR S0 ORdetn SUERl 44 STSIT0 8 4 9

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

HAKHALE)  Sultan(2020)

27t 0=

MEESl  RCT 428 S oiid SH 2= 150 (FM: 201943 18 192)

3xt M2tz 2At

SM7l=  Continuous infusion via a catheter

vs. TAP block (374 2&)
vs. inactive control(sham, no block, placebo block) (1271 2

o
2

-OHH: A4 SEE, HAMNS = TE/UT OF, (2 SN SY(UK, BUSY, 42 29 85, 2
A 7S 29 U, BE O S)
ZMAE -
AARF ZRRIE: 24A12H OLH =X OFBIRA AH[
2R ZURE: +2 SEAB/0IS 5 55 HH(120r, 24 hn), 3 TUSK

jo

[
Y
>
N

neuraxial opioid7} Gt= ZS TAPTHWI 7|22 MZEIH 42 015 S1HHQI S5 ZEWHO)
HE - Wi, CWI, TAP 202 OJHSA 214 B %S
— 51 A 12ARL 24K 5 B TAPO| RUOL, BSAI 12ARE 24ARHES B CWIRIWIZH 212t 51918

Continuous local anaesthetic wound infusion for postoperative pain

b after midline laparotomy for colorectal resection in adults

KXHHE) Liang(2019)

27t 5%
MEA2S  RCT 6W(EMY: 20194 12 72)
BN VRN 453 9ot 35N s BX)

ZM7I&  continuous local anesthesia wound infusion

HuJl&  Sham, Placebo, HMLIE0H

_OIXA: AlZI5F HALR
2K A A B = A % o
-k 5 & 5 e, TSH AH|IF, R HHTEKS] AQA|ZH THA7(7
7= HHNE I8t IS SR XEH IANFN FHE2 2 & 852 A8Hok= UEZELIEH 5 of
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1.1 /L

S 9120] M &4 FAEA] Foliol] that o271&AE e AAH BALL WL o]
Sl olg7140) QA Qb 2 RS WSk WS AR A 0] Al
AIBHL Qe WIHONS FALOR g HO|R0] 2|44 AvIFA| Fol A9IUs|(C]s} AgiUs]
S| AES E9) 2% s
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1.2 3_];|AIIIE_

T IEe)Fe=e] A&4 TanFA £l o A9 ¢sjoA s dieAl g iEe <
2ol sl B335 53782 o8t pak EAsteEAlol Hiet =27 AT 22 109 7= WAS
2R ol 8%t el F2 iRl 3o dAle] ddde Hste] AN 54E S

o83t B H HF & WA BF Eebslo] Bk e ARSI A E AR 7ROl
7P f1oll dhs] &RIgt At 201700 i Q=7 le A= A 8 57373, 8478 ElA
35 A= laS ARS8t -7l tiet 8 FF ot ol RIAA0] AVZZS ZRASIH. o] it 2=

717 1e= SRIH F7, F3EE ARS8t ARl V1€ AT A7 5 A EIRleH, A=A
BES A FERE0l welliE ME) A=Y A&2 man3iA Foig oA +e(liE Nas/
378 - BB TR A&H mantRA Foiig o= WA W "R Al 2017-232, 2595,
2018.1.1. Alg)o] w=} ol =757 ] bl @Atell §737d B 5474 e S & 2ot
B7HE YA

X
N

AAA EAIL

42 theo] AR} FYIPHQ(PICOTS-SD)E SAH L0 & SFFFHTHIE 2.1).

- FRESONE ) BN 2% B9IR0] Add] AR Sole Qb o v kst fat
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NEC

FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

H 2.1 HIMHLI(PICOTS-SD) M& W&

7

HELE

Patients (CHAF 2EX})

Intervention = = 5
ETHAR) 2018 848//M8 842 R=2 X&H SAOFKN £01H
-J1E &5 2EY
o MUY AV IS SEAEY
o HoLE
* 09| =0]
o T d
Comparators o Zoto| A IEE TR
) o X&H 29y
o MARH
o MUY
- f% H FX=
UYH OrTd - ANz HE s
— OI2 HXIR2
Outcomes =To
(ZaE) UMK Y -E534
- 55 2 I USH AHF
_Time Hizt eig
(=712
Setting .
st
(M=) IRt
Study designs =
(@Aao8) SECIH HDALAIZ(RCT)
— 1717
A Xst Higt a2
o=
1.3 oM
1.3.1 29|

9] glo]El¥|o] A% Ovid-MEDLINE, Ovid-Embase, Cochrane CENTRALS Z 5193t AMoj=
Ovid-MEDLINEC]A] ARSH AA0|E 7| 0 7 7} Ajm o] EAJo] 9HA| ~951al MeSH term, =8|

A, ek 4 5] A Fs-S 245 Bgsigion], TRl A U A

k.

H 2.2 =2 HX+ HIO|E{H|0] A

= [55 3]0f AATek

29| 23 ZMY

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 =3

2 gloElHlo] Ak ol 9] 57] AMAMLE o]-&a}o] =35t

B 2.3 =L ™A+ HIO|E{H[0] A

= 29 ZMA URL F=&
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
O|SH=20|0|E{H| O | A ZAH(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
St=L| 0| EfH| 0| A HA(KISS) http://kiss.kstudy.com/
SRS E 2(RISS) http://www.riss.kr/
ScienceON https://scienceon.kisti.re.kr/
1.3.3 &M 712t & ST A0

3 44 0] 2 A 9 Qlojis AR L.

M
e

1.3.4 7144

HAH AL BARAZ B 9Istel A AAH ZH 1 2
wrlaAel e FEd 5 B2, 2 w7je] du/uA) 7lzo]

A771%0) B 23 AEskoich «]74 HO]X] 7+ A= 7A5- A 37
AE 9 29193 31915 B9l AALAE o|FAUT. FAIARI FR9] AE] 9 vijA] 7|2 that 2.
B 9 B 5919 &ol7l shu & 7] i iRiAtE B of g ARl fHrs, Zq@ﬂjﬂr L
7[e 59 &, Dol shy F7 e BREL| HE B A= ARt SAAEEA 5
FAR9] A&H FAAEA FoliS AARE A2 Z6IIL. & B2 &4 quu%o]
ShLF ARERE oFE o] AR A7E obd A9, sid Aloll ARS-E 71| 7t epidural & 71|
ZAUEHAE FYok= 5971 27 QHintraperitoneal) Q] -9 A 2J513ict. ESH TXHA]EU}_,] ﬂﬂr
£ I fI8iA 71 85 2EH O AREE = Al W oFET H-Esto] B1E ERIgt A7t Alefskl
THex. A& W8 CWl+nerve block, &F& -8 CWI (RIHFIRI+7|EIRFE)).
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2L)EQI20| XIAX] AN £0iH

B 2.4 F219| 18 2 HiK| 7|E

MEB7|Z(inclusion criteria) b X|7|ZE(exclusion criteria)
- 82018 827) % 201N 22245 £ £ - ok I 9 Ofd 28R S MR
B2IE 205} 35 o0 IHEIS Heloiol KI4K0 - Faell g iR oi
2 A0 £0HEHE SMH= #%”é -t - #X7tord E'?(E” letter, comment )
- MHot ol A/t ofb f |4 H2E - o0 = GO SHEX| 22 26
- X AR o1 - SMZE(ES0! WHE 917, SIK=E, JIBIR TN S peer
- o2 = g0z EUE ¢ -reviews AX[X| 22 4R)
- o2 sy =}
- £ EWE 98 (AP} E2ED, B0 ZYXEE £
st o1
- B8R Y B8 29| £2071 oL jetXi2 27| 022
CHARHS RIS, =22l T20] O 249 )
AA

t1

OII

&2 Fol20| K43 FA0HH F0lH| 218 20

ol

F7HEA o met AnEA S5, 1A 8 9 sk 7w E S5 aE ERIg A AlQlskH.
EQ AR 2rrleo] £ 71eo] sl HoiglA] gdof, mleto] ol ¢ AEHEClA
A AHA.

ATEHEiA] A] Bl 8-a3g Ayt Hush Eee Alefsiglor, /Fdd At F 55 2t
AIAE, 7|4 Ag o = I RS B Alas S AA O didt 2ol YESHA] b2 AR H 2

3% 23RO A A 25HAH.

Aok

AeiE#1 9] HlET Y H7R= Cochrane?] Risk of Bias (RoBYg AH&-610] & 1 ode] HEAP =93
o= Aot Higgins et al., 2011). 729181 ¥ B/FAI A0l ARE-F= Cochrane RoB= & 771
Fo & o]Fojgom, 7+ F3hof sy “"'—/—EE*:.—/ES’}” 9] 3714] e & B7}ol gt Risk of Bias
H7FA3} low o HIEF o] W2 A o2 Wttt RoB =72 4129l 712 [ 4]0}

1.6 XI2FxE

AP 3t ARSFE AL [HE 4]S E85to] F Ho AEAVT SHH o' ArFES FHSIAU
S| ARA A2 0 2 AgSE Aol wet B sl ?EP—E’-Z‘}‘%Q %IEXW%"—%% 757 =
EgHos FEH, F HEA JAFYS o|Fo] IS ot
W 7B 29193 3 E Bl =2oto] Tt

Az FERA HEAT 2QM 2435 5, AQUSIE Bolo] 25 Soict 4& X}Eﬁ'% 141%(4]%
ATEA|, ATIREA, SAA ST Hl WA £, ARdo] et b E

o,

%
3
)
>
1o
A
m{m
5
N

(1
K
%
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1.7 Xi=ghd

A= RARE FA E4(quantitative analysis)O] 7Fs 749 G4 A (HEREA)S 351, E71s
785 A2 AE(qualitative review) 2 21-8300t. HlEREA 9] SHFH A= ol EF A1 # FF-
risk ratio (RR), 9438 X HQ] 3¢ H=51e W2KStandardized mean difference, SMD 5
R, HFEIE F(random effect model) 0= E45rt.

P
S
op
o

HeHEA A, o] A d(heterogeneity)ll gt T2 94 A|ZA 02 <% (forest plotZ ERlsta
Cochrane Q statistic(p<0.10 € 5 5A 494 BA7|E0 & 7137} 12 statistice ARE-5}H0]

A7 EA A oA TSIt I* BAIRF 50% oAt -5 AAF 07 o]dAo] Qlrkal 7Hgt
UL E = (Higgins et al., 2008) & B7IoA = o1& 7|22 73 7H8AZ o|d/d<S wsioitt.
AlZ 42 RevMan 5.3 0851311, w7 53t o] 9] SAI A §-o/d2 -2l 5%0lA TSI

Sl

oo o

—

.8 2/
E g7l A 9835 A AA F9l 1@ A= GRADE (Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation) &9 5, 2011) 0|85t TALFES F71sHh

ot

I
R

HISFE 49

st YIHOHArSl UM oMM Skl 27 ESEGLL, 1 9 Wotes S8 SN C=E 1ot

(recommendation) | S M =L Q& MM i QB7|&2 ALES HE
ZA8 #ost TIHHALS| QAE QP St M 2 T 9 WIS 5SS SEXCZ VoS I
(conditional QA MEOILE Z7EX(Of et HI A UM REMO0| FEtE 4= U0 S 27 |&9 MBS

recommendation) | 2715t E2 HgHOZ HIEt

HIIGHK| ok TIHHALS| QAE QMM St M 2 T 9 WIS 5SS SEXCZ VoS I

(not recommended) | =L 2le 40N ST 2A=7|=0] AISS HLISH ¢
HIHHALS] QAN OPMdut Sut SOi| Chol THe AAATI EHESI L QA H=H0l|A

=255 ol A=/ |=9 MEO Het 1SS 2T + QIS )
(insufficient) X ESECE HOZAF0| E =720 UoiMe S S22 AYE ARt S5IX|0 Tk
ME Mooty ZHEN 71aT & US
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g7HE4dt

1. 2 A
1.1. S I
o] Aol EHo| AF AREsto] HAE FH-2 F 7,102 (=2] 5,433%H, 751 1,6584, 7144
11#)0]3t}. T35 E3 viAIRE F 4,566 ti o2 73 A& X1t dEAE dEd
1648 AES S, 2% 90Ho] A5t 25 AT [F= 5], viAlE =32 [E3d2]00 AAlst
At
=2| G|O|EH[O|A (n = 5,433) =LY CIO[EH|O|A (n = 1,658) 2714 (n=11)
+T2|0HHE(n = 356)  *KISS (n = 269) + MAHSR ’iﬂEr?i =5 :.(2 =9)
*MEDLINE (n =1,094) *RISS(n = 433) *ScienceON(n = 356 ) MORT|EHI MERH ZE(n = 2)
*EMBASE (n = 1,686) *KMBASE (n = 244 )
*Cochrane Library(n = 2,653)
|
! v v
SENH & 2 28
(n =4,566)
HE Y == Z4E $ HiHIE 2§ £ (n = 4,402)
SEHY 2 HMAMAF AT (nh = 80)
< MO Helst A A7t OPH AT (n = 553 )
M= ¥ == 4E 4 23 oSt 2 YUZ STEX| U2 AR (n = 141)
(n = 4,566) s SEelAE X0 A IXHElXI 22 280l 42
(n=883)
EE0UHE AL (n=182)
cHABIRIE QR SHX| 42 ¢ (n = 788)
*SAEHO0| +3E(X| 242 AT (n =1,697)
SEE8 (n=78)
Y2 ZE S HIME 28 = (n=74)
MBS CHatOR SHX| o2 A (n = 15)
HEAUE Y= < MAESH SIEO0| K| 42 AT (n = 41)
(n=164) «XA5}H| 20| Of 22 (n = 5)
« X Hst QIE"T’—VF EI'_ElXI A2 AT (n=1)
')\Woﬂ HoIst AFHAE OfH ¢t (n = 2)
«2X7F Ot A5 (n = 3)
+5t=0] 2 YOI S| L2 AR (n=4)
ZEEH(N=2)
CRREE ET(n=1)
BIto MEE 2o 5
(n=90: B8 15, E875)
J8 3.1 SoZMMR| M2t Qoo MEf= ES
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S AgHE £A00H)9] 712 S5 dVIAHET, 57 3ttt mheh 2575to] (3.4 (&

AEI RS2 5 B2 v YA A2, SWAE 7|5 20104 0]F 67H, 2001¥9~2010¢
A2 230l A7 t= 78 42, oFAloF 22, o|g]7} 198, F-5 5, ofe|7} 230l Y,
Y=t 71E0 2 vl 189, T 12HO 2 Wolth

1.2.1. G HYxL £

AT ABER)E b FEE 4 TS Bt FRFEONE 547N 413 Bl

e, W TR 58, 0B7ESS0] YT, BESE(CRE- BN oY B 52, AFIA 54,
oIt 5, 7 B 9] B S HO] BF 59] o] 9Iginh

FRAE0NE 537) TS BES (RS BB o] 2312 SISO, thiHe] 54

0Bl M2 o] AL Wash Ty A9UslelH Astel Fuste] BAIsit

H3.1 TR 42 SEE 28 33
QI CHAIR} =2 =
g-&23
AE 2 2(cardiac surgery, coronary artery bypass graft(CABG) 1
surgery )
TH| 43 4==(pulmonary surgery) 2
BF 29 25771545, O = 2M S) 2
=223
N &= 16
Eol11t &(hysterectomy, myomectomy, gynecologic procedure ) 10
IR L 9| 221 25(hepatectomy, liver transplantation, gastrectomy S) 11
OH% 221 =& (colorectal surgery) 16
=7 |2t £&(nephrectomy, renal transplant surgery) 6
EE ISMF 4==(open abdominal aortic (aneurysm) surgery) 7
=2 22(inguinal hernia repair, repair of incisional hernia) 7
S8 29 2530 EAE, O 22X 5) 7

90
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NEC 2E(HE THER)RQ 20| K& ZAH| E0fH

1.2.2. M= &4

H7H A 242 ffsh AR wet Hekv|we RSkt 2] el -8 a ol AJHgle] & =Y
= AARA] £ H(CWI, Continuous Wound Infiltration)Z} tjR2wto] 2344 0 & H|ul 7Fs3t A5
FASIAAL, A= e TR FAUFHA FolH 7|E 55 28 BianE eelg
AR EFOIA SA - Rt w57 712004 $19R2 RCT o5 -RAIE #It A 2= Afof| n|%]
+ 9ol A& Aoz wdolo] E 2 ER5HA] 29l

H323Mz H Uix=

v

ol ME 2R7IE

- AEH L (HEQJ-| J28l0)) & FR22 XX =A0FH FHY(CWIO| tHEZ 2t
|.

1) CWL(LA) + AZT vs. BEX  +AEX
2) CWI (LA) + BSH(?19D)* vs. CWI (919F) + BSX

F

I a5 220 X&H FADEK SOIYCW)I 71E S5 T YEATS Y 4
Qe G LEH(7|E SEEHY /S F0{57{LL FO{5HK| 42 0|
1) [CWI (LA) + AZXY vs. AZXH
2) CWI (LA) + AZX] vs. CWI (9 + ASX

(BM - WX 27 7101 P2 PRI LY AR OISYARAIS 2t 222 210 D|Xl=
0| HS Aoz THGI0 Er2 ZROMK| U3)

Adglel 259 dixdte IA 87HKIE, AWMU F(intravenous infusion), “FUL
27552 H(intravenous  patient-controlled analgesia, IV PCA), A% FYU(epidural
analgesia), 2499 A7FE52 WM (patient-controlled epidural analgesia, PCEA), A&3
7A92)5Y(continuous epidural infusion, CEI), A173&FcHnerve block), A47dW FY(intrathecal

infusion), Yokt 9 FA g2 BFect A8E3A0] th2at IS (i 3.3)°} ¢t}
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B 3.4 MHES EH(EREF20i5-843) X EMAT LRt
A | 97 T Sh2 TS o
Emos) | =2t Ho| | 2(/C) NEECD) NEECD)
AEH|w
1) CWI + other vs. ML XAZHES XA + other
Liu za HINE IHE= 60/60 CWI (ropivacaine) continuous intravenous PCA (sufentanil)
(2015) = (TPEIN|, AR AR +pethidine; rescue +pethidine; rescue
2) CWI + other vs. ZALQIFERIM + other
Jaroszewski PN standard analgesic medication protocols+ standard analgesic medication protocols+
] 271
(2016) I= e=/tErE a1/27 CWI (ropivacaine) thoracic epidural analgesia (ropivacaine)
3) CWI + other vs. MZAXIHH + other
Fortier oA | gas IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine)+ IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine)+
(2012) e =S 46/44 CWI (ropivacaine) thoracic paravertebral block (ropivacaine) 3arm
2| W
CWI + other vs. other
CWI + other vs. CWI (saline) +other
Amour CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2019) oA | B5858l= 2 dis 746/739 | +I\/ morphine +V morphine
+IV PCA (morphine) +IV PCA (morphine)
Florkiewicz o - N CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
BtC | mAR=OHO Al
(2019) = HISHPRZ0IE 47/43 +V PCA (oxycodone) +V PCA(oxycodone)
continuous bilateral infusion of a local
Eljezi BIA | MESTERPEA Ol AREAS anesthetic(ropivacaine) standard care
(2017) =82 SsalE 2 H8 S5/60 | standard care(IV PCA (morphine, (IV PCA(morphine, paracetamol))
paracetamol))
usual care(not receive a device)
Hong == TAIEOHO5(20 ALS CWI (ropivacaine) +PCA (morphine/fentanyl) & oral analgesia
(2017) =T HISHPEE0AE 24/24/24 +PCA (morphine/fentanyl) & oral analgesia CWI (saline) Sarm
+PCA (morphine/fentanyl) & oral analgesia
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TR | e R Sz (e .
(BHT) =7t 39 =(I/C) AEZ(EE) AEZ(EE)
Fortier oA | s IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine)+
(2012) A s 46/50 CWI (ropivacaine) IV PCA(paractemol, morhpine) 3arm
Fiorelli e HOMAA Ol TLOHE JHEA CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2016) OIZ=/0h | HRPts X =S=E s 27/28 +|V PCA;standard medication +IV PCA;standard medication
(’\ggﬁtg TIE | MESTEIS(AOEX) 26/23 | CWI (ropivacaine) + IV morphine CWI (saline) + IV morphine
Agarwal 0 FESTRHA Ol AKEAS 44/81 | CWI (ropivacaine) + f | CWI (saline) + |
(2013) |[= NEE=iE 3 Mak ropivacaine) + fentanyl /oxycodone saline) + fentanyl /oxycodone
Abbasi S . . - . .
(2012) Ot SEEEUE 18/18 | CWI (bupivacaine) +opioid CWI (saline) +opioid
. CW (ropivacaine)+|\/ ) ‘ .
gj(;z'z) oA | EEEEPiE Yns 20/20 | acetaminophen,morphine SX/WP(SGA'(I;(%& +A¥2§etammophen,morphme
+V PCA(morphine) P
: CWI (levobupivacaine or bupivacain) . .
(Tzlrg(;[‘éa) 0j= ez 35/37 | +IV morphine, ketororlac EI\</V|P(éaA|(I:qegr+mnrg)orphmey ketororlac
+|V PCA(morphine) P
CWI (0.25% bupivacaine)
gggg) 0= | S5S=WiseEss) 12/12/12 +V PCA(morphine) CWI (saline) +\V PCA(morphine)
CWI (0.5% bupivacaine)
+|V PCA(morphine)
Dowling T TR A ALKEAL CWI (0.2% ropivacaine) . .
(2003) o= NEEETIE(MES) 16/19 + fentanyl + IV PCA(morphine) CWI (saline) + fentanyl + IV PCA(morphine)

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

FEOHE-H=E2) 72| XIEX IA0RN F0H

H 3.5 MH2H S4(2H42012 22)) X STOIE Li2iRke
R | @ AR 571z HEZ o
= JY
(BmAE) | 27t Ho| | 20/c) NEB(2E) NEB(2E)
gl
1) CWI + other vs. ML XAP7IES FAH + other
g(l;] 8) = | {HEHs 20/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) IV PCA (fentanyl)
(Czaop;dgwla ogA | IS MENE 19/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) +paracetamol, nefopam IV PCA (morphine) +paracetamol, nefopam
I(_Ze& 6) o= | S Uiddes 33/33 | CWI (ropivacaine)+ IV meperidine/ketorolac, oral | IV PCA (fentanyl) + IV meperidine/ketorolac, oral
Zheng = [N standard general anesthetic standard general anesthetic
(2016) 3= | = HEHE 25/25 +CWI (ropivacaine) +V PCA (morphine)
K g == o
ong sz | (NRoz Hay|HHS 20/31 CWI (ropivacaine) IV PCA (fentanyl, ketorolac)
(2014) = X%Xl-l_éo%;__‘ == +|V ketorolac, oral NSAIDSs +|V ketorolac, oral NSAIDSs
) . IV PCA (fentanyl citrate, ondansetron
Chung = IO A CWI (ropivacaine) .
(2013) e | GidE s 10/10 +1V ketorolac hydrochloride)
+|V ketorolac
Magnani 0|Ez SEITNAL CWI (levobupivacaine) IV PCA (morphine+ketorolac)
(2006) Of HE2hs 10/10 +|V bolus(ketorolac) +V bolus(ketorolac)
(szé%c;r;g ATIE | HES(HRENS) 35/35 | subcutaneous CWI (bupivacaine) IV PCA (morphine)
2) CWI + other vs. HALY QI + other
Reaussier N CWI (ropivacaine) + IVL(saline) contmuous intravenous infusion (IVL; lidocaine)
2018 23~ | =Ed IS 30/29 +V infusion(acetaminophen) +IV PCA(mophine) +CWI (saline)
+|V infusion(acetaminophen) +IV PCA(mophine)
3) CWI + other vs. ZALQIFELIH + other
Gathege L] R T . . . Thoracic epidural analgesia (bupivacaine)
021) ALt | B Es 19/19 | CWI (bupivacaine) +IV PCA(morphine) 41V PCA(morphine)
Klotz =o | mz p=e 31/31 CWI (ropivacaine) epidural analgesia (ropivacaine +sufentanil)
(2020) o= | oo inE +metamizole(&43]), oxycodone(lV) +metamizole(&43]), oxycodone(lV)
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1K X} (o= O ARE S == H|T
= JY

(EHdx) | J7t ol 2(I/C) AlsH(&E) AlsH(&E)
Othman RIE | JHE (k] HETR A preperitoneal CWI (bupivacaine) epidural analgesia
(2019) o8 M SRR dEEHNE 20/20 +V PCA (morphine) +V PCA (morphine)
Capdevila oaiA AR CWI (ropivacaine) epidural analgesia (ropivacaine)
(2017) 232 | b= dENE 19/20 +paracetamol, nefopam +paracetamol, nefopam
Aratijo I=E = 25/25 CWI (ropivacaine) +|V paracetamol epidural analgesia (ropivacaine) +|V paracetamol
(2017) z o= +|V ketorolac;rescue +|V ketorolac;rescue
Zheng = o oI standard general anesthetic standard general anesthetic
(2016) = #IERIS 25/25 +CWI (ropivacaine) +epidural analgesia (ropivacaine, morphine)
Ezaor; 5) g= | 544 liEEME 14/11 | CWI (levobupivacaine) epidural analgesia (levobupivacaine, fentanyl)
Machoki HOIZ | JiE SHEA=(A), (A)12,13 | subfascial CWI (bupivacaine) epidural analgesia (bupivacaine)
(2015) 27t | JHE=L) (D18,17 | +IV (paracetamol, morphine) +|V (paracetamol, morphine)
Kilic NE2HES, . ) . . . . . _
(2014) E7| i 24/23 | subfascial CWI (levobupivacaine) +I\V PCA epidural infusion (levobupivacaine) +I\V PCA
Fassoulaki EEIPN he AE2EHI=, 29/34 subcutaneous CWI (ropivacaine) intermittent epidural injection (ropivacaine)
(2014) | A2EEs +PCA (morphine) +PCA (morphine)
g;g}/g) oA | IS B 24/26 | CWI (ropivacaine) +Sham epidural epidural analgesia (ropivacaine) +Sham CWI
Boulind o S CHRPRRA . . . epidural analgesia (levobupivacaine, fentanyl)
(2013) = | 544 tyENE 17/14 | CWI (levobupivacaine) +Sham epidural +Sham CWI
Renghi Ol SR =PoT 30/29 CWI (levobupivacaine) epidural analgesia (levobupivacaine)
(2013) Of ST e T TE +oral (ibuprofen), IV ketorolac +oral (ibuprofen), IV ketorolac

T ==
80N1e2||)| E;T MgEles 29/29 | CWI (ropivacaine) +|\/ acetaminophen epidural analgesia (morphine) +|\V acetaminophen

=

4) CWI + other vs. A|&%] ZADQ|FOH + other
Narayan o AEFOIA] A . . 4 continuous epidural infusion (ropivacaine)
(2021) Ol | MO = 20/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) +IV PCA (morphine) +1V PCA (morphine)
Ammianickal o RTA . . continuous epidural infusion (ropivacaine)
(2018) oI | AF=2&MIE 50/50 | CWI (ropivacaine) +I\V PCA (morphine) +1V PCA (morphine)
Mouawad N general endotracheal anesthesia general endotracheal anesthesia

O CHAR2 . . . . .

(20189 = H&+s 46/44 +preperitoneal CWI (bupivacaine) +continuous epidural analgesia (bupivacaine)
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NEC

FEOHE-H=E2) 72| XIEX IA0RN F0H

15X} (% HLCH &K} M= == H|T
(EmaE) | 27 Ho| £0/0) NEH(E) NEH(E) -
Elshamaa continuous epidural infusion
(2016) OIZE | Ng&leE 29/30 | CWI (bupivacaine) +I\ paracetamol (bupivacaine,fentanyl) +CWI (saline)
+|V paracetamol
Bertoglio ol TN Ot 53/53 preperitoneal CWI (ropivacaine) continuous epidural infusion (ropivacaine)
(2012) Ot o lesTE +V PCA (morphine) + 1V PCA(morphine)
5) CWI + other vs. ARl APIES XA + other
Mungroop HE | 4= TR (7 P AL . . . patient-controlled epidural analgesia
(2016) c NE NEsEH Hes) | 55/47 | CWI (bupivacaine) +PCA(morphine) (bupivacaine, sufentanil)
. . general anesthesia
,<Azl(r)n1e1|;ia B | hEs 19/19 %%rcl\ellra(Lgnif/ztchzaeir?(lea) +patient-controlled epidural analgesia
P (ropivacaine, fentanyl)
6) CWI + other vs. MZAXIH + other
o . . Transmuscular quadratus lumborum block
Kadam . ;m Pre-peritoneal CwiI (_roplvacalne) (ropivacaine)
(2019) 3 | ViE= 41/40 | +multimodal analgesia tmultimodal qesi
(paracetamol(oral/IV),fentanyl(PCA)) uttimodal anaigesia
(paracetamol(oral/IV),fentanyl(PCA))
Hotta ol | JHEA(GIMOIE CWI (levobupivacaine) TAP block (levobupivacaine)
(2016) = H=Srgens) 27/27 +V PCA(morphine) +IV flurbiprofen +V PCA(morphine) +IV flurbiprofen
Klasen ultrasound-guided transversus abdominis
(2016) OSA | MgRNE 29/25 | CWI (ropivacaine) +PCA(morphine) plane(TAP) block (ropivacaine)
+PCA(morphine)
(Ié%\qvgar OIFE | B3 M= Uid=s 30/30 | CWI (bupivacaine) ultrasound guided rectus sheath catheters (RSC)
Chandon maA | HerETiAas CWI (levobupivacaine) TAP block (levobupivacaine)
(2014) =35 | MEPheE 29/36 +multimodal analgesia plan +multimodal analgesia plan
7) CWI + other vs. H2ZLY FOIH + other
CWI (ropivacaine) +intrathecal saline intrathecal morphine + CWI (saline)
Lalmand . . .
(2017) "o | MEENeE 63/61 | +multimodal analgesia (acetaminophen, | +multimodal analgesia (acetaminophen,
dicolofenac) dicolofenac)
Kainu mete | MeETias 22/24 CWI (ropivacaine) +intrathecal saline intrathecal morphine + CWI (saline)
(2012) i c=lT= +oral(ketoprofen) +IV PCA(oxycodone) +oral(ketoprofen)+IV PCA(oxycodone)
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goraq

1% X} % HLCH &K} M= == H|T
= JY
(BEAE) | 37t Ho| | 20/0) NE(E) NEH(E)
B et|
CWI + other vs. other
CWI + other vs. CWI (saline) +other
Gomez—Rios CWI (levobupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2022) AHQ | Mgl 33/37 | +IV dexketoprofen +|V dexketoprofen
+V PCA(morphine), acetaminophen +V PCA(morphine), acetaminophen
Lee CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(021) st= | 544 A0S = 33/33 | +IV pethidine, IV ketorolac/pethidine, ibuprofen +V pethidine, IV ketorolac/pethidine, ibuprofen
+intramuscular diclofencac/pethidine +intramuscular diclofencac/pethidine
Rosetti CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2021) "o | MEENeE 35/34 | +multimodal analgesic treatment +multimodal analgesic treatment
(IV PCA(morphine), IV paracetamol&diclofenac) (IV PCA(morphine), IV paracetamol&diclofenac)
Peres—Bach . . . .
elot ogA | s s 42/43 Cwi _(ropwacame) *acetaminophen & single CWI (saline) +acetaminophen & single morphine
2019) morphine
Reaussier CWI (ropivacaine) + IVL(saline) CWI (saline) + IVL (saline)
(2019) oA | S43 U= 30/27 | +IV infusion(acetaminophen) +|V infusion(acetaminophen) 3arm
+V PCA(mophine); slE4 +V PCA(mophine); slE4
Wagner— ~ . .
Kovacec ==t HeEes 15/15 C.Wl _(Ievobuplvacalne) *IV paracetamol, CWI (saline) +IV paracetamol, +piritramide
(2019) L{Of piritramide
Dalmau CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2018) AHQI | S ZHERIE 52/44 | +IV dexketoprofen, acetaminophen +|V dexketoprofen, acetaminophen
+V morphine +PCA(morphine) +V morphine +PCA(morphine)
Lalmand - OLEITHAL CWI (ropivacaine) +intrathecal saline intrathecal saline +CWI (saline)
(2017) 27100 | Mg 63/58 +multimodal analgesia +multimodal analgesia 3arm
(szg)a1n7a)pa| o | BEIEs 47/47 | CWI (bupivacaine) + [V PCA(morphine) CWI (saline) + |V PCA(morphine)
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FEOHE-H=E2) 72| XIEX IA0RN F0H

15X} (% HLCH &K} M= == M|z
(Fues) | 27 Ho| £(/0) NEH(E) NEH(E) -
Fassoulaki CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(2016) JejAa | S4Z 2@dN8ES 55/55 | +IV paracetamol, tramadol +IV paracetamol, tramadol
+paracetamol, codeine +paracetamol, codeine
Telletxea N N interfascial continuous wound infiltration standard postoperative analgesia
MOl | =747 CHAF A
(2016) el | sga g == 43/49 +standard postoperative analgesia
Jolly TEtA | ROHETHA CWI (levobupivacaine) +multimodal ~ systemic : : :
(2015) = | MEgFHrE 34/34 analgesia multimodal systemic analgesia
(Czka\/]els)nd 0= | =242 YANENS 39/43 | CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
borgy | Al | o e 2/31
éﬂg{%vs 9T | =UE AN 30/30 | CWI (levobupivacaine) CWI (saline)
gbsmsan sx | = 2y o A 55/26 CWI (levobupivacaine) CWI (saline)
L CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
Doranen | pec | Mgwihe 33/34
él& 4) = | = HENE 20/20 | CWI (ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
(K;(S)t] 3) Hofg | MEM EHAs 25/25 | CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(Hzeorqng;sson Aol | me o s an 17/15 CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
. . CWI (saline)
[0
g%ik?ga) OlE | HgmiAs 40/40 CWI (0.25% bupivacaine)
('\ggﬁr% X | 2UA UK 2 21/24 | CWI (ropivacaine) +IV PCA (fentanyl) | CWI (saline) +IV PCA (fentanyl)
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XX} A AL SH= =
@Eres) | A7t 3ol 2(/C) NEHEE) NEHEE) -
oo | OB |maaEMEmea | 1en0 | O e e o e et
ooy | HRS | HEwke 2120 | (3 (opraton) I ok mondons) oraloopaton, IV PCA (oecdore) e
232851'?) el e 6/9 O 0.35% roptvecane) IV PCA (morphine) ) ate) IV PCA (morphine)
ggq%) 3T | VBs 28/27 | CWI (0.2% ropivacaine) +I\V PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) +IVV PCA (morphine)
I(§%r1 0) 0= | 20| 4R3l= 24/21 | CWI (0.5% ropivacaine) +\V PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) +IVV PCA (morphine)
(Cza(;\{zz;;wo 0= | M= 19/19 | CWI (bupivacaine) CWI (saline)
(szg;no) ST | M= s 22/22 | CWI (ropivacaine) +I\ PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) +IV PCA (morphine)
?20585) 0= | 244 248X 37/36 | CWI (0.5% marcaine) +I\V PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) +IV PCA (morphine)
(Fé)gagg()ere O|('=)5;E| hE MEEK = 84/84 | CWI (0.5% ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
I(r_;g/an)d'hom w70) | RLEIiAS 30/30 CWI (0.2% ropivacaine) CWI (saline)
2007
(on(lJ%l??e sF | BEMsEErE 143/167 E\T/\r/ellrSwOégi\(iA)pr;rZL\:/s:aar::s), IV PCA (morphine) E\T/\r/ellrSWS:(ljligf)paracetamo\, IV PCA (morphine)
Ezeggis)ier DA | = Y = 21/21 | CWI (0.2% ropivacaine) +I\V PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) + IV PCA (morphine)
285%6) 02 | B3 H=s 35/35 | CWI (bupivacaine 0.5%) +PCA CWI (saline) +PCA
éuosgg;er 0= | Jt=Es(0gyas) 40/0 S\l;\élgorf;fhgfnpei\/ﬁyc/zirg?%orphone CWI (saline) +PCA morhpine/hydromorphone

29



NEC/\ 32018 /1225920 X2 IA0KH S0
15X} (=1 b petd PN S == M|z
= JY
EuAr) | =% Ho| #(1/C) Aag(e) e (EE)
I(_ZeOB(I)a5r;c 02 | 2 Molsetas 29/23 | CWI (0.5% bupivacaine) +hydrococone CWI (saline) +hydrococone
Wu SRE RN CWI (0.5% bupivacaine) .
(2005) o= RS 50/50 11V PCA (hydromorphone) CWI (saline) +IV PCA (hydromorphone)
(828882(;2 0= | 7= AMoll2 &&= 23/22 | CWI (0.25% bupivacaine) +hydrocodone(oral) CWI (saline) +hydrocodone(oral)
= xHE AEE
(82’[8\8/2;‘[ k=ES J};ij;o Aol 23/24 | CWI (ropivacaine) +morphine CWI (saline) +morphine
(Szcggzrr) 0= | NMollf &&= 35/37 | CWI (0.5% bupivacaine) +hydrocodone(oral) CWI (saline) + hydrocodone(oral)
2‘;;03) = | M2 EX s 20/24 | subfascial CWI (bupivacaine) +oral analgesics oral analgesics
(Gzl(\)/gg)s 0= | M&&ies 20/16 | CWI (0.25% bupivacaine) +I\V PCA (morphine) CWI (saline) +IVV PCA (morphine)

CWI, Continuous wound infusion(infiltration); IV PCA, Intravenous patient controlled analgesia
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1.3. HIEE S 71284

AelE 90719 F-219ER7g ¥] W YAFAIE A= Cochrane] Risk of Bias (RoB)E °]-&5}o] H[EH
d B7FE skt i EAtol wet 3R (1E- 87478) T Bl E- B37) 2 FHEsto]

G201 507 B9 % 15%0] g8 BIEU9IE BE st vl Bl Sae) g
AP, WA 2 2 T h-2 chese] Aol AVl Sl o) wetsi 2iseln Slo
OF G7%01A] ATE B A SIE e 0 BASIGIT A St Belstel ‘AT, Ao
et te7 b2 TR 2 ) Qb e it Q1K) lobd el vl %@o] ETHES

rﬂ
 H
(A
o
n(*)

i

(High) 20%, 2<-(Unclear) 27%). ‘23 H71o] gt =712 B4 Aat A= o 3

< Az & E Aoz HilE o] Y2(Low)ol 42 67%, 80% . A8 Har 9} A vEY
A2 2 T =Rt 5] A 0 = ghe HaTsto] wERE Aol ZAE 4= Qe B9l ==
TIZEAH]

(High)o & H7lslg o, HEHAS o] EUtHE=3(High) 33%, 28H)(Unclear) 27%).
A1 7 T vHEG YT L F2(Low)O] 53%, E2H)(Unclear) 6.7%, %=2{(High)o| 40%% .
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FEONE-HE2)FRI22 XIEX ZA0EN £0H

Fandom saquence generabion (salecdion bias

i

ABocabon concaaimant [elscion bias
Blirading af parcipants and personnel (ga femance Dixs)

Blinding of aulcome assessman [detecion Slas

Rcamplele oucame datd (FHmOn Bias

Salecie raparting {rapoaing Bias)

Incdusirial funding suppon

0%

5% 0%

Ta%

1 DrE

| .Lm-uﬂ:ku'lhlar: DUn:Iﬂrusl of bias

ot sk et bias

1% 3.2 HIEHY J1HE(ERE+E0N8 8
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)

Eljei 2017

Forier 2012

= | @ | Bonding of cidcome assessment deterlion bias)

Hong 2017

Jamspawski 201 6

Liu 2015

= (@ |® |8 @ |Rancom sequance genaration (selaction bias)

o_Abbasi 2012

p_Aganwal 2013

p_Arnous 2018

p_Dowiding 2003

p_Eliez 2012

p_Fioselli 2016

o_Flomiewicz 2018

p_Mattila 2016

p_Tirola 2002

~ 190000 =0 -

p_white 2003

W e e e e e e @ 2D v B B cendingofpamoipants and p2rsonne perommancs blas)

| . . . . i . & | & | & . . . . Allocalion coneaalrment (seleclion bias)
00 S e~ 0@ S = 0=~

28 S 8 e 8 =B 09 =B 8| rcompleooemsdat(amion biaz

P === DS S =299 S B 8 csecte=goting repotng biaz)

. . . . . -. . . . B . . . . . Induskrial funding support

j.%l 33 Hl%:ﬂ’

LS

=D

=015 -843))

BokAY 2%




goraq

1.3.2. 88+a015-523)

ERE(HE-E707) £4 F 75300 tiof viEHE & 7l~— stoict. A vlEH T BRE TS
HiYeA] AT, A 2] o TRE W82 iR A-tollA] EAIA Q1 wEol| chsl EeteHA| i
511 Qo] ZH2ZF 91%, 77%CIA A8 BIEHAHS ‘5%%’2% H7¥oloitt. A% viET ) Pkl ‘A
ofz}, A tAtol| gt w7 bl iR S| R] AU B EelA| Agokal QIA] ghobAl o
o] EUTHE2(High) 25%, E&(Unclear) 13%).

A3} Grtol gt =Y & giA|Z Z saE Ao B E o] HEI o] e A7} 64% A0
A= B ar=|2] oot B84 (Unclean) = B7HE A o= QIITH31%). B A3 b= o A
HIEHEL2 A2 & 3 E A0 2 B 11E|0] 92%0l| 4] W-2{Low) 2 76ttt “Ae&] B9}
TAE vEY AE2 AigkS I 2T AA6) Aeid o0& 1S B arste] veREAof A1 5=
S 390 ==(High) 2= B7lotgon, HIEHE Ol =3Uthe==(High) 37%, E&4(Unclear)
12%). “QIzrAe] A1 v A=A E v EH ] T2 E-S{(Low)°] 53%, B2 (Unclear) 23%, w2{(High)

o] 24%3At}.

Rancom aquences ganaration (58lechon bias) _:l

Liocafion conceziment (selechon bias) —:I

Blinding of pardicipants ard pereennel (peformance bias —:—
Blinmng of oulcorme azsessmuond (delechion bias) _:.
Inpgmplete oulcome dada (afilion bias _:I

Seledive repaifing (feporling biss) —:—

maustia g supect [N

} } } {

% 25% 0% 78% 100%

| .I.'m gk ol hixs Dl.,llu:l:nr.'u:l- ol mias .ngh rigk of bias i
— = S J

I3 3.4 HIERYY JI(2EL2042 - 22F)
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SEOIE HEL)RIZ0| KIAH IANH S0i

34

Almmida 3011
AmmEanichal 7016
JAragjo 3017
Barr 7015
Beroglio 2013
Eouling 3013
Capdedla 317
Chandon 3014
Cheong 2001
Chung 3013
Cervicdar J016
Elshamaa 3018
Fasgoulakl 7014
Galhepe 2021
Hotta 3016
Joity 015
Jouve 31013
Eagamn 7019
Kilic 2014
kla=an 3016
Kotz 220
Kong 7014
Lalmang 2017
Lauw 3003

Lee 716
Maxchak 2015
Magnani 7006
Mouawad 7018
Myngmop 3016
Marayan 2021
el 30137
aRenghi 7013
oTeleteea 3016
Cinman 7018
oy 2018

aZkeng J016

Blindireg of parkcipants and persormal [parfomanc e s

Indusireal fumding suppart

= | =

4 @9 S ® @ ® @@ |« |Random zeguance panaration (selestion bes)

p_Andravwes 2014
p_Balg 2008
p_Baulig 2011
p_Beausgier 2007
p_Beausgar 2018
p_Bell 2012
p_Carsaiho 2010
p_Chan 2010
p_Clevaland 2015
p_Diakrau 2018
p_Ohanapal 2007
p_Eddana 2013
p_Fazsoulakl 2016
p_Foraslione 2008
p_Fuslran 2015
p_Ghens 2002
p_teirmez-Riog 2022
p_Hemansson 2013
p_lyer 2010

p_bminu 2013
p_krisnnan 2014
n_knstengan 2013
p_kushner 2005
p_Lavandhomme 2007
p_LeBlanc 2005
p_Lee 2021
p_Maoie 2012
p_Fares-Bachelol 2019
p_Podglase 2007
p_Relrikalnen 2014
p_Rasan 2009
p_Roset 2029
p_Banchez 2004

P Schuer 2004
p_Stewart 2004
p_ragnes-Kovacar 2018
p_Wang 2010

p_Wu 2005

p_An 2014
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ol
L
b

e £ F 158 T 13HA 75837 &olA9] AE4 =4ant3A] Fo#(Continuous
Wound Infusion, CW2] SF4dA] A3E B w59t obdA] Ak 34| A& T T2y} ok Bzke.
o2 o] helalgion], dzzol die Tglo] 22 AASIAIh A% Bl T AEL 2
TEAN EBZ, A 9 oldHES, 7HIE # ZAICEA] A, 7, o, EElA 29 BE, k=
9 P80 ARe 04 975 i R Y8, Sao Bl ST ok
NETA T o kS, S84 T o[ AES, FANEA 54 T B 5-& xFeloh

A&t BHE S HsE RE ALoA T £ &
(Jaroszewski et al., 2016; Liu et al., 2015)°l|4+= Al& # 7 L oA Hkgo] HHA¥gH oL} ofj =13}

B3] 2po] 7k §LAE.

H 3.6 [ER+2015 843 &MY A& 23 EE (21TH|w)
=% Sz =
(%1';:.;}5) H==3 28 ;Ig Ever_:":_sI : I_Total Eventll Total V:h_.le Hlal
(BN &85
UBHMOI IEE - NR 46 NR 44 NS
Fortier nerve AU HHE - NR 46 NR 44 NS
(2012) block Hl=A 5 - NR 46 NR 44 NS
RS - NR 46 NR 44 NS
#e/01ges B
RS BEES 3M 6 60 4 60 0.743
Liu(2015) IV PCA =24 4 - 2 60 1 60 »0.05
223 - 2 60 3 60  )0.05
oK ;ﬁﬁ;;'la Q=79 - 2 0 27 024
FHEIE EX| #3E 0lE, ==~V 15% ), A, =4 2¢
1 )\I’O| ==
A R

POD, postoperative day; IV PCA,Intravenous Patient controlled analgesia; M,Month; NS, Not significant
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2L)EQI20| XIAX] AN £0iH

2.1.1.2. 4= RXE

T FEO] ERoA ekE FARE A o] =7k RelRt Alol7E gigie, 18 (Liv et al., 2015)00141=
FAER] 5 FR9] AR A Fofiite] oks A& AHEI(71H, 2594 )7 iRl U
A% 2T fofsk Aol Hgiet,
378822018 843 oMY: o #H 28 (Z/TH| W)
1 XXt £y M2 xZ o
_ =7 HAK|E HIT
(SHAT) I=23 2| Al Events Total Events Total Vvalue =
o e
Liu(2015) IV PCA & FT ML FE POD2 3 60 4 60 »0.05
Fortier nerve AL S OAl _
MR ot
7|1t ofK[2H 2 - 3 60 37 60  <0.05
Liu(2015) IV PCA
TE B - a3z 60 gz 60  )0.05
Fortier nerve A EA] _ _
(2012) block  ©e=¢ o 0 a4
Al Ot
Fortier nerve AIRF A _ _
(2012) block  ©E=S 0 4 0 a4
SEA OkY
Jaroszewski epidural  mZ PODO 1 41 27 0.76
(2016) analgesia " g oy upz PODI 3 41 0 27 0.5
718 - 0 41 27 0.21
Liu(2015) IV PCA SSXqot - 0 60 14 60 0.05
7B}
Jaroszewski  epidural or POD1 5 41 2 27 052
(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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@Yol 271002 S R 91E O] A4 FAUHAS Fofst 492} 7]
SolsALL FolelA] e A9 vILT ATES Zaksiort

b

Al g ehEFol tisl] Hargt S 11304 hES ARIZHEASR o o7 = <71 -2t 2o 7}
UAE. 15 19(Eljezi et al., 2017)°14= & FRR] FAHEA| FolHto] Rt E o} 5 ¥
5ol g IS oE F919] 1 E oRES-Z 6HolA Barsklar, 28 (Florkiewicz et al.,
2019; Agarwal et al., 2013)0lA= AL AIRE o) dukg-o] 'HA¥sEl o, 18 (Eljezi et al., 2017)°]
Ale tiETofl AT sl oW B B2 0 & Rof5k Ajo = fIQITh UM A] 3wl A= AESH A7
AU

H38[8R+20lig 843 2Any: Alg & 83 (Het|w)

= = X

IHR  pxoo HAIK|E = okl A=z U ]
(EHAT) INES Events Total Events Total Value
EER) ses
oy SR BRI A 20 739 1 733 0160 oo
@019)  opm 36 746 42 739 0.220
g%q%) florE Az ud RN 0 26 0 25 -
é%?ré\;al ootz At 1 44 0 41 1 %%%%%EH
(EZU(;ZlZ) olor ~d S SR 1 20 2 19 0.605

I S 4 55 14 60  0.021
(Ezll&z;) SRE W MES 1 55 0 60 0478

K& Ele HHA 3 55 5 60  0.719

bt SHE NR 46 NR 50 NS
Doty PR e mas NR_ 46 NR 50 NS

I ses NR 46 NR 50 NS
HE/01HE e
e frZ ez 1470 43 NS

9| 2 4 44 0 41 0117
(AgoarV\;aI olorz
2013 o

ZAHE R 2 3 44 0 41 0242
(Tzlggtgi fofE AR U 0 35 0 37 -
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) S 20| XI&A ZADIEIN| £0it

=% =2 L=t

JHR  gxom zmme prc L P~ wa
(ETAE) Al Events Total Events Total Value
oooaS e Wi 2 o 1 0 19 -
ooy RRR A mEemNg o 24 0o 24 -
con mfre) o] 0 5 1 60 1.000
@017) A= 0lIA] 0] 2 8 55 18 60 0.073
FHEIE] FR| TR Ol (125 2A), A1, CH O
e #Z e 2K 147 4 83 NS
Mattila oo OXiE = 22 0 26 0 23 -
oo

7}EES OJt 0o 2 1 23 AR
booe  ®er? mZoms Eega o 3 0 37 -
oo HAZ e pR wxg 0o 16 0 9 -
Fortier o= FHIE MY 23 25 _
(2012) 22X 2 == T 0 46 0 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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1904 oRE 3 akgo] el HuSIgic FA5H) 041 %l TE, Ziete U FeiAuS,
21, 203, G o k3ol Selslglch, o AL ThE o] Bakge] b 2Rl
ol7} YoM, 18] B (Eliez et al., 20120145 34 AR A% F201RA) Folzol
91op 2 AT Q4] B T, A1EH o Tl ARGl A, 71, ofleke 3ol o A sl

H 3.9 [BRE+2(18 -843)] Qny: of= 2E B8 (HEH| )
=% =2 L=t
LI S AT pric G " P~ ya
(SHAL) Al Events Total Events Total Value
N uRE
Horkiewicz ojor 2d n 4 10 = NS
T L
(2019 e 2 47 4 43 NS
Vettla o oA FE JE POD1 15 26 18 23 NR
20169 T ag POD3 1 26 1 23 NR
é%?rgal ok QAN TIE POD1  [0] 44 [0] 41 NS [medan]
(EzljgwZ I2) fof? M EE=TE POD2 5 20 4 19 1
(Ezljng% X2 425QMITE  POD3 1 55 8 60 0.022
(cmgﬁ';)r SX2 2550 TE NR 46 NR 50 NS
7S S LR 2AI8
ggﬁtg oIz 71 POD1 1 26 1 23 NR
AP TS 0 4 0 41 -
At o
(A2r81og)r ookt 3 746 4 739 0.620
(Z%q%t)%vwcz ook Tt RN 0 47 2 43 NS
D e w 0 4 0 41 -
ooy HAR EAED Ty 0 20 1 19 NS
Eljezi e BN 2 55 13 60 0.005
o) TR g NR NR -
ol wAR sy o 4 0 50 -
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) S 20| XI&A ZADIEIN| £0it

=% =2 L=t
MM gy WX =y SH " P~ ya
(EHeir) AME  Events Total Events Total Vvalue
A O
=N 1M 746 9 739 0980
Amour HESHROZ X285t AT
2019) QlofL Al Do 7= 12 746 10 739  0.680
A 8 746 11 739 0530
(legr%l)' ooim  AMKIE 0 27 1 28  1.000
MBS 9 4 14 41 0222
Sy 3 4 3 47
'(AgarV\;al olof 284 HEH 0 44 0 41 -
2013 -
sESILEaE 0 4 1 41 0482
AR |
AR 1 a4 0 4 1
52'1512'7) SxE Al o 0 55 2 60  0.497
Doty SRR A sy o 4 0 50 -
SEA Ok
Fiorell oiora 27| 1 27 2 28 1.000
(2016) 371 %5 1 27 1 28 0.400
=A0RK =4 #2
Mattila ojof ZAOMEF =M 0 26 0 23 -
(2016)
é%a] r\é\;al oloz =M 0 44 0 41 -
Tirotta o[oF [T EA -
QbR A0 =4 0 35 0 37
(2009)
ooosS s o sy o 1% 0 19 -
7t
oS HuE sz 1 26 1 25 NR
Hong o= i HSACR QI
o017 TR ol vjagm ot [ S
e R Y R 0 41 41 0482
AT R 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
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2.2. &3t

Z 158X 7§18 87473 &4 9] A|&F ZAuEA] ol ¥H(Continuous Wound Infusion, CWI)2]
g 23E E-J—iﬁ}/u‘jr. [V k= A 55 Aot s FRIEA 71 ARFO = FLESER L,
Zy AR H= I 2EHE eo] AIE A A|sHH.

55 A9 5= VAS(Visual Analogue Scale) 25 o]-8sto] F45 55, °ols% 55 o°] Hil%
At B A,E HASH F 3H F 282 F 7F 05t Zo] 7} gl A17G% P‘c‘r‘ﬂ# 1 W31 HoJA]
A 7Aool SR & H 2 0] FATMHA| FofHETE AR A A 55 F47t o f-2l5H
it

E3.10 [8R+&0lig-822)] 2utd: 835 F+ (RIEH|w)

=xq =2 o B
MR aamm 5B = L A ]
(ETAL) AME mean SD  Total mean SD  Total Vvalue
vs. YUl SEXPIEEY
Liu VAS(RAIE) g 60 Jefo 60 »0.05
(2015) VAS(OISZ) Jefm 60 Jem 60  )0.05
vs. Zate| ¢l
POD 1 Iz a4 k= e 27 0.52
(2016) POD 3 g 41 Ja= 27 NS
POD 4 Iz a4 k= e 27 NS
vs. MA Xt
PO Oh = 46 = 44 {0.026 favourC
VAS(BAIE)
POD1,
POD2 = 46 ez 44 NS
PO Oh = 46 = 44 {0.003 favour C
PO 1h = 46 = 44 {0.003 favour C
Fortier PO 3h Tz 46 ez 44 NS
(2012)
- g 2T
VAS(7|ZIE) PO 6h leiz 46 JeHE 44 (0.003 favourC
PO12h iz 46 sz 44 {0.003 favourC
POD 1 iz 46 sz 44 {0.003 favourC
PO 36h e 46 ez 44 NS
POD 2 e 46 ez 44 NS

POD, postoperative day; PO, postoperative; h, hour; VAS, visual analogue scale; NR, Not report; NS, Not
significant
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F2OIE- =27

FI=| X[EH SA0FN| F0iE

2.21.2. & F FIIUSH AHE
S BYIR0) A1 F40}EA) Follo] ABATHNT} 2 T 12 AHON 54 5 27} 2157
i‘ﬂ]‘%ko] FoJsHA ‘fo]'%\ , TR 2t ¥ s A-4Liu et al., 2015; Jaroszewski et al., 2016)2 J—]Oﬂ
= 37 it Aol gisih
3.1 [8R+2018-843) 21H4: &5 & F7I 2ISH AH|F (21FH|1)
1 XX} HOX|E oL =y S ot P H
= i L,
(EHAE) = oA AE mean SD Total mean SD  Total Vvalue
vs. HULY| SSXP7I=HY
PO12h 333 241 24 323 246 24 0.803
|(—2|L615) HET AHZ mg POD1 646 232 24 824 246 24 0.438
(PSEZ 729 361 24 1059 391 24 0.926
vs. Ae| F¢
POD1 ez 4 ez 27 0.28
220 37t
Jarosze  imo o POD2 E/[p=3 41 Je 27 NS
wski OFH *W' mg
(2016) .(M?rp?'”?‘%fiu POD3 284z A1 EEE 27 NS
ivalent opioi
b POD4 = 41 = 27 NS
vs. MZA L
; POD1 35.9 NR 46 265 NR 44 0.0036
Fortier DEm Al mg
(2012) POD2 NR 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

42



EZ A4= 58 VAS (Visual Analogue Scale), NRS (Numeric Rating Scale) 2 VRS (Verbal
Rating Scale)?} 22 A5 o] &sto] B Qe §5 H4-E st & 12719 23S A& At
4ol A |4 T A o ollA e RRAR L] FAnRA] Fofo] i 2TE T B f-of5HA 55 H7t
ok, 1 9] F3oA= F 1 Rt 2ol 7t gld

H 312 [8R4+2015-842) aHd: 55 M (HEH W)
1 XX} =x =R =z
(E  ZmwE o o HR
o) M mean SD Total mean SD  Total Vvalue
vs. X2
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
0h,1h,3h,
_ 6h,12h
SAIZ= 14t
Fortier POD2
(2012) 0h,1h,3h,
_ 6h,12h
|7< k) )
POD2
vs. {1z
_ POD1 34 22 594 35 23 600 0.31
NRS(EAI%)
Amour POD2 29 23 544 31 23 559  0.350
(2019) _ POD1 4 15 592 4 14 592 035
NRS(O|5E
POD2 1 12 535 1 13 547  0.660
Florkie &A% 53 ~POD2 I 47 I 43  0.630
WICZ
(2019) L2 SEAEZ  ~POD2 Iz 47 Jeo 43 0.793
PO 6h 72 08 27 73 06 28 (NS) P00
VAS(EAIE) 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|EI5) POD1 65 08 27 66 07 28 (NS)
POD2 59 0.7 27 67 07 28 S)
Mattla (g soore POD1 L/ b= 26 L= 23 NS
(2016) POD2 = Ped 26 Iz 23 NS
Agaval o PO 6h [25] 0050 44 [1] 0040 41 037  [megian
(2013) POD1 2] [00300 44 [25 [1040 41 011 oA

43



NEC

LBONE-HE2)RSI20| XI&H ZANA S04

PO 4h Ik 20 e 19 NR
_ PO 12h R 20 b 19 (0.05
SAZ EX favour |
POD1 R 20 b 19 NR
Elijezi POD2 ez 20 ez 19 0.05
(2012) PO 4h e 20 TRz 19 NR
PO 12h B 20 Tz 19 NR
0I55 &3 favour |
POD1 LS 20 Iz 19 (0.05
POD2 LS 20 Iz 19 NR
(Tz'g’g;a) £x NR 35 3 NS
PO 4h [ E= 12 ez 12 NS
PO 8h ez 12 ez 12 <0.05 (25%
POD1 Jejo 12 e 12 NS  favour|
White POD2 o= 12 = 12 {0.05
oo3)  VAS PO 4h e 12 T2 12 <0.05
PO 8h BE e 12 a3z 12 <005 (5%
POD1 Jejo 12 o 12 (0.05 favourl
POD2 a3z 12 P 12 {0.05
onirg ;’Zg;Z!VAS 09 16 26 (1) 19 0005
Hong  VAS POD 1 25 24 38 23 24 (NS)
(2017)  (physiotherapy &)  pOD 2 18 24 31 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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goraq

ol

&5 Aol tisl & F 19 AT i 3 28 AR FAAIRE-BAIE W0 HIEREAS $-38513iTh
HE IO R & T 19 AR FAK B35 A4 T 2IHTH3.0), AN S5HE= T
AR A&A FAuEA Ty} f1oF 2 R s F-o7t Aol 7t %’i‘}i‘ﬂ(ﬂ—-—g} HA}
(Standardized mean difference, SMD) 0.35, 95% 41277 HConfidential interval, CI) -0.73~0.03,
1’=78%). ¢ 32U A9 HEHEA A3}, WEHEAo] 71sst 4B S tfo 2 ‘FAX B5 AL E
53*3&%‘4(1‘%]3.7)- TE T 2Y AN FANX TR e T FRIRO X&A] mAauEA| Fol
9ok 9 FA =7 395 2107k 1ATHSMD -0.51, 95%Cl -1.18~0.15, 1°=89%).

Cw Contiod i, Meni Diflerance Sid. Mepii Difference
or Sl o i SO Todml Mean S0 Total Weight V. Random. §5% Cl v, R A% Cl
144 FANE
p_Hong 2017 8. I8 24 ¥} 25 I 154% 02 H0 .45, 063
Subtotal (25% Cl) rid M 154% 12 [-0.45, 0.68]

Hederagenerty Mot spnikahla
Tast for ovarall effect 2= 0.41 (F = 0.63)

1.1.2 Placobo

o_Agansal 203 2 33T M 35 237 41 1E1% D27 +0 65, 0.20] i
p_Amiur 2018 34 I 594 3\ 23 O I131% <004+ 16, 0.07] -
p_Chawling 2003 VE k& 16 1B 11 1% 128% <096 1 87, -0.26] =
o_Fioreti 2018 1 o0y 27 8 07 2B 181% 127 |1 88, -0.69) =
p_Hang 2017 3| % U 3} 23 11 183% 000 H0.57, 057 e
Subibodal (95% CT) 705 TI1  84.6% 44 [-0.88, 0.00] -

Hetemgenely Tau"= D20 Chi*= 12 43 df= £ (F= 0.0002), F=82%
Taztfar owgrall efMect 2=195(F =005

Total [B5% CI) F29 r3s 100.0% .35 |13, 3] -
Heteragenedty Tau® = 016, ChP = 23.05, df= & (P = D.0003); = TE% ¥ p z : i
Tastfor ovarall effect Z=1.80¢F = 0.07) Firiits I - Evitine Senkon

Tastforsubaroup diferences: Chi*= 133 df=1(F=013. F=5T1%

1% 3.6 58U B4 55 B4

S
-ou
o
oF
o
=
E
i
|
o

oWl Camtrol §1d, M=an Deftereacs Sin, M= Differsnce
Sty or Subgro Mean S0 Told Mean 50 Total Weight I, Ao, B5% Cl IV, Random, 95% C1
121 £ME |
p_Hong 2017 5 1B 24 2r- 17 I NS -0.06 062, 0.51| -
Sabtotal [95% Cly 24 4 24.1% 006 [ 0.6, 051] '*"
Heterngenatty: Mot apolicabis
Tes) for owerall effed] Z= 019 (P=085}
1.2.7 Placaba
p_Amour 2018 29 I3 54 383 35 IhEw -0.08 020, 0.03] -
p_Floreli 2016 4707 T 5% 06 M 210% 182245, -1.10] _—
p_Hong 1 7 26 18 L] N 13 4 T40% =024 |03, 037 =
Subictal [95% C1) 595 611 TRI% 1,68 [-1.62, 0.215] i
Hedarogenetty: Tau®= 083, Chi*= 27 64, df= 3 (P = 000001 ); "= 93%
Testfor overall efact Z=1.41 (F=016}
Todud {45% ) #18 635 100.0% .59 [-1.98, 0.15) *l-lr
Hederngenaity Tawd =040, Chi*= 37 T4, df= 3 (P = DOO0O1), F= 8% _‘ _-2 III .! )
Testfor cvesall effert =1 51 F=013 Favows ICWI] Favours [confrod]

Tos! for subgroup dfferances, Chi®=133 df=1 (P=037), F=187%

J8 3.7 [8820i8 -84 A EF -2 5 2Y(HIAHW) 218
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2L)EQI20| XIAX] AN £0iH

2222 &2 FHUSH 2HF

o 3 27LAEA| 2HIRS BT E 12700] FR1S FESE A, 9mol 2 T AR ool 54
9]z 0] San}A] Fofyo] T Etktiv«lo}ﬂl 7} A5 A Aw]eo] AL, 1 9] ERo4E
S 27k 0Pk 2ol 7} QI

E3.13 [8R+20lg -828)] atd: #& & 7t TLSH AHIF (E8H|w)

1 XX} =x =X =z o

E®  ZAXE = S inl
o) Al mean SD Total mean SD Total value

vs. 2X|=

Elijezi [median,
(2017) D20 AH|ZF mg POD3 [43] [25,56] 55 [45] [33561.5 60 0.160 ORI

POD1 359 NR 46 39.3 NR 50 0.016

Fortier
D20 AH|ZF mg
(2012) POD2 NR NR 46 185 NR 50 -
vs. Sz
érgfg)r MY B2MY mg ~POD2 [24] M-8 719 [27] [13-48] 714 001 gt

Florki PO 6h 0 1 47 1 1 43 0.045
orkie 2AF=

wicz T mg POD1 29 13 47 3 17 43 0774
(2019) ° POD2 63 24 47 64 30 43 079
o-6h 26 05 27 27 04 28 NR
(Fz'gffa';' =t@2m g/ml 18-24h 31 07 27 34 03 28 NR
42-48h 17 06 27 21 04 28 NR
Mattila mg/ 0-24h 068 025 26 063 03 23 0559

==t
(2016) kg 24-48n 02 018 26 016 0.1 23 0.267
Agarwal  OFESALK|
2013 QJ&
(Ez"éﬁzz') DEEAHZ  mg POD2  [20] [B& 20 [30] (53 19 0036 g
Abbasi  OFHSALA|

POD1 = 44 e 41 NS

0012  Ab mg 11 08 18 37 13 18 0.02
Tiote oo mg/ POD1  0.05 008 35 02 04 37 0.007
(2009) kg POD2 003 006 35 02 06 37 008
PO 4h I 12 flhed 12 NS
mg POD1 I 12 flhed 12 NS  025%
White 2T AR POD2 2= 12 2= 12 NS
(2003) ~ (PCA) PO 4h QY 12 QY 12 NS
05%
mg POD1 Iz 12 = Ped 12005 o
POD2 Iz 12 = Ped 12 {0.05

Dowling ~ TA| Dty

(2003)  ZIEH| ma
M, month; POD, postoperative day; PO, postoperative; h, hour; VAS, visual analogue scale; NR, Not
report; NS, Not significant

~POD3 473 (333) 16 787 (61.3) 19 0.038
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Te T 37 FEA Al tiel 2% 3 1Y AT % $ 2% AR 0= LiRo] HleR S S35t9ith
& T 1Y A 71 ABA Avge /38 23H4H, 119 3.8). & F 37 ABA AHF2S &
FaAnpR A Fofriat 9o 9 B 57t -Folt 7‘4017} RATHSMD -0.26, 95% CI -0.57~0.06,
’=39%). HEREA0] 7153t 0HES O E o4 T 2YU A 9] ' T 371 NBA| A8 S IS
AFo|t13.9). & F 2Y A9 ‘& T 37T HBA| AH[EF 2 5& F-AR9 &3] FAnEA
FolHa} ok 9 B2 =277F 323t 2] 7 YATHSMD -0.28, 95% CI -0.56~0.00, 1*=65%).

Cwl Comtiol St Meadi Dilferance Shil Méadi Dilfeience
Study or Subgroup Moean S0 Total Meagn SO Totnd Weight Y, Ryndoom, §6% C1 IV, Ramdom, 5% Cf
2.1.1 Placebo
p_Fiarslli 2016 3t or 3} o303 2w -0.55 11 04, -0.01 —
p_Flarkiswscz 2014 m 13 47 31 17 43 304% -0.13 4055, 0.29) =
p_bhastila 2016 068 025 28 063 03 23 210% 018033, 074 e
p_Tirclta 2009 nns. oog 15 03 04 3T lE4% -0 &1 F0EE, -0.04] )
Subtotal {95% Ci) 1345 13 100.0% 026 057, 0.06] -+

Hederoganeity: Tawd s 004, Chfe 4,81, di= 3 (P = §18), = 39%
Tastforaveral effect 2= 162 (F=011)

Total (25% 135 131 LS 0,26 [A0.5T, 0.06] ->
;-_Imerunanuih.l.T;_u’: 1n 4, s: hi=F= 4{.91 L= P =018), F= 39% o o t "
g5t for averall effect 2= 1 G2 (F= D1 1) o TR P
Tast for suboroun differences: Mol anplicable P : I Fimouts jomnl
J2 3.8 8RR+ 848 2 & F/ USH AHE-+2 T 1Y (HEH W) T8
CWi Conired Sul. Mean Difference Sid. Mean Diflerence
Ty oF SElsgiou LA ml Maan 50 Todal i Y, Random, 05% CI IV, Randoem, 55% C)
2.7.1 Placebo
p_Amour 201% 24 237 M9 27 MAz T % A2 022,002 =
p_Esz 52 20 1037 0 a0 1037 19 110 -0.94 [-1 61, -0.28) T
p_Fioralli 2014 1.7 0B 2T 21 0.4 28 137% J0.78 1,33, -0.23] —__l|
p_Floskiawicz 2019 ] 24 A7 4 30 43 1T E% -0.04 0 45, 036 .
p_Mathila 206 LR ] 26 0E 01 13 137% 027 |30, 0.83] ¥
p_Tirotta 2004 a0z 006 Im o0 06 ETE ) =00,39 |0 36, 0,08 - |
Subiotal {95% C1) 874 854 100.0% 0.28 |.0u56, 0.00] >
Hebtrogenely: Taw® = 007, Chf=14,15, = 5 (P = 0 01), F= B5%
Test for overall efigch Z=1 95 (P = 0,05
Tokad (95% CI) 874 964 100,0% 0.2 {-0L56, 0.00] -»
Hatarogenelly Taw® = 0.07; ChP=14.15, 67= 5 (F = 0,01}, F= B5% |4 =% N 2 ,'l

Teet for overall effect Z=1 93 (P = 0.05)
Testfor suboroun diferences: Mot sonlicabis

1% 3.9 [8R+&(NE -84F) & & 7 TUSH AHE-+2 £ 2 (HeiH|y) 213

Favoams TV Favoure |conkrol]
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NEC

FEOHE-H=E2) 72| XIEX IA0RN F0H

3.1. oA
ERSE 7Y F 758 F 67HA & BRI A&3 A A| Fo¥(Continuous Wound

Infusion, CWI)2} SH4 AakE B wsteic. QA Aake 27 A4 Thel Yasa} kg Ragoe
ro] Selstgon], dzsio] digt TEglo] 20 AA eI

Al T PEB0) AL TA SUH TS, AL 59 49 L ol gurs, FHeE Tl EACEA
v, 4, ol S 99 B2, OFE Ul FA80) AR 04 U Tk, 7lele 5 nR e 1A,
San}3IAIR} TRIgk ek o kS, A8 Tl o ke, TEA el olAhLS, SAntHA

L
A
12}
=
Fl

Al T o] 8ol tholi] T 7523t Afol 7t glis A 0= B =9l oLt AR AoflA]
golgt ATpF 1=t 1H(Wu et al.,, 2018)°4 S5 FI29] 2|44 FAmA] Foffo] Hus
SAZIRAHAV PCAET F71E-9 4F&(incision exudation)©] 32614 o 'UAY51L, EOHE 1H
(Aratijo et al., 2017)°IA= & FR] A&A 4R A Fofio] tiRyQl Ao dHE )
o] o o Astoict. 1 Q9] EdoA= Ale T S WAl Qlo] & 21t -Relgt Afo] 7t

AT

H3.14 [SR2(i5-5243)] N4 A& &3 S (R W)
1%t &3 Sz TE P~
_ x2Y AWXE bl
(BHAE) 1==2 2nxl A|H  Events Total Events Total value -
(B2) 5
Lee At 0 20 0 22 -
o) VPCA T T 0 20 0 22 -
Zheng 2ot S 0 25 0 25 -
eote)  VPCA T gy 0o 2 0 25 -
o | AzErEnE 7 31 10 31 NS
otz epidura =
(2020) analgesia T2 IS — / 31 6 31 NR
SAHE 2ot 2R 0 31 3 31 NR
Aratjo epidural FHIAH
(2017) analgesia EIH|A POD1 17 25 4 25  0.0004
Zheng epidural 2ot eSS 0 25 0 25 -
(2016) analgesia  Apgt 0 25 0 25 -
TR 1 14 1 11 NR
5 dura | SAR XS 0 14 0 11 -
arr epidura s _
(2015) analgesia S A_Fg — 0 14 0 "
U s CREY 3 14 ) 1 NR
)
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1X{ Xt £3 Szt ==t P
_ = ZAuX|5 H| 1
(Emoir) H i WA A|E  Events Total Events Total value I
e NR 26 NR 24 0.66
Jouve epidural 30 At 1 26 0 24 NR
(2013) analgesia 25t == 2 26 1 24 0.59
SEH s 1 26 0 24 0.33
U 1 17 1 14 NR
YUt BAE 0 17 0 17 -
Bounlind epidural A 42 SfH=
(2013) analgesia c L Hoo
(EHEE, ZHM 3 17 2 14 NR
BEEESE)
Anastomotic
Mungroop  Epidural dehiscence 2 55 / 47 0.0767
(2016) PCA postoperative 1 55 4 47 01780
bleeding )
Kadam nerve A 12 41 7 40 NR
(2019) block 3 2 4 1 40 NR
As 29 29 2 o|4tES
Beaussier o HN=RS ZE 1 30 3 29 NR
(2019) WVinfusion —g7uro| =21am 16 30 22 29 NR
=/ 771 S5
boiy  VPCA =R um 4 2 0 20 (0.0
Capdevila |/ pep HHE Y SZ4athl ™ 4 19 11 20 NR
(2017) HHEY 4 0 19 0 20 -
(Lzeoﬁ o  VPCA  Ame 2 1h 0 20 0 22 -
EEEE 12h 0 29 - -
ooy VPeA x+7H} o) 715 PODI 0 29 0 31 -
= TTl oo
ool IVRCA 3 Fi Rl 2] 0 10 0 10 -
onevPCA Tl T 4 35 1 35 036
o, THEE =) 2 2 19 0 19 NR
Klotz epidural 47N 0] T
(2020) analgesia TS &S 0 3 ! 3 NR
Aratijo epidural rod
(2017) analgesia = 2 POD2 2 25 1 25 1.00
Capdevila  epidural ZNRS SZ40T ™ 4 19 11 20 NR
(2017) analgesia  EJjEQ| 2N 0 19 0 20 -
epidural
Barr(2015) analgesia JAZEHA 0 14 1 11 NR
HHE Y A4S 0 12 3 13 NR appen
HISER = ZHE _ decto
Machoki epidural HS 0 12 0 13 m
(2015) analgesia e 2 0 18 0 17 -
HISEX} [E= Xyf=0| 0 18 0 9 laparot
fo=s e - omy
S
Kioo1a) SN Al wopy 0 24 0 23 -
e L 1 % 24 033
Boulind epidural DAY, o
(2013) analgesia X7|EH 0 17 1 14 NR
Renghi epidural Y n R s 2y 1 30 1 29 NS
(2013) analgesia ~ AJjHQ HZE 2Y 0 30 1 29 NS
ONeill epidural W22 48 0 29 0 29 -
(2012) analgesia  EINEQ| ZHZH0|Ab 3M 3 26 2 24 NR
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NEC

FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

1XX} £y Sz Ch o~
) HE2Y ZNK|E H| 2
(Emoir) H i 2t Al®  Events Total Events Total value I
Almeida Epidural A s Ex PO1-
Mungroop  Epidural oFEy us 0 55 2 47 NR
(2016) PCA B2 2 0 55 1 47 NR
gg?g’)"d@' CEl EyHE| SHH= 1 50 0 50 1.00
ggggvad CEl stz 2 46 4 44 043
B i =29 4 1 b3 2 53 NS
(ZGO:E%} ol AaHO HE 0 53 1 53 NS
L[5t A=29 HoE 1 53 0 53 NS
g%t}%) erve 28| T 2AZI) 0 27 0 27 -
o we asa L
(Cz%ﬁo” erve AHO| SlH= 2 29 0 3% 0.18
7IEIE HA| & O, =+ (7 =X EN), A, =24 2
éaoﬁ‘ée)v"a VPCA  FEIE 2 s 1 19 0 20 NR
Kong IV PCA TAORA| == 3 29 - 31 -
(2014) EEEERE 2 29 - 31 -
('\g;ﬁ” ggﬁgg’la FEE 2R Sl 1 20 0 20 0.349
o, THEIE ), o 0 19 2 19 NR
Do) o THEIE pRt EeE 0 3 5 31 NR
G s, e v e IR
(Bz%ﬁ'gd ggﬁgg’ia KX|2H 2 RIS Al 0 10 4 10 NR
Mungroo Epidural ZHEIE A2 4 25 / 47 0.3375
(2018) " oen FHEIE 2 1 55 0 47 NR
£3°= 7IHEH HA 1 55 0 47 NR
prisied 7IEIE] B EEE T2 0 0 034
YA ZEEE0R oo _
Borogio g oIt FHEES O] s 8 2 88
(2012) 0f7|%| 942 7| E| M|A 1 53 1 53 NS
7HEIE e 1 53 0 53 NS
Kadam nerve failed block 0 41 1 40 NR
(2019) block I S 2 41 2 40 NR
ooty b 7HElE B EreE 0 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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=

3.1.1.2. %= m3 HXIR

O T HAG B 2074 BE F 138ONH 4 F20) A4H TAuEA) Fofilo] dhze]
H[) 94 9 P, 121, AAEH 505, BB 59| RAg WAlo] o H2ek. 1 9] 16HelAE

[=]
18X =@ s =3 SHZ HEZ .
(EHAT) o ZX|5 AlF Events Total Events Total Al H| 2
== ° =  (mean,SD) (mean,SD) valu
(BeH) 228
Lee o D} SHHE _
Dowidar nerve T SHHZE _
(2016) block LA 2 83 0 30 0 30
= 2 _ appendect
Machoki epidural ol= FAE 0 12 0 13 omy
(2015) analgesia oz oxig 0 18 0 17 _ I;]parotom
Renghi epidural _2f= HH SIS PODO 4 30 1 29 NR
(2013) analgesia Ok= 1 SHH= POD1 4 30 2 29 NR
e
2/2\/81& IV PCA QM B JE* (1.40,059 20 (2.20,0.77) 20 <0.05
Capdevila |\ pep QA POD3 10 19 17 20 NR  favourl
(2017) TE POD3 4 19 10 20 NR
qeg wecA oy g Ter (12.04) 25 (196,067 25 °00
1h 3 20 2 22 0.555
L 1-6h 3 20 1 22 0.249
2016) IVPCA QY 7E POD1 1 20 3 22 0945
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
oy VPCA  SeRTE PODI_ (027,06 29 (073,05 31 _ NR__favourl
Magnani IV PCA Q4 POD1 1 10 5 10 NR
(2006) TE POD1 0 10 1 10 NR
e vPcA  E 2 35 6 35 026
Othman epidural o
2018) analgesia QY AE POD1 0 20 2 20 NS
Capdevila  epidural _ 24 POD3 10 19 6 20 NR
(2017) analgesia J[E POD3 4 19 2 20 NR
i 222?5’;‘1'.6 [PV Te POD2 7 25 2 25 0.138
et 222?5’;‘1'.6 QA U TEX (12,041 25 (132,05) 25 NR favour|
Kilic epidural 24 8 24 13 23 NS
(2014) analgesia L& 24 12 23 0.025
Jouve epidural -
(2013) analgesia LHATE 26 1 24 0.79
obey el oyae 0 20 1 2 OO
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NEC

FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

" YD TE
Jxx L EHiE- F<IoNE:3 f:: EveisI = Total Eventll Total 'LT H|Z
(ERAT) ° I (mean,SD) ota (mean,SD) otal  value
Ameid Eoidural PACU 4 19 2 19 0.374
Qi) pea . SHATE 6h 5 19 2 19 018
POD2 6 19 4 19 0.456
Narayan
(2021) CEl QM UAE 3 20 2 20 0.633
kal CEl QM LU RE* 11 50 8 50 NR
(2018) 2 5 50 5 50 NR
Elshamaa
(2016) CEl QM UAE 0 29 1 30 0.30
12h o= 53 2= 53 NS
Bertoglio Al T POD1 gz 53 ] k=g 53 0.02  favour |l
ooy CFl SEATE POD2  13Z 53 1#E 53 0.01 favour|
POD3 2= 53 = 53 0.007 favourl
Kadam nerve
Hotta nerve Q4 16 27 15 27 0.78
(2016) block TE 8 27 7 27 0.76
Klasen nerve o Tscore2
(2016)  block S HTE 5 29 5 25 09 o
Chandon nerve
(2014) block Y FE 0 29 6 36 0.03
0 53 63 43 61 0.114
Lalmand intratheca 1 5 63 4 61 NR
(2017) | infusion 2HRTE 2 4 63 8 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 -
TS 5 Ispa Hag
Wu ox
Aratjo epidural o=
(2017) analgesia /=S 2 25 0 25 0.49
O'Neill epidural g
(2012 analgesia /=S 6 29 17 29 0.007
. . PACU 0 19 1 19 0.311
S e 6h 0 19 4 19 0.039
POD1 0 19 9 19  <0.001
Narayan o= _
(2021) CEl 25 0 20 0 20
Elshamaa o=
Hotta nerve o=
Chandon nerve o=
0 32 63 26 61
Lalmand intratheca o 1 11 63 20 61
(2017) | infusion 7SS 2 16 63 13 61 0.967
3 4 63 2 61
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S

iZx=at

R N p-
= o4 20X =® 4 Events Events H|22
(FUA) - AR (mean,SD) Vil (mean,SD) Total  value
2h 10 22 19 24 NR favour |
i irath 3h 11 22 20 24 NR favour |
ainu intratheca ox .
0012) linfusion == 6-12h 9 22 17 24 NR
POD1 1 22 4 24 NR
POD2 0 22 0 24 -
MAEE O
Wu(2018) IV PCA B 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:
(Lzeg1 6 IVPCA XY ®ad 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 -
PO 0O 2= 25 iz 25 {0.01 favour|
6h 2= 25 iz 25 {0.01 favour|
Zheng 21K ot 12h Jajo 25 ¢ 25  <0.05 favour|
oot  VPCA B EF PODI 84 25 J#m 25 NS
36h 2= 25 ez 25 NS
POD2 2= 25 = 25 NS
o VPCA Teg 0 20 0 2 -
Magnani = _
(2006) IV PCA EE 0 10 0 10
Cheong MESH Y B _
(2001) IV PCA SAAE 0 3b 0 35
Gathege  epidural _ ZZIB(LA) 0 19 0 19 -
(2021) analgesia  1}21Z(opioid) 0 19 0 19 -
Othman epidural
(2018) analgesia B 0 20 1 20 NS
Aratjo epidural Al _
(2017) analgesia S2NE 0 26 0 24
PO 0O iz 25 2= 25 NR
6h iz 25 2= 25 NR
Zheng epidural iy xyat 12h ez 25 2= 25 NR
(2016) analgesia —° =T POD1 3z 25 sz 25 NR
36h iz 25 2= 25 NR
POD2 2= 25 2= 25 NR
epidural iy 1 55 0 47 NR
Mungroop  Epidural o
(2016) PCA =W\l 1 bb 0 47 NR
Epidural BS&3%3
PCA (self-limiting) 0 55 2 47 NR
Fassoulaki Epidural Jb7h ALl PO 1M 15 30 19 34 0.638
(2014) analgesia = —F PO 3M 5 29 8 34 0.539
PAUTh  [1, 0-1] 26 [0, 0-1] 24 0.46
Jouve Epidural & & PAUN [0, 0-1] 26 [0,0-1] 24 0.77
(2013) analgesia PAU4 [0, 0-0] 26 [05,0-075] 24 0.46
UNERS 0 26 0 24 -
AZABHR O[AF AlS
Almeida  Epidural _E= 34 0 19 o
PCA -
@01 ¢ orst REE2 0 19 1 19 NR
Elshamaa = _ *score
0016) CEl TIEE 2t 0 29 0 30 20}t
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FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

1HX =@ - =3 - %tIH-‘.-_‘ . Etrl_’E—‘.-_l e .
= o4 2L Ao x vents vents al
(&) ° Al (mean,SD) Ll (mean,SD) Total  value
Kadam nerve AUA|Xo| 2=
(2019)  block  Cr2|o] Aok 0 41 1 40 NR
Klasen nerve t
(2016) block T 15 29 9 25 0.4
cases with
Chandon nerve mild to
(2014) blOCk Il_lgl 4 29 5 36 >09 ﬁg‘;.rate
A ok
XEet
Capdevila eea =il 1 19 0 20 NR
(2017)
2 o 19 0 20 -
Lee = _
(2016) IV PCA S 0 20 0 22
Gathege Epidural =40}
(2021) analgesia Azl 0 19 1 19 NR
Othman Epidural =
(2018) analgesia MY 0 20 1 20 NS
Capdevila  Epidural MY 1 19 2 20 NR
(2017) analgesia ey 0 19 ] 20 R
o pRAurEl xpser, wayoy 1 5 0 47 1.00
PACU 0 19 0 19 -
Almeida Epidural xalor PO 6h 0 19 1 19 0324
(2011) PCA =H :
POD1 0 19 2 19 0.146
Narayan =
(2021) CEl e 2 20 8 20 0.028
e 0 29 1 30 030 S0
g o
Ll 0 29 0 30 NS  beats/
min
certoglio ¢y SE 2 53 5 53 NS
(2012) =H
Kadam nerve NEYy 2 41 2 40 NR
(019 block  uoy 2 4 2 40 NR
o0 IVPCA MR HHE 0 35 0 3 -
SEAH Ok
Wu(2018) IVPCA 512t 0 20 7 20  (0.05
Candevil HEE 0 19 0 20 -
adovia v pCA  mEint e
2017) d2n Has wd 0 19 1 20 NR
SEAN
HES 0 19 1 20 NR
Capdevila  Epidural " ;_, e
(2017) analgesia g;ﬂﬂlﬂ_u_ IcU2d 0 19 0 20 B
==
Kilic Epidural  ==4 B
(2014) analgesia 2E2d 0 24 0 23
Narayan ==7 B
(2021) CEl RELEI_'I‘ 0 20 0 20
Hotta nerve ==7 B
(2016)  block  2od 0 27 0 27
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_ = ==
1 XX} == T =x Szt i o _
(EmoE) oy 20X E AlH Events Total Events Total  value H|Z
== ° =  (mean,SD) (mean,SD)
TAOEA =4
Beaussier IV LA TA=EN
(2018) lidocaine  (ZEA ZA) 1 30 2 29 NR
201 avelgesn LATISY POD2 1 25 0 25 100
Kilic Epidural B
(2014) analgesia LA=d 0 24 0 23
0019 bock  AEHISY o 2 o 27 -
=
oo veca @3t 0 10 0 0 -
Cheong =2 g4 5 35 6 35 NR
IV PCA
(200) A oyem 0 35 0 3B -
001 aigeda POD1 4 25 0 25 0.1
Jouve Epidural
(2013) analgesia =43 0 26 1 24 0.29
O'Neill epidural _ Al=YE #HE 0 29 0 29 -
(2012) analgesia o 0 29 13 29 <0.001
Do R ey PODI 0 19 1 19 0331
E'S?Z;” cel o 0 29 1 30 0.30
Hotta nerve o 0 7 0 97 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

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

-XI: *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; b, 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; T 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) S 20| XI&A ZADIEIN| £0it

A& B B35S B8 38% F 28(Wang et al., 2010; Kushner et al., 2005)047F 424 29| 2.9]

A7) S2w1A] Fofuo] tizol vla] A ileus) 5 T TS WAgo] ML, 1 9] o]
QFolAE T 27 Sol%t Aol7} Qlgict

H 3.16 [ER+201=-52)] dd: Alg #E SES(EEHIW)

XXt = =t P~
i, O ZMX|E = H|2
(SmoIE) < 2 Events Total Events Total value -
(BEH) &85
Rosetti oorz 24 0 35 0 34 -
(2021) T X2uay 0 35 0 34 -
Z|A 17 OFM9| A=
Plertes—Bach ot HXIR S5} i}XfE 42 / 43 0.80
elo ot - =
Z|A 17 OFM9| A=
(2019) AJ715t BRI Bt SR} 6 42 3 43 0.31
B : oot s
(;)a;gsmr Hof ST S0, a5 Qui 0 30 2 27 NR
LHE oK FEEET S)
oo PES 2 47 1 47 0.07
ooty feR S o 1 47 0 47 NR
T BIHE(ER HE) 0 47 1 47 0.06
=R 55 2 31 0 20 NR
2 A 3 31 2 20 NR laparos
Z S5 1 31 0 20 NR copic
Krishnan oot IEYHEIZ 1 31 0 20 NR
(2014) T oamLs 1 24 1 6 NR
2 A 1 24 1 6 NR
= EE 0 24 0 6 - o
VST HIE AT 0 24 0 6 -
And o A SHH=
(z%ﬁ)ws got? A2 EHE 9 30 4 30 0.21
) laparosco
ér(l)s{llr;an ootz gt 1 31 0 20 NR ic
- 0 24 1 6 NR open
ot s Apgreng 0o 33 0 3 -
ggfg)”se” dorz  JEHERE 0 25 0 25 -
Moore ootz N 0 21 0 24 1.00
(2012) i DN e 3 21 1 24 0.21
oo12) i SENE D o 19 0 20 -
Moore oporz ZERE FE 0 21 0 24 1.00
(2012) o +=5 &Y 2 21 0 24 0.21
Wan TE2 FHAM 2 28 9 27 0.02
(2018) elter ! H|3 1 28 1 27 NR
TS AT EM 0 28 1 27 NR
Carvalho oorz NER 0 19 0 19 -
(2010) e HOE 2Xg 0 19 0 19 -

56



Rosen

oer dorz  SAS SNRGIHE ) 0 37 0 36 -
PSyI=Te) o EA =H}
oo wE NZEexs
STEM, TSE[EMIO) AR 0 40 8 40 0.004
3IS e 55, HPHSS)
ot [NE=S 0 40 2 40 NR
(2‘6305”)er Qo | MXI= 0 40 2 40 NS
M 5 40 5 40 NS
oo R =E8 0o 23 0 24 -
A& 2ol 24 2 04
o T gz el 2] o 38 0 3 -
Sop 0 33 0 33 -
olof?
Rosetti ojorz RS S 0 35 0 34 -
(2021) B QA 0 35 0 34 -
Dalmau ol SEH9 4 10 53 3 46 0.083
(018) T T3 omuis AlS 0 53 0 46 -
oS s aumelZY 130 27 MR
Dol e
(szg)a{;z;pal ootz (S TR Z9) 2 47 2 47 0.08
229 1Y 3 47 5 47 0.06
st 2259|210 6 33 10 34 0.109
PorE A oEMIS
(201 5 hn ooLo —
) 2% 59| JiEIE| Arel9) o % 0
e 4 1 31 0 20 NR
FHINEQ| HOE! 1 31 0 20 NR laparos
Qe 0 31 0 20 - copic
Krishnan oot CIae| 2SS 0 31 1 20 NR
(2014) TE ol Z 3 24 0 6 NR
EHER] HOE 0 24 0 6 - ooen
Fr=T= 2 24 0 6 NR P
S A= ray 0 24 0 6 -
e oz WSl YB NS o 4 0o 4 -
Moore ojorm Sl =29 4 2 21 1 24 0.59
(2012) T xmppeo) Zid 0 21 0 24 1.00
E’ZVS;‘S) oo MIpEY| Zte 2 28 3 27 061
00 dorm R A 0o 2 1 22 MR
Rosen ojorz QEAUA 2 37 1 36 NR
(2009) e 2= 013y 1 37 0 36 NR
Lavand'hom EHIHEQ 2t 0 30 0 30 -
me okt .
(2007) VIR Xz XA 0 30 0 30 -
ZHRe St 14 143 13 167 NR
Polglase oorz ZNES 2 10 143 6 167 NR
(2007) T EH=2Q| Z0[5t A 2 143 7 167 NR
0| Qs At 1 143 4 167 NR
Baig(2006) Akt HNES 2 1 35 1 35 NR
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FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

LR =4 CTC grade 1 6 40 3 40 NS
(cellulitis or separation)
DHR =4, CTC grade 2
Kushner ojorm (superficial  infection  or 0 40 3 40 NS
(2005) e hernia)
R =4, CTC grade 3
(intravenous  antibiotics  or 2 40 1 40 NS
fascial disruption)
oo UE EEIMRRIESAsEES 0 29 0 23 -
oo R Wieel e 0 23 0 22 -
Schurr ojorz HE U 3 72 =g 71 §l0|
(2004) e W F= S S 0 72 HA 20
Telletxea ox)z S5 LY 1 43 2 49 1.00
(2016) T SEHQ| HE 1 43 1 49 1.00
= 1 20 1 24 NS
Lau(2003) 2X= HINEQ 4 0 20 1 24 NS
2L HoH 0 20 1 24 NS
7HEE ZX| 2 01, S IESEA), A, E2A oF
Doy 1O gk FIEE| TR A o 33 0 37 -
=g 0 33 0 33 -
Lee(2021 F{ort
ee(2021) | FHE|E =2 0 33 0 33 -
el ooz mm o 33 0 3 -
Kristensen ° _
o) dofm  FIEIE B9 e 1 37 0 36  NR
Schurr o = & 712 80|
0|2 HSZI OH40| 5 20 _ _
Lau(2003) X2 Eefl e AME
7HEE o 1 20 - -
7}
Rosett olokR XU SKx 0 35 0 34 -
s 0 28 1 27 MR
oga® IR AR ENE 0 43 0 167 -
oo ol PCA M3 BHS 15 28 14 27 090
voop e sz nes 0 21 1 21 NR
Lavand'hom
me et ot AA(m) 46, 39 30 47,33 30 NS
(2007)
ooy s uB 1 23 0 22 NR

LA, local anesthetic; NR, Not report; NS, Not significant
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3.1.2.2. %2 B BN

OFE ARE]| ThE FAE A= & 26504 HarE|Rl o, Fa5HA HarH FA8 A= o4 2 ALE,
A7 3 35(X7, E9), A8Y, T&9A, 85 5ol o] E3ollA F 1Rt 2ol 7}
A2loL}, 5H(Dhanapal et al., 2017; Telletxea et al., 2016; Xin et al., 2014; Eldaba et al., 2013;
Forastiere et al., 2008)°41= & TR 2] A|&54 AnE AR o] ti2t e} F2Rgo] B 27
YA WA 13 (Schurr, 2004)0014 =& F-1=2] A&4 F4mtEA| Fofro] Autel=
|5l 7Hztol it ¥ F&kgo] o WAYsHaiTt.

I =T T = o) 2eldl S = =
N ETE] o=
1RR L = o
= Ot F<InIvNE: ~  Events Events H|12
(SmoIT) NS (mean,SD) Total (mean.SD) Total  value
S35 wuig
Gomez-Rios OFftAHH| 212
oo, dorr  BE(QN UTE, N\ 3 NR 37 NS
Y, 71H=28)
eyuzE
2h,6h,
(F‘Z%Szef}' sorm QAL E ;24*‘8%‘ 23T 35 T 34 NS
72h
oo JolZ QM EETE 2 53 6 46 0.090
[N, 13 47 21 47 NR
Dhanapal g 2y 5 47 (N 47 NR
bl Yotz (BREM 251 |
PONV score M1,[0-21 47 [2,[0-3] 47  0.01 [T;%Z]n
0 53 63 49 58
Lalmand ojo1 * 1 5 63 3 58
3 1 63 1 58
ooz eHEsaE 5 33 6 34 050
b01) g2 PONVY (175,072 19 (24,068 20  0.006
QA 16 31 12 20 NR laparos
Krishnan ojorz TE 14 31 6 20 NR copic
(2014) T oy 16 24 5 6 NR
IE 6 24 3 6 NROPen
o™ sz Zojst oY 4 33 11 34 030
2h 4 25 4 25 NR
8h 3 25 6 25 NR
g&tg)nsen olorm QA 28,31 2 25 0 25 NR
POD2
oy 1 25 2 25 NR
JE NR__ 25 MR 25 NS
e gz eNUIE 15 40 12 40 032
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FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

S

H|wat

_1 X:: t CH= F<nIoNE: é:: Events Events P~ H|11
(SHAL) AlE (mean,SD) Ll (mean,SD) Total  value
Kainu ootz oAl POD1 1 22 3 20 NR
(20120 = POD2 0 22 1 20 NR
Wang ootz Q4 11 28 7 27 0.29
(2010) B JE 2 28 1 27 NR
(ongggt)'ere oz QAW TE NR 8  NR 84 S favour
(F’Z%g'ife ofm  QAlEL JE 13 143 14 167 NR
Z%%‘;jSier ol QAlmETE 2 21 6 21 NS
Baig2006) Sl QA= B 22 35 25 35 NR
PODO 17 233 50 17 233 50 0.4
Wu008) QiR QAIVAS) POD1 164212 50 164212 50  0.07
POD2 54 128 50 54 128 50 047
(52%‘0”5 oz QA POD1 9 34 18 37 0054
Jolly oxe 2 POD3 0,071 34 [0,0-8] 34 053 g5
(2015) 1E POD3 3 34 3 34 1.00
Telletxea ox|2 24 POD2 3 43 9 49 0.10
(2016) v JE POD2 0 43 7 49 0.01
JBIS S IiEaE 2X8
2h,6h,
o031) e Jles 12024 agm 35 dam 34 NS
72h
0 32 63 34 53
Lalmand oot sjo= 1 11 63 13 58
2017) el JIEES 2 16 63 7 58
3 4 63 1 53
o= laparos
g iosﬂg an - ez 11 31 5 20 NR copic
Bz 10 24 3 6 NR open
2h 10 22 10 20 NR
Kainu ot sjox 3h 11 22 11 20 NR
2012) Ao S POD1 1 22 3 20 NR
POD?2 0 22 0 20 -
oo I 1 28 27 NR
2%8'%39 ojokg P L= 2 143 2 167 NR
(Tzeg%ea =P ERPI = EES POD2 0 43 3 49 024
f§8¥5) A= = POD3 [0,0-0.2] 34 [0,0-0.2] 34 0.33
A OpYy
oot seE 2oy 2 8 1 4 M
(Cz'gyj')a”d dorr  MGHKIAR) 1 39 0 43 NR
' = laparos
=z 9 24 0 6 NR open
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S HluWZ

1 XXt £3 P
= O ZoX|E x4 Events Events H|21
(EHAD) Al (mean,SD) e (mean,SD) Total  value
Xin Oh, 8h Jefj= 19 ez 20 S favour |
(2014) defz 3 PODT.  Jaym 19 J#m 20 NS
POD2 = =
(Ezlgﬁgi oo A 0 40 8 40 NR  favourl
N 2t 0 28 2 27 NR
(28;‘8) oot AIH 4 28 4 27 NR
ey 0 28 1 27 NR
(Fféggt)lere oot AN NR 84 NR 84 S favour |
POD1 0 34 3 37 NS
M 22
Schurr oporz Tl = POD2 3 34 2 37 NS
(2004) e 2l POD 6 34 4 37 NS
= POD2 7 27 1 36 {0.05
2§3¥5> 2x2  RE* POD3  [0,0-0] 34 [0,0-0] 34  1.00
AlEEA O
onePl seE mEy o & o & -
(L;(')T%“d opm RO 22 63 30 58 0.152
. laparos
fuTEN gom s Lot 9 B WM e
0 24 0 6 - open
ooy R xEY T4 3 40 MR
Rosen ojorz HEMS 0 37 1 36 NR
(2009) T XA 5= 2XoH 1 37 0 36 NR
SEA Ok
oo seE m o 4 0 4 -
Sveland? oom Az 0 3 0 43 -
Eldaba ° ==7 _
Wang o 551
Rosen ° ==7
Polglase ojorz | MTS 1 143 0 167 NR
(2007) T e 8 143 7 167 NR
Baig olorm ]1_1| :t?’—% 0 35 1 35 NR
(2006) sSEuet 0 35 1 35 NR
=AOEA] =X A
oy O g LATM =Y NR 3 NR 37 NS
Beaussier o LA M =4
I I 0o 47 - -
. B _ laparos
emen ooz LASY S - copic
. 24 - 6 - open
paulg oz =4 6 0 9 -

(2011)
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NEC FA(NE-TH2L) S 20| XI&A ZADIEIN| £0it

- =I= H|u ot
XXt £3 =2 = P
= Ot F< i NE: x4 Events Events H|12
(ShAT) AlE (mean,SD) Ll (mean,SD) Total  value
oo10) dorm MM EN 0 28 0 27 -
Schurr oporz =4 o POD1 5 34 6 37 NS
(2004) o e POD2 1 34 3 37 NS
b eE LASY 0o 4 - a9 -
7[EH7 | 2 7 2 23D
oorst R MBS e 5 5 5 46 NR
ol seE Mew o 4 0 47 -
Cleveland ° | 2 39 1 43 0.46
9oz
(2015) RITH|AH 0 39 0 43 -
. laparos
GeEn oo o S L
1 24 0 6 NR open
ggﬁgﬁ ooz Q| 0 40 8 40 NR  favourl
o 2 37 1 36 NR
Rosen ootz S| AH 1 37 3 36 NR
(2009) ey
5 ﬂléglﬁ?%%ﬂ' 1 37 0 36 NR
g%g'%se olor AR AL 4 143 4 167 NR
Baig ojofm ASS ITHA 8 35 7 35 NR
(2006) T T=71 odl=
(Tze(')'fgea ox2 Ol REA POD1 6 43 34 49  0.04
Lau(2003) 2X|=z Q| 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) 242 Z8; 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. g1

Z 75HA BRSO E- B37)0149] A& AuEA £ 04‘34(Continuous Wound Infusion,
CWDe] a3Md 23 Brstant. 83 2ik= A 55 Aot pE & A 57 Ao R JhEst
A, ZF ZHA EE RAER o] 2 A,

3.2.1. Z¥H|w

g 9150 A4 FAPREAITO I O 712 55 2HE A vwsle] AUE Tl A7,
A 7<), FIR SRR, Ao 7<), A BB R, A4 Hue) 7],

b, 257dd Fedo] 2 Tt

)
oY, PN
F
]o
O_u

3.21.1. S5 8=
A

s B9l20) A FAuIRA Folnl /& $2AY 7155 W5E v mle] AT U368
2 sielelely, Bavic IR A HOI F49% 55, 0155 55 50 55 ¥5E Bst Asic.
G

W A7he5 28} 8| wst 78 5 3H(Wu et al., 2018; Capdevila et al., 2017; Chung et
al., 2013)0lA] S F-RI29] A|&4 FAnA| Fofijo] tixatH ot & & IR AlFHoA 85 F47t
wWoron, 1 9] o= fegt Aol7t gAY iR 55 A7t Y5 B Wkt
Z3ure] = H| et 149 F SHOAM = e FRES AEH A A| —:—04‘301 2 ke el
AlFoA 5 A57H RO, TR 6HofA = FA S A OA ARl Ho] el R X454
TAAREA] FoHET S-S AT F-Q5HA B Wkl Y A| 2804 7t X}OV]' AU
R4 Zuke] YT H| Rt AFH5H) 5 2HoA FA& T AIROA e RREL] A5 HAuEA]
Folifo] X|&4 AHute)FQ it 557 =7 B Rokal 11 9] AtollA= A&A Aol &
FRE9] A&H FAuHA| FoHET 5587t -Fol5HA B Rkt

>{

E 3.18 [3R 205 543 2td: 85 H(2H W)

[=]
_1 XX} Hux|E =3 SM= H|u ot P H|D
(Emoir) Al™E mean SD Totalk mean SD  Total value
vs. ZHH =2
Beaussier VAS(EAIR) Iz 30 a3z 29 NS
(2018) 0-100
VAS(O|S& Jej= 30 Jei= 29 NS~ mm

vs. ZUMLY X7 [SSEEE
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 <0.05

POD 1 1.65  0.51 20 1.75 055 20 NS

POD 2 126 0.44 20 145 0.51 20 NS
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FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

1X X} £y = H|w &t p-
(FHAT) anxia Al™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total value il
Capdevila VAS(RAIE)  1h,6h,12h,

2017 POD1, 36h,

(2017) Pony gz 19 o 20 S
POD3 favour |
VAS(7 |2%) POD1, 36h,
POD2, Iz 19 ke 20 S
POD3
Lee VAS(BAIS PO 1h
oo Goe® ) o Noes 20 [50) [3070] 22 0381
PO 6h [30] [10-30] 20 [30] [20-50] 22  <0.99
POD1 [30] [17.55001 20  [30] [1040] 22 <0.999
POD2 200 [1035] 20 [20] [930] 22 ¢0.999
POD3 [17.5] [10:30) 20  [10] [220] 22  €0.999 [median,
SCIED ) 50] (3080 20 [65] 4080 22 (0.999
PO 6h [60]  [30-60] 20 [65] [40-80] 22 0.932
POD1 0] [50-70] 20  [50] [40-70] 22 {0.999
POD2 [50] [3060] 20 [50] [4060] 22 <0.999
POD3 [40] [2550] 20  [40] [30-60] 22 {0.999
Zheng VAS(ZALE) %|Z 6h,
(2016) POD1, I 25 e 25 NS
POD2
VASOIEZ) %5, 6h,
POD1, I 25 e 25 NS
POD2
Kong VAS PO 1h 7.6 1.7 29 73 19 31 0671
(2014) PO 6h 4.8 1.4 29 46 1.3 31 NR
PO 12h 3.3 1.3 29 3 15 3] NR
POD1 2.7 1.4 29 26 14 31 NR
Chung VAS 2258 6.3 1.5 10 65 22 10 0.912
(2013) PO6h 4.2 1.2 10 35 18 10 0.247
POD1 2.6 0.7 10 39 14 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)  PO8h [3] [0-8] 35 11 [0-8 35 0.13
POD!1 2] [0-6] 35 0 [0-61 35 0.3
POD2 [0] [0-4] 35 [0] [0-6] 35 0.7
Cheong POD3 [0] [0-2] 35 [0 [0-6] 35 0.1 [medan
(2001) VASOI=X) PO sh 5]  [0-10] 35 B8] [0-10] 35 0.06
POD!1 3] [0-9] 35 Bl 199 35 017
POD2 [2] [0-7] 35 [2] [1-8] 35 0.9
POD3 [1] [0-5] 35 1 [0-8 35 0.88
vs., Z2te| =2
VAS(EAIE) Oh [30]  [0,50] 19  [40] [0,578 19 NS
12h [30] [20,40] 19 [30] 125500 19 NS
POD 1 200 [10,30] 19  [30] [225,375 19 NS
POD 2 200 [020] 19 [20] [0,278] 19 NS
Gathege POD 3 [10] [10,30] 19 [15] [2.5, 30] 19 NS [median,
(2021) VAS(O|ZZ)  0Oh [0] [0,20] 19 [30]  [040 19 NS ORI
12h 0] [020] 19 [10] [0378 19 NS
POD 1 [10]  [0,10] 19 [20] 10,2781 19 NS
POD 2 [0 [010] 19 [15] [2530 19 NS
POD 3 0  [010] 19 [0] [0200 19 NS
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=X =12 e
R g ] STz e 7 | =
(Emoir) INES] mean SD Total mean SD  Total value
NRS(BAZ)  PODI1 1.2 1.5 31 10 1.3 31 NS
POD2 1.0 15 31 07 1.1 31 NS
Klotz POD3 0.7 13 31 04 08 31 NS
(2020) NRS(O|EZ)  POD1 4.4 2.3 31 27 19 31 S
POD2 3.1 2.5 31 26 18 31 NS
POD3 1.7 17 31 16 17 31 NS
VASEAE)  Pooh ks 20 gz 20 NS
PO 2n, 4h, 6h, Tz 20 Jem 20 <0.014 favour C
8h, 12h
PO15h,
Othman HOD! L= 20 E = 20 NS
(2018 VAS(OIS®)  Pooh ez 20 ez 20 NS
PO 2n, 4h, 6h, Tz 20 Jem 20 <0.014 favour C
8h, 12h
PO15h,
POD1 Iz 20 a2 20 NS
VASBAIZ) PO 1h, 6h o 19 = 20  <0.001 favourC
PO 12h,
Capdevila 56?1 E’(;Dg 0 ez 19 = 20 NS
2017) POD3
O =
VASOIES) :388;:336“ Tz 19 Jem 20 <0.001 favour C
Aratjo NRS(EAID)
oo anpiol s P00 21() 25 15(%) 25 0.032
Zheng VAS(EAE)  #Ed®
(2016) PO 6h
12h POD e 25 e 25 NS
36h,POD2
VASOIEZ) 42335,
PO 6h,
12h POD e 25 e 25 NS
36h,POD2
(8266;5) Painscore  POD1 26 22 14 24 2 11 NR  Nemord
POD2 24 2.9 14 32 31 11 NR fssessme
Machoki  ain score 25 08 1235 07 13 0023 PP
(2019) 24 12 18 3 12 17 0.041 laparctomy
Fassoulaki VAS(EAE) PO 2h 56 25.1 38 34 285 39 NS
(2014) PO 4h 43 24.3 38 38 244 39 NS
PO 8h 34 20.1 37 35 242 38 NS
POD1 31 21.1 37 26 148 38 NS
POD2 25 22.1 33 23 21 36 NS
POD3 25 26.2 32 16 212 36 NS
VAS(IEE) PO 2h 67 255 38 43 323 39 0.002
PO 4h 62 227 38 52 262 39 NS
PO 8h 57 23.4 37 49 236 38 NS
POD1 54 25.6 37 46 22 38 NS
POD2 44 20.3 33 40 228 36 NS
POD3 38 27.9 32 28 265 36 NS
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NEC

FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

mR EX BTz H@Z <
(EHAE) 2RI Al™ mean SD Total mean SD  Total value il
Killic NRS(EXAE) PO 0.5h,
(2014) 1h.2h, 4h Iz 24 = 23 NS
PO 6h,8h = 24 sz 23 {0.01 favourl
§81D21h'18h' Jeym 24 Jeym 23 (0.001 favour |
ggh?%bz Jeym 24 Jeym 23 (0.01 favour|
NRS(®SX PO 0.5h,
A ot dh ez 24 = 23 NS
PO, 12h SE 24 SE 23 (0.05 favour|
Eggﬁh' ez 24 Jem 23 {0.01 favour|
PO 30h,36h SE 24 SE 23 (0.05 favour|
POD2 WE 24 RE 23 (0.01 favourl
VNS(EAB)  pacUOsh [30] [10-50] 26 [0] [0-35] 24 0.021
PACUTh [30] [2050] 26 [0 [0200 24 0.0026
PACUZh [25] [12537.5 26 [10] [0200 24  0.016 |megian.
VNS(OISZ)  PAQJOSH 60] [30-70] 26 0] [0425 24 0009 QR
PACUTh [50] [30-70 26 [20] [030] 24 0.003
PACUZh [40] [32570] 26 [20] [030] 24 <0.001
VNS(EAIE)  poD1 OF [30] [10-30] 26 o [0-0] 24 <0.001
POD1 95 [20] [10-30] 26 0 [05] 24 0.001
Jouve POD1 R [20] [10-30] 26 0 [0-0] 24 <0.001
(2013) POD2 O3 [20] [2.520] 26 0] [0-125] 24 0.015
POD2 95 [15]  [030] 26 0] [0-0] 24 0018
POD2 R [10] [2.5-30] 26 0 [0-0] 24 <0.001
POD3 Of! 0] [020] 26 0] [0-10] 24 06
POD3 25 0] [0-10] 26 0] [0200 24 095
POD3 X [10] [0-10] 26 [10] [0-10] 24 0.98
VNS(OIS%)  poD1 [37] [30-49] 26  [10] [2-201 24 0.001
POD2 W bt 26 e 24 (0.05 favourC
POD3 SE 26 e 24 (0.05
(Bz%ﬂ”é‘)d Pain score: PODO 3.4 2 6 0.6 0.4 4 NR favour C
Memorial Pain
posblichelin POD1 2.6 2.2 16 24 2 14 NR
Card POD2 2.4 2.9 16 32 3.1 14 NR
ERU| 0.7 0.7 17 1.9 3.1 14 NR favourl
Renghi VAS(EAIE)
(2013) < ;%*‘D%OLh Tz 30 e 29 NS 0-100
VAS(OISS)
16h,20h, .
PODT. 44h 8= 30 = 29 NS 0-100
O'Neill VRSP(EAIZE) PO 2h SE 29 SEE 29 {0.001
(2012) PO 6h WL 29 WL 29 {0.001
POD1 [0] [0-0] 29 [3] [2-3] 29 (0.001
POD2 e 29 SEE 29 {0.001 0-10
VRSPOIZZ) PO 2h E 29 SEE 29 {0.001
PO 6h e 29 e 29 0.001
POD1,2 e 29 BEES 29 NS
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MR EX? SN HIZZ  we
(ESoE) dlRIE INES] mean SD Total mean SD Total value I
vs., B AP ISEEAY
(l\%?%;oop NRS(EAS)  PoD1 Ol [21 [0.3-3] 55 [1] [0-35] 47 0.1560
POD1 M4 2] [03-3] 55 [2] [03-3] 47 0.4087
POD2 0% 21  [0-3] 55 [1.5] [0-2.5] 47 0.4269
POD2 M4 1.5 [0-3] 55  [1]  [0-3] 47  0.6807
POD3 0[2 2]  [0-3] 55 [2] [0-3.2] 47 0.6246
POD3 M4 2] [0-2.8] 55 [2]  [0-4] 47 0.0653 [median.
NRS(OISZ/  POD1 O B [1-4] 55 [21 [0-41 47 0.1675 QR
xlz=
15 PODIHY  [3] [2-4] 55 [27] [14] 47 05685
POD2 Ot B [1-4] 55 [2] [0.8-35] 47 0.1722
POD2 M B8] [1-4] 55  [2]  [1-4] 47 0.9008
POD3 0% 3] [1-4] 55 [2.5] [1.2-4] 47 0.7198
POD3 M4 3] [0-4] 55  [3]  [2-4] 47 0.0838
(A2|811e1i;1|a VAS(BAIR) PACU ez 19 ez 19  0.003
PO 6h = 19 = 19  <0.001
POD1 = 19 = 19 0.002 0-100
VAS(O|SE) PACU ez 19 Jejz 19 0.014
6h e 19 e 19 (0.001
POD1 = 19 = 19  <0.001
vs. XN 29| 3¢
VAS(EA®)  4h 245 132 20 345 105 20 0.012
8h 195 1.15 20 275 079 20 0.014
12h 135 1.04 20 1.85 059 20 0.071
POD 1 080 077 20 115 049 20 0.094
Narayan POD 2 0.30 0.47 20 0.45 0.51 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  VASEAR)  1h 280 064 50 266 069 50 0.294
kal(2018) 2h 264 06 50 258 0.67 50 0.638
4h 268 0.71 50 246 058 50 0.093
8h 264 069 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(Z2 1h 336 063 50 322 08 50 0.357
SEA)) 2h 328 061 50 308 08 50 0.18
4h 324 072 50 2.84 079 50  0.009
8h 314 070 50 272 076 50 0.005
12h 310 065 50 258 064 50 0.001
POD 1 308 067 50 258 064 50 <0.001
Mouawad VAS PACU 3.5 28 44 23 25 41 0.04
(2018) PODO 3.9 2.0 45 2.6 1.7 44 {0.01
POD1 3.2 1.8 46 26 1.9 44 0.1
POD2 2.6 1.7 45 2.1 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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NEC/\ #2018 7122)2929 X&% IAD/K S0j
1% X} 2] =3 o Hlu 2 oy
(ESoE) =4 INES] mean SD Total mean SD Total value -
Elshamaa VAS(EAE) PO 1h 8= 0.2 29 2= 0.3 30 NS
(2016) PO 6h SEESE 20 I3Z= 02 30 NS
PO 12h 3T 05 29 I3ZT 03 30 NS
POD1 I3 1.0 P EE R 30 NS
POD2 J3T 05 29 3T 04 30 NS
VAS(OIZZ) PO 1h B K 29 J= 02 30 {0.001
PO 6h I3 03 29 3T 0.1 30 (0.001
PO 12h IO 0.1 29  J3Z 0.1 30 £0.001
POD1 R 29 J3T 04 30 NS
POD2 3T 05 29 J3Z 06 30 NS
Bertoglio SAI= PO2h,6h,
(2012%1 VAS(EAIE) or oM Jam 53 e 53 NS
POD2 e 53 IR 53  0.01
POD3 JEHE 53 j_EHE 53 0.03 favour |
VASCIER)  Pongn Jehm 53 EE 53 Ng (0
POD2 e 53 e 53 0.001
POD3 BEE 53 e 53 0.01
vs. AERIE
Kadam NRS(EAZE)  Ward1d 200 N.040 4 [2.00 [0.045 40 NR
(2019 Ward 2d 6Ol 50801 41 [65 [50801 40 NR [meten
NRS(Z 2= Ward 1d 20 [.040 4 20 [0.0-30 40 NR  favour |
Ward 2d [60 [4080 4 65 [3.0-7.0 40 NR
Hotta VAS(EALD)  3h 167  21.2 27 188 187 27 0.704
(2016) POD1 a.m. 194 138 27 244 177 27 0.248
POD1 p.m. 11.3 106 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
VASUIEE)  3h 32.6 233 27 326 218 27 1
POD1 a.m. 383 178 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. 26.7  44.6 27 446 207 27  0.003
Klasen VAS(®AIZ) PO 2h, 6h,
201 12h, 18h
(2016) bOGT a6 Tz Jeym NS  n=45
POD2
VAS(ZIEE) PO 2h, 6h,
12h, 18h )
POD1, 36h, 3= L= NS n=39
POD2
Dowidar ~ VAS(EAIE) PO Oh Jo 30 a3 30 0.001
(2016) PO 6h WIS 30 WL 30 0.037
PO 12h BE 30 a3 30 0.001 .
PO 24n BEE 30 BEES 30 0001 12U
PO 36h Iz 30 I 30 0.036
PO 48h R 30 I 30 0.001
VAS(O|SZ) PO Oh B 30 a3 30 0.012
PO 6h B 30 a3 30 0.001
PO 12h BE 30 Iz 30 0.001 .
PO 24h SEIE 30 e 30 0001 12U
PO 36h B 30 a3 30 0.001
PO 48h B 30 a3 30 0.001
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XX} £3 Sk HluWZ P

. ZIX|E H|Z
(ESoE) 2K INES] mean SD Total mean SD Total value I
Chandon  VRNS(§A1E) 3ha=2Y
(2014) X4, POD1/2 i E= 29 ez 36 NS
VN
VRNS(0|5S)  3h+&5d

X<, POD1/2 iz 29 ez 36 NS
UENE!

vs. B

B0 Ve e [1200] [480-1440] 63 [1440] [480-1440] 61 ~ 0.471

an(i)qLZJ) 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
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SEUIE HER)HIZO| KT FARH S0iY

109 W PLCA

Chaong 2001 2 a44 ¥ 0 44 35 24.1%
Chareg 201361 16 o7 it 149 14 m 126%
Kinng 2014 (2) 7 1.4 o] 18 14 3 230%
Lae 2016 o 2407 D 30 33327 3 201%
ol 20 E (3 185 041 M 138 DpEs 30 184%m
Sobons [95% CI) 114 e 10.0%
Hiberageroity Tau®= 014, Ch¥= 1008 di= 4 (P= 004), "= 6%

Tasidor pvarall efact 2= D42 {F = 068)

T.1.2 Cpidaral analgesia

Ol 201 2 o i | i 074 20

Boulng 2013 16 33 16 14 18 156%
Jeave 2013 ootaE ] o o 9
Fassoutaki 3014 I M 7 o148 3B Em
Mashioka 2015 {4} 15 0.5 12 35 or 13 130%
Barr 2015 16 &3 ] 4 F 1 144%
Kodz 2020 1.2 1% MW 1 13 A 1arm
Gathege 2021 0 148 18 J0 1111 T8 166%
Subiotml (25% C1) TR e 100.0%
Heterogeneily Tau"= 0.20; Chi*= 1471, df= 5 {F= 009K "= GE%

Test for pverall efiecl T=0D20{F =0 43)

1.1.3 Epidural PCA

Mungmop 2016 2 1 5 1 186 4T {000%
Subiotal {95% CI) L 4T 0d0.0%
Heserogeneity. Mot applicable

Tastfar overall effact I= Z16{F =002

114 CE

Ammignickal 2018 ¥AT DAT &0 13 [5E a0 AEI%
Mouawan 2018 145} 12 18 M 26 15 44 5%
Marayan 37021 o8 077 2 115 4o 20 ZE1%
Suboial {95% CN 116 114 100.0%
Fletarageneity Tau®= 018, Chi"=816, dr=2{F=002), F=75%

Tag far ovarall efecl 2= 05%{P =} 56)

1.1.% v block

Homa 1016 104 138 I 4 VAT I 397w
Iadam 2018 2 Xiz 41 2 ¥R 40 B0.3%
Subiota {95% C1 &h &7 1.0
Fetzrogeneity Tau®= 0.00; Thi*=077, 0f =1 (F=0.30), F= 1%

Tosd for overall effacl I= 071 F = 0 48)

11,5 intravifsacni imhasaon

p_baing 301 2 () 1T 08 3 13 1E 1 1000%
Smbiotal |95% €O Frl a4 1000

Hetaroganeity Mal appicable
Tasztfor overall effect =1 28F = 020

Tasitor subgroup dfarences: Chi*s A3, ofs § (P s 018, Fe 33.3%
EDU"I‘IE 235

(9] 1B vAS)

2 (S VAS)

(3 (B MRS)

(4] (E vAS)

5] [WERRS]

(8] (BErvag)

02 3.10 [2RA2042 - 222)] BAN £5 Ha-42
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¥, R

i L1

0.45 0,03, 097
=1 13308 -0.17]
0.0F H0.48, 055
0.00 F0.61, BET)
Q3T |00, 026
Li0s [-0.52, i.24)

Ml eslimable
(L0 F0E3, DaT)
Mot estimatle
027 (008,073
- 20EZNT.-04]
0.09 [0.70, 0 85
0,14 |36, 064]
SBTS AT -009]
0,98 [06L 0,27]

043 j0.04, A3
.43 figid, 0,83)

[ 5570.15, 095
0.32 |-0.00, 0.74)
053116, 010)
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=031 085, 023
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O12[-D.46.0.23)
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goraq

Cwl Cortrnl

iy o H] 1 D) 5 5
139 W PCA
Charng 2001 0 296 k] 0 444 3T 204%
Chureg 2013 (1) 19  0F (] 17 16 1F 172%
Lae 2018 20 1852 A 0 1556 33 2E9%
o 208 {2 135 D44 XM 145 D&t X0 265%
Sabiotal (95% Ch B5 BF  T0.0%
Heterageneity Tau™= 0,36 Chi*= 1296, df= 3 (F= 0005, F=T7T%
Ta=t for veerall effoct T=1L0(F =0 18)
1.3.2 Epulurad anaigesin
Boulind 2013 (3 24 23 &1 32 ER| 4 156%
e 1013 10 1X9E ] O 836 24 1E4%
Fassoulaki 2014 Hmon 3 T3 FJl 36 188%
Bam 2015 24 2.8 14 32 h 1 148%
Hlode 300 1 1 3 oy 1.1 L. o
Gamege 2011 ootas 14 20 1296 18 1EE%
Subtotal {$5% C0) 1 135 100,0%

Hetarogeneiy. Tau® s 037, Chi*e 2090, cfa & (P = 00002, = 7%,
Tastfor overall efact 2= 094 {F = 0.36)

1.3.3 Epidurad PCA

Mumgronp 10146 i Fl &5 15 074 47 1000w
Subiotsl (95% CO 55 4T 100L0%
Hetaraganeity Mol applicabis

Tesitor overall eflact 2w 1 GO{P = 0.11)

1I4CE

Mouasad 2016 (4} 16 1.7 45 1 1.7 43 57T9%
MHarayan H031 03 047 30 045 05 U FRL
Sulols (95% CI) &5 63 10d0.0%
Huteragengity Tau®= 010, Chf= 238, df=1{P=012), F= 58%

Tastdor oyerall eflact Z= 014 {F = DEH

1.3.5 Nerve Block

Hoia 2018 1o 101 27 164 145 27 J%d%
Kadam 2119 B 13 4 65 33 40 BOE%
Subinidl {95% CH ] 67 10004
Heteragenmby Tau?= 0.00, Chit= 063, df=1(P=043) F=0%

Tesitor overall efect 2= 1 92 {P = 0.05)

1.3.6 Intrathvecal imfusion

p_Halna X011 (5) 14 1 22 F ik | 1z 24 1000%
Sublodsl (25% C0 2 24 100.0%

Hetzrageneity: Mol sppicabis
Tezi for pverall eflect Z=0304F =037

Tastfor subgroup differences: ChiF=9.932, of= 5 (F = 0.06), F= 49.6%
Focinales

{17 18 WAS]

(21 {5 NRS)

(3 (B Rhag)

(4 (EEhes)

(5] [BE vas)

07 3.11 [2E420H2-222)] §4

Sisl, ference

000 047, 0471
-123 F3 38 -1 05)
0.00 1067, B4
0,41 1,08, 023
0,49 [-1-18, 0.20]

0.6 |0.58, 048]

1 74 41.08, 2.39)
.04 [-0, 58, 0056)
-0 28 [1.05, 053]
033 037,073
0.00 064, 064]
0,26 |-0.26, 0.81]

32 F0.07,071]
032 [-0u07, 0.71]

0.FF13, 071
0.3 [-0.62, 0,33
004 [-0.53, 0.61]

050|108, 004)
.2 |06, 024]
.33 [-087, 0.04]

.37 |0.32, 0.85]
027 [ 032, 0.85]
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SEOIE HEL)RIZ0| KIAH IANH S0i

by & ]

151 WMPLCA

Chgong 2001 3 BEET 35 3 483 35
Les 2046 a0 1481 mw snn R
Sutdotal {95% C1) 55 5

Helerogenety Tau®= 0,00 Che=0.00, 4= 1 (P=1.00), F= 0%
Test Tod overall effect Z=0.00 P=1.00)

1.5.7 Epedural anlagesia

Fassoulaki 2014 54 3/EB A7 15 22 k|
Gathepe 2031 0 T4 19 M 1186 19
Jouva 2013 AT 40T 6 6 1333 14
kot 2000 44 23 ¥ b B T
Sulotal {95% CI) 13 112

B 6
AT 4%
100.0%

359%
243%
1%
255%
100.F%

Hatoroganist: Taw®= 083, CHE= 3612, di= 3 (2 = 000001, F= 83

Tist Tof cvrall efiec] Z= 106 (F =079

1.5.3 Epidural PCA

Mungraop 2016 3. 2372 B85 2 1.48 a7
Sulietal {95% CI 55 47
Hataroganety Mot appiicaiia

Test for ovarall efiect Z= 256 F = D01

1.54 CEl

Ammianicksl 7018 08 0BT 60 758 D64 1}
Mearawan 2021 7108 I0 i 0k N
Subiotal {95% Ch o L

Haleregenedy Taw™= 051, Ch™= 810, df=1 (F=0004), F= B2%

Tes! Tor overall effect Z= 045 (F= 0BT

1.5.5 Nerne block

Hatta 2016 383 ITE ¥ A0S IoB 17
Fadam 2019 o G o1n n
Subiotal {95% CH 2] 67

Hateroganedty, Tay® = 01 3, Ch=3.03, df= 1 {(P=0.08), F= 7%
Tosd To varral] @ffoed £= 0.93 (P =0 35)

100 0%
100.0%

BT %
4T 5%
100,04
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53 1%
100.0%

Teel Tod subaroun difarences: Chif= 649, df= 4 (F= 0170 "= 38.4%

J8 3.12 [ERss(HE-

T OO

72

= I-7=1)] 0|= Al

S,

1=

o

Minn Diffejence
Al o, B5% O]

S1d, Menn Difference

M,

, B5% CJ

0.0 [-0.47_0.47)
000 F0E1, 06
0.00 [-0.37, 037]

039 F0.43, 079
-0.82 11 60,-0.25)
1 944,26, 263
080 028 1.34)
0.53 [0.48, 1.52]

0520132, 0.91)
0.57 117, 1.97]

076 0351 18]
0032 (0S5, 0 30]
.24 [0.82,1.34]

0BZF1AT,-007)
004 [-0.44,0.44]
.29 [-0.88, 0.32]

= ™~HA_AA
BET_TE

e

o

-1

0

2

Favours [CWI|  Fasours JCondral}

1(

=

Hluw) &1

o



goraq

cwl Controd Siol. Mean Diflerence 51, Menn Difference
n_Me i Randdom, B5% C1 M, , 5% LI

tudy of Subaroup
1.7 M PCA

Cheong 2001 2 514 a5 1 618 ¥ L% (.00 [-DAT, 0 47)

Lee I016 S0 222 I 50 T4B1 X2 3T4% 0 [OE, 06

Subtotal {95% C1) 55 57 1000 0.00 [0.37, 0.27]

Haletpganety Taw® = 000, Ch&= 0,00, 4f=1 (P =1 D0), F= 0%

Tt Too overall eMect 2= 0,00 (P =1 00)

1.7.7 Epidural analjesia

Fassoulaki 2014 44 103 ¥ A0 218 3 354% 0.8 0,29, 066 -
Gatheps 2021 LA S B 18 15 20,37 19 4% -0.96 1163, -0.28 e

Kintz 2020 ai 5 3 i 18 N OMaT% 06,23 0027, 073 —i—
Suibtestai {95% C1) B3 B 100.0% L4 [0.81, 0.52] -
Haterogonity, Taw® =037, Ch@=9.04 df= 3 (P=001), F= TE%

Tiewd for ovrall effoc) =042 (P =067

1.7.3 Epidural PCA

Mungraop 2016 3 1237 &S I 111 A7 1000% 0.55[0.46,0.95] t
Suldotal {95% CI) 55 47 100.0% 0,55 0,16, 095

Hataroganedy, Mot appacabla

Tesi{or ovarall eflect Lo 2. 730F = 0006}

.74 CEl

Narsyan 2031 085 085 0 13 073 70 1000% D40 F1D3023 t
Suotal §95% C1) F. ] 0 100,0% .40 [1.03, 2]

Hetersganedy: Mol applicatla

Test Tor overall effect 2= 1.27 (P=021)

1.7.5 Nerve block

Haotta 2014 344 B8 P J4EE BT I 4B0% 068124, -0.14] ——
Kadam 1019 B OB A1 45 2DE 40 S10% 047 02T, 060 ..‘—...F_
Sutrtotal {95% C1) BB 67 100.0% 024 [-1.08, LED)

Hateroganedy: Taw®= 030, Ch= 673 af= 1 (P=000), F= 3%

T Tod avarall effacy =057 P=057)

] 2 i

t
=¥

= it

Test for suboroun diferences: Chi*= 591, di= 4 P = 0.06). "= 55.1% Fiops TVl T o

12 3.13 (2242012 227)] 01SAl S5 B4-42 $ 2U(XHH D) 27
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2L)EQI20| XIAX] AN £0iH

3.2.1.2. 72 2 FI} USH LHE

Zh R S F91R0) X4 FARIA oz} S F 57} B A) 2812k vlaet Avhirolch
(33.20). B FA 7} Bl SALR] & FRIR 244 = U]—-,qxﬂ o 7o) 27} A=A

o

aslego] B oS 291, AU AN it ulwet 78 % 4ulo] e HJR0) A T

A FoP0] 271 2154 Anlgo] thol vlsh o Agiek. uke) Fut vl 128 5 4B

S R9l20) A4 FAnHA Foliol 371 A 2ol Aufe] 2T o A9y, 1

Sfolliz Sk ofRt Ao AL} Aute) Felulo] 44 H91=0) A4 SAnlA] Folulurt 215
7

aslago] o) Qe AR H I3 61 A7 F 4RO F 27 7} WEA 2ol Rol
Zjol7} 191 0F Lpm] 1oAY 9l A1XEho] e 9l 0) A AT am 24| Folumct

4% T 37h AEA) 2] H SofskA Aotk

319 (2842012 22%)] 81Y: 42 $ 37} ISH AHZEH D)

= Szt ==
(;Ig;) Ax|E E‘-: flfﬁ n o n Tt A w3
= T “  mean SD mean SD S

vs. ML Zo

PACU  [7] [0-12] 30 [10] [6-16] 29 NR [medi
DEmAHEY  mg POD1 [27] [15-45] 30  [40] [28-52] 29 NR an,
POD2 [34] [13-55] 30 [45] [28-711 29 NR IQR]

Beaussier
(2018)

vs. U IS ZHHE

PACU [10] [8-14] 19 [10] [10-15] 20 NR

Capedevia  Gam Ayja mg POD1 [18] [1224] 19 [32.5] [21.547] 20 NR  [media
(2017) =0e POD2  [24] [21-400 19  [44] [2956051 20 NR  n.IQR]
POD3 [27] [24-43] 19  [55.5] [32.5-72.5] 20 NR
PO1 h 11.9 19.5 20 15.5 16.2 22 011
PO6 h 50.6 36.5 20  126.8 71.9 22 £0.001
IV HEHS ug POD1 1994 97.9 20 5005 2573 22 (0.001
POD2 363.6 1574 20 850.7 3078 22 <(0.001
Lee(2016) POD3 5406 2406 20 11828 339 22 <0.001
PO1h  156.3 21.7 20  30.7 25 22 0.066
v 21 PO6h  20.3 234 20 352 30.1 22 0.159
AH|2Z = mg POD1 42.8 51.1 20 761 81.8 22 0.163

POD2 70.3 88.8 20 943 1071 22 0415
POD3 80.3 103.8 20 1057 1254 22 0.328

PO6h I g2z 25 T TJem 25 0.0

PO12h o  Jefd 25  JejmE Jem 25 0.0

Zheng D2W AHZ mg POD1 @D J@4m 25 @@ g3 25 (0.01

2016
( ) PO36h & o= 25 o= = 25 {0.01
POD2 1284 407 25 4232 725 25 {0.01
Kong LSH 2+
o i g PODI 18 29 9 31 001
(Cz%ﬁgﬁ FIER| o4 5.1 34 10 43 33 10 0481
AT g 380 30 10 455 22 10 S
Magnani 27 A7
(2006) IV NSAIDs
pEiardil 5 10 1 10 S
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_ e HEZ
N mamm 5 TS = . o P
(S0 HoNE mean SD L] mean SD al value
Cheong P = . _ [media
(2001) T mg [0] [0-20] 35 [38] [12-181] 35 <0.001 0, 10R]
vs. 29| o
=0 mo
Caege SRl mg pops 3454 1098 19 3855 151 19 0356
Klotz Z OfHAR| [media
bon) ot mg o2l [o318 31 [216] [15420] 31 s o
o %%fi'g? 5 PODI 7 20 6 20 0736
man /N
2018) s h 2086 - 20 195 - 20 0664
PACU [10] [8-14] 19 1] [0-7] 20 S favour C
Capedevila PODI 18] 2241 19 [10] [5271 20 NS
D=EHAHE mg .
@07 POD2  [24] [21-40] 19 [205] [9-41] 20 NS [pecen
POD3  [27] [24-43] 19 [285] [11-48] 20 NS
PO 6h,
12h,24 = 25 = 25 NR
(Zzhgfg DEmAHEE  mg . 36h
POD2 12.84 407 25 1152 462 25 NR  favourC
appendec
Vochoki & D2 (a/ %6 50 12 490 94 13 0016 °
(2015) 7Y ko) 230 100 18 406 200 17 0.052 lgecimy
ENmr=
(Bzaor; 5 AHEV mg 12 NR 14 9 NRO11 -
POSh 17.2 7.5 37 11 8.9 38 <0.001
oV T mg PODI 30 175 3 24 151 38 NS
=503 POD2 43 242 33 34 193 36 NS
Killic X g2 PO
(2014) AH| 0.5h, = 24 = 23 NS
Th 2h
POdK T3z 24 T3z 23 (0.05
POBh = 24 = 23 0.01
mg  POBh T3z 24 Tz 23 {0.01
favour |
PO18
h
L. I3z 24 Tz 23 {0.001
POD2
TS|
Boulind WNEES -
(2013) (morphine mg 12 NR 17 9 NR 14
equivalents)
v Z2m mg POD3 3 4 % 15 2 26 0.09
e POD1 18 10 % - - 24 -
22U MO oons 55 64 26 2.0 35 24 0034
POD4 2.1 3.9 2% 22 34 24 087
O'Neill Z OFHRAR| [media
00 ot mg 0] [0-200 35 [38] 121811 35 (0001 "o
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NEC

FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

= M= CHx#
o EWNE 5 7O n > : T P e
= T “  mean SD % mean SD al alue
vs. Al APIISE =HY
boy® ofERAH  mg 71 64 55 464 140 47  {0.0001
ZEMEE S g oy 02 07 BB 2 47 008
Almeida OFHQALA| dischar
@ eqg * =S 19 e =S 19 €0.001
PACU
% PO favour C
e SEE 19 SE 19 0.009
o TRz 19 ez 19 (0.001
vs. X[&X Zote| F¢
0-4h 195 196 20 320 124 20 0.010
48h 200 138 20 285 088 20 0013
ool BEEAME  mg 8-12h 210 183 20 290 137 20 0063
PODI_ 0.85 135 20 090 1.12 20 0.899
POD2 030 113 20 035 075 20 0.870
Ammiani =
okal ija—frﬂ mg 868 38 50 822 398 50 0558
(2018) -—1e
Mouawad 37} FEH| POD0  [25.6] [9.6,4741 45 [138 [44,208 44 0.02
2018 k=F-13
2018) fnigr;hme PoD1 [384) Mazeosl 45 @A B4 4 04
: mg [median,
sl g o 212 beesd 43 B 104%0 43 ogg o
POD3 [15.7] [8.83,2.6) 34 [200] [10,30.2] 37 0.83
POD4 _ [10] 50541 29 [150 [5.027.0 29 _ 0.36
Elshamaa  XIEX| 27
ooiaC BN mg PACU 253 341 53 225 235 53 NS
LHPEWO  mg 432 1074 8 1 129 8 NS
vs. M7 xpHt
Kadam A MR
(2019) (Recovery ug [100.0] [0.0-120.00 41 [35.0] [0.0-160.0] 40 0.52
area)
THEEHEY o poD1 8876 6465 41 9011 7041 40 093 g
ug  POD2 [350.0] [19009000] 41 I[515.0] [160012100] 40  0.73
Z HER Qf g [1195.0 [825.0-184001 41 [1372.5] [pR5258000 40  0.91
Hotta PODI 108 109 27 159 114 27 0.09%
@00 comauy g P2 64 73 27 86 75 27 0274
(sz) 171 171 27 245 167 27 0.115
Klasen Eeshni=] 2h s ez NS n=39
(2016) AH[Zf 6h Je= Jej= NS
12h o= = NS
mg _18h Jefj= Jefj= NS
POD1 SO SEES NS
36h o= = NS
POD2 o= = NS
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= SM= ¥
(;Ig;) ABNE o TIE n iy n ot Az
- T ~ mean  SD mean SD al alue
. T
(é'%\’]"'é;ar ZH%E%E mg sz 30 ez 30 S favourC
Crendon  m7 = .
Q01d) AHaHom) Mo [10] [0-325] 29 [0] [0-20] 36 0.09 [(S”R]ed'a”'
vs. M2 T
[y < | .
oo amm o mg REM  [B0] [45-190] 63 [40] [10-1001 61 (005 |
Kainu  SAZE POD1 48 23 22 26 21 24 0.007
(2012) AH| mg
s P02 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/\ 22015 122)2920| (&% IAOEK S0

& T FTHAGA AHFE e T 1Y, 29 AR SR UYiro] HlEREA S kgl & = 1Y
A F71H AEA AvlgE /9% 2IHTE 3.14), & =] A2 Fan3A] FolHo] A
ToAPIREHED & T 1Y, 2 AR 71 R18A] AH[Ro] F-ofskA B AQIrk4H, SMD -1.21,
95% CI-1.74~-0.69, I*=17%; 2%, SMD -2.19, 95% CI -3.47~-0.92, *=92%). {I 7u}e] FH7}
HI W3S o], o FR129] A48 FAnEA| Fofo] o5 & 1Y AR 371 XEA] AHlEo] fofsH
o} W2, SMD 0.44, 95% CI 0.07~0.82, 1=0%).

Wl Conlres S0, Menn Difference Sid, Menn Difference
Uy or Subgn n__ S0 Tots Mesn  SD Totg ¥, Random, $5% Cl IV, Random, 85% CI
211 W intsion
p_Baaussier 2018 2 22ET O30 AD TR 1 1000%  -06441.96,-0.11] t
Sutotal §95% C1) 30 # 100.0% 64 -1.96, -0.11]

Helaroganedy: Mol applicatla
T Tor avrall offect Z= 2 38 (P=00%0

212 N PCA

Capdevila 20178 1B B.AD '8 325 189 H 51E% -0.8541.62,-0.29] ——
Lee 2016 1994 -8r.n Ip 505 257.3 11 434% -A4ER2IE -0.80] -
Sildatal {95% CH 35 42 100.0% A2 [-1.74, -0,69] -

Hateroganedy: Tau®= 0.02; Ch®= 120, df= 1 (P= 027, "= 1%
Testfor ovarall effect Z= 45307 = 0.00001)

2.1.3 Epidural anaigesia

Captvila 20174 i3 GBE 19 10 163 I 33a% 0,58 0,05, 1 24] ——
Fagsdulaki 2014 an 175 i 74 181 M % 036 010,083 "._
Subtotal {35% C1) 55 BH 1000 .44 [0.07, 0,82 -
Heleroganety Tau®= 000 Ch@ = 032, df= 1 (P= 057), F= 0%

TesiTod overall eflect Z=21 P=002)

214 CEl

Mausead 2016 334 3415 45 3.2 3244 44 EBERO% 031 [F0.20, 963 %
Marayan 2021 0858 138 i (iR 114 HoHAN 004 (0660 58]

Sufdotal {95% C) 5 G4 100.0% 014 [0.21, 048]

Hatarcganety Tai = 000, Che= 044, df= 1 (P = 051), F= 0%

Tesi for ovarall effect Z= 077 (P=D44)

2.1.5 Nerva tHock

Halta 2016 ine 108 27 163 114 ITOA42A% -045F0 89 009 ~—
Eadany 2018 887.E G465 41 a1 7041 40 57I1% -0.02 046, 0 43) :‘
Subicital {95% CN) ER 67 100,04 20 [:63, 0.27]

Heterogenety Tau®= 0.0 Ch= {40 df=1 (P=0.23); 1= 32%

Tesd Tor owverall eflect £ = 0.96.(F = 0 34)

2.1.6 Ivirstnecal Miussos

p_Kaini 7012 A8 23226 M M4 1000% 0.8 [0.37, 1 60] t
Sutiotal {95% C1) F.r 24 100.0% 0.908 [0.37, 1.60]

Haleroganéty Mol applicabla
Teed Tor overall g Z=313 P =0003)

| 4 |
<1 ] 1 4
Favours (W] Favours [condrol]

-

Tesifor suboroun diferences: Chi*= 42.69. di=5 (F = 0.00061). "= 88.3%

J8 3.14 [ER+2015- 24 £7t TEM AHH-+5 F 1Y(EFH|W) =1
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goraq

W1 Controd Sid. Meean Dierence Sl Wiean Difference
Studdy or Subgrosn Mean S0t Totnl Moan S0 Total Wesght IV, Random. S5% Ci I, 6% C
2.3.2 IV infusion
p_Beausgier 7018 4 311 30 45 JHES 29 1000% 034 086, 0.17]
Subitotal (95% CI) 30 ¥ 100.0% 0,34 [-0.56, 0.17]
Hedarogenaily Mot applicatis
Testior overall efact 2= 131 F= 019
233 W PCA
Capdmala 2 Ta 24 a0y 8 44 2286 N IBTs <102 1 6, -0 35 i
Cheang 2001 {1] 0 5 35 30 42235 35 265% 1250176073 ——
Lo J0TH JEIE O16T4 F0 BSOT 3078 1 163% A A3L2AT 108 e
ofheng 1016 1284 407 25 4232 735 35 236%  -404 feDO-17H —
Sublotal [95% CI) 9 102 1000%  210[3.47..0.82] i
Heterogenaite Tau®= 1 53; Chit= 37 55, &= 3 (F < 0.00001), F=92%
Testfor owerall effact 2o 337 P = 0.0008)
2.3.4 Epidural anaipesia
Capdevila 20178 4 1407 $8 WE FIT 2 i69% 047 045, 080§ ==
Fassaulaki 2014 43 432 3F 3 R 3/ NAR 0.41 (008, 0.87] [l
ot 200 (3} 103 23546 3 G HEET 3 I0E% <041 087, 00% =
OMelll 3012 (3) 0 1481 35 38 12513 35 HME% -0.41 [-0090,0.05 )
alheng 1014 1384 & 07 2118 467 25 100% 0.30 026, 0 888 P i
Subsiotai (5% Cfy 14 147 0005 40,04 [0.57, 0L37] *»
Heterngenaity Taw®= 010, Chi*= 091, di'= 4 (P = 0.04), P = 60%
Testior owesall efect 2= 001 7= 1 00}
2.1.5 Epidural PCA
Mumgracg 2016 (4 PB4 &S 488 A0 A7 1000% 366433 -104) t
Subtotal (94% Clj &5 47 1000% 368 [-4.53, -304]
Heterogenaity, Mot appiicabis
Tesl for overall effect Z= 11,17 ¢F = 000001
236 CE
Ammlanickal 30TB(5) @68 3IBE S0 82T 38d S0 I02% 012 F0.28,0.51) -
Baringlio 2017 (6} 1433 1074 &3 1747 1348 B3 1A% DA F067, 014) =0
Mouawad 2018 3.2 4080 41 ;I ITAS. AY 268% -LIE 0T, 0.14) -
Marawan 2021 03 183 M 03 0F5 W 1% 008 FBET, 0.57] = e
Sustratal {15% CI) 166 108 1000% 042 [0.33,0.90] +
Hedarogenaity Tau® s 000; Chi®s 235, dis 300 = 050 "= 0%
Testfos cwerall effect 2= 1.08 F= 029
L7 Nerve biock
Changan 2014 (7 10 3407 28 01481 36 330% 0.57 (0,01, 1.004 [
Hofa 2016 4 71 I BE T W 4% 029083, 0.24) ==
Kadar 2019 [3) 356 52583 41 S¥5 TITTE 40 156% 025066, 015 &
Subtatal (H4% CI) a7 103 100.0% 0.0 [0.52, 0.49] -
Hedgrogenatty Taif = 0.14, Chi*= 6.35, df= 2 (P = 0.08); P = 6B%
Togl for ovprall affact: 2= 005 7= 0 96)

B = ;': 4

F Cwl] Faw il
Test for subproup defargnces; Ch®e 11584, ot m 5 (F = GO0001), 1= G5 8% SIOUE IO, PO {oomiry]

Eoginales

(1) 55 L HIEF
(2 FE U=
(35 AH 7
(4] $H -HIE
(5 75 L HEF
(6] 5T -HIB
(71 H A HISF
@} S5 LHIE

18 3.15 [ER+2015-243)] F7t TEN AHH-+& T 2Y(RFH|W) =12
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NEC 2B0HE-TH2L)EQI20| XIAX] AN £0iH

B2 802 IR A07) BE B 177] BHolA 4 H9120] A4 A Fojdo] gioF 8l B
ol vla 214 T A1 HolH 55 avh-foleb] B Wek, 1.9 Bol M 27folg 2jol} gl

LR I —— £y 2 == P wam
= = AL
(FUAr) AIE mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
vs. PR|2
Telletxea  NPRS(EAIE)  PACU
(2016) o 056  1.07 43 275 261 49 NR
PACU2h  1.44  1.36 43 316 194 49 NR
PACUSBh  1.88  1.51 43 273 143 49 NR
PACU24h  1.91 1.43 43 286 1.38 49 NR
PACU48h  1.30 1.47 43 2.71 1.41 49 NR
EJ20(|)|¥5) NRS(EAE) PO 0h,2h ez 34 ez 34 NS
PO 4h = 34 = 34  <0.01 favourl
PO 8h = 34 = 34  <0.01 favourl
PO12h,
16h, 20N, = 34 Jefz 34 NS
POD1
PO 36h = 34 Jefz 34 0.05
POD2 = 34 Jefz 34 0.05
favour |
POD3 = 34 Jefz 34 0.05
7 ez 34 = 34 <0.01
==
NRS(O0|SZ) Z?Oh,Zh, Qg 34 Qe 34 NS
PO 8h = 34 Jefz 34  {0.05 favourl
PO 12h,
16h, 20N, = 34 Jefz 34 NS
POD1, 36h
POD2 = 34 Jefz 34 0.05
favour |
POD3 = 34 Jefz 34 0.05
ma = 34 2= 34 NS
Lau(2003) NRS(EAIE PODO ez 20 gz 24 (0.0 . |
avour
POD1 gz 20 gz 24 {0.05 veu
E%DZ*S"‘* Tz 20 Tz 24 NS
NRS( |2, PODO ez 20 Jej= 24 (0.05 . |
avour
POD1 = 20 Jefz 24 {0.05
E%DZ*S"‘* Tz 20 Tz 24 NS
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1 XX} - =x SH= = o~ Y
(FUAr) Al mean SD Total mean SD Total Vvalue
vs. Yof
Gomerp ST i gy 33 S 37 NS
ios(2022)  PAINEAE 72h
e g dhan  TME % dam 3 K
visceral i ai SEE: 33 Q3 37 NS
palﬂ(-?-’r&%) 72h
oI A
Lee 25585 Ih 285 128 33 358 151 33 0042
2021) (vAs) 6h 262 102 33 336 173 33 0038
POD1 239 116 33 339 278 33 0025
POD2 168 117 33 261 177 33 0.009
Fz%szit; ! 6h 273 198 35 379 246 34 0.080
VAS(EAIE) POD1 Jajo 35 Jejo 34 NS
POD2 o= 35 = 34 NS
6h 39 266 35 536 255 34 0.030
VASOIEZ)  PODI o 35 Jeyo 34 NS
POD2 314 209 35 413 224 34 0.060
Peres-Ba VAS )
chelot %h 2] 090 41 [00 [0-80] 37 0054 [T,
(2019)
Wagner- 3h, 6h,
Kovacec  NRS(§AIE)  PODI, E/kes 15 s 15 NS
(2018) POD2
3h, 6h,
NRS(O|£Z)  PODI, e 15 Jeym 15 NR
POD2
Dalmau VNRS 6h = 53 2= 46 S favour |
2018) POD1 o= b3 = 46 NS
POD2 o= b3 = 46 NS
(Bz%ﬁugﬁs'er pain(ZF442) oy Jepm 30 Jeym 27 NS
pain(0152) POt e 30 BE:: 27 NS
aor w;;o reacha 2000 (4801440 63  [4&0 [200-1440 58  0.018
Dhanapal ~ VAS PO 12h B8] [1-41 47 4 [2-6] 47 004
QO UasEAE pont B (-4 47 @ [26] 47 003
POD2 8] [-4 47 [B [2-4] 47 056 Imeden IO
VASUIZE)  poD 4  [3-71 47 6] [5-71 47 003
POD2 [3] [2-6] 47 [5] [3-6] 47 0.03
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NEC

FEOHE-H=E2) 72| XIEX IA0RN F0H

I+ (- S Sz A2 P m
(FUAr) Al mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
Fassoulaki ~ VAS(FAIB) 2h 26 20 50 30 23 52 NS
(2016) 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( [&Z) 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 0.61
2015) PO 4h 38 39 39 43 -
PO 12h 2.6 NR 39 25 NR 43 09
POD1 35 NR 39 34 NR 43 09
Fustran VNS PO 6h 2] [1-3] 33 2] [1-275] 34 0.426
(2019 PODT 2 238 33 [ [ 34 0135 meden (oA
POD2 [2] [1-3] 33 [2] [1-2] 34  0.652
Andrews  pain score poDIOK  [35]  [0-6] 30 [40 [1-71 30 075
2019 PODIN4 4 [261 30 [30] -6l 30 054
POD20FE  [2] [1-5] 30 [20] [05] 30 0.68
POD2RY  [2] [0-5] 30 [20 [05 30 093
Reinkainen  pain score 6-12h,
@4 (BAR) 12-24h, Ja= 33 2 34 NS  favour|
24-48h
pain score 6-12h,
=S 12-24h, ez 33 ez 34 NS favour |
24-48h
PO 8h 15 051 19 245 051 20 <0.01
oain score PO 16h 175 044 19 21 031 20 <0.01
FAB) POD1 Iz 19 = 20 NS
é(nn " POD2 Jejm 19 ez 20 NS
_ PO 16h [ e 19 [ e 20 NS
E’g‘%%ore POD1 P 19 = 20 NS
POD2 [ e 19 [ e 20 NS
Kristensen  NRS(FAIB) POD1SPM 1.1 1.5 25 1.4 1.7 25 NS
2013 PODISPM 0.9 1.5 25 1.2 1.4 25 NS
POD28AM 0.8 1.4 25 1.1 1.5 25 NS
POD2 8PM 0.7 0.9 25 0.6 0.9 25 NS
NRS(EEZ) POD1 8AM 4 2.7 25 43 1.9 25 NS
POD1 8PM 3.6 2.6 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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M
B
M

= = =55
(FHAT) Al mean SD Total mean SD Total Value
52'8?23’ VAS(BAIE) PO 4h 2.9 0.7 40 6.4 0.8 40 NR
POD1 2.5 0.8 40 45 1.2 40 NR
VAS(0|S%) PO 4h 35 0.8 40 6.8 1.8 40 NR
POD1 35 14 40 55 22 40 NR
Moore pain POD1
’ o= ez
(2012) score(VAS) POD2 L2 21 H 24 NS
Bell e
o1 BEEMES ooy 42 21 19 28 18 20 0.047
aoT

Yd S5 ¥+ PODI-7 6.2 3.4 19 4.3 2.9 20 NS

éa(i)qtzl) VAS POD1 1.7 0.8 22 22 13 20 NR
POD2 2.4 1.0 22 22 13 20 NR
Baulig NRS(EAE POD1-3 2.4 1.8 6 4 1.9 9 0.14
@2om) POD2 46 29 6 37 17 9 046
POD3 3 2.4 6 28 23 9 088
PO 4h e 22 a3 22 <0.01
ooy pain(EAE) _PoDI 23z 22 23z 22 (0.01 favour|
POD2 e 22 a3 22 <0.01
Wang IRS5®s  pODI 2.4 NR 28 3.0 NR 27 022
(2010) (EAD)
POD2 1.6 NR 28 1.7 NR 27 08
B ST+ PODI 5.2 NR 28 54 NR 27 064
@53 POD2 4.00 NR 28 42 NR 27 081
lyer Bd&5+E POD1
2010 MM Jepz 2 Jepz 21 NS
AMPM
Rosen VAS PO 8h 5.7 NR 37 55 NR 36 08
(2009 POD1 5 NR 37 6 NR 36 0.13
POD2 4.4 NR 37 5 NR 36 037
Forastiere  VAS(§AIZ) POD1 0 Jejo 84 17 223Z 84 <0.0001
(2008) POD2 0 I3 84 1.1 J3T 84 <0.0001 vour|
VAS(0|5%) POD1 26 3= 84 51 12T 84 {0.0001
POD2 24  J= 84 44 JZ 84 <0.0001
Lavandho  VAS(EAIZ) PO 12h 20 3T 30 50 2= 30 <0.05
2007) POD! 20 J#T 30 20 J8ZT 30 NS
POD2 10 J3Z 30 10 IJ3Z 30 NS (0-100)
VAS(O|S%) PO 12h 40 3= 30 70 2= 30 <0.05 favourl
POD1 50 2= 30 60 = 30 NS
POD2 30 I#= 30 40 IJ3Z 30 NS
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NEC

FEOHE-H=E2) 72| XIEX IA0RN F0H

s —— £y 2 e P oym
(BHE) = Al mean SD Total mean SD Total Vvalue
(F’Z%%%se pain(FAIE) POD1 2.6 1.9 143 3.1 2.2 167 0.111
POD2 1.8 1.8 143 2.3 2 167  0.054
pain(01S3) POD1 5.5 2.1 143 6.3 2.1 167 0.013
POD2 45 2.2 143 5 2.2 167 0.087
Beaussier  pain(BAIE PO 6h Jejo 21 Jejo 21 <0.05
(2007) POD1 k= 21 Lk 21 NS
POD2 k= 21 LS 21 NS
; = favour |
pain(’ [&E PO 6h = 21 gz 21 {0.05
POD1 L= 21 Lk 21 <0.05
POD2 L= 21 Lk 21 <0.05
(82%36) VAS PODIPM 753 353 35 675 378 35 054
POD2PM 458  2.74 35 268 273 35 0.006
é%sohgef Siel & -POD5 284 NR 40 314 NR 40 046 \nNBSri?Si
ASE S5 -PODS NA  NR 40 NR NR 40 0056 fan
Inventory
LeBlanc  VAS POD1 k= 29 e 23 NS
(2005) POD2 k= 29 e 23 NS
Wu(2005)  VAS(EAR) POD1 185  16.7 50 251 177 50  0.09
_ POD2 146 151 5 143 159 50 083
VAS(ESS) POD1 469  23.1 50 541 226 50 0.16
POD2 358 246 50 328 244 50 057
Sanchez  pain score POD1 45 2.6 23 57 25 22 0.064
(2004 POD2 40 2 23 53 23 22 0049
POD3 3.1 2.4 23 49 21 22 0.011
Stewart  VAS(RAIS) = 23 = 24 NS
(2004 VAS(0ISS) = 23 = 24 {0.010 favourl
(Szcohégr RN POD1 50  2.26 35 674 223 37 (0.05
R POD2 L S 35 ez 37 NS
(62'582)3 VAS PO 12h 3.8 25 200 40 29 16 082
POD1 4.1 2.7 20 41 25 16 097
POD2 1.8 1.7 20 23 3.1 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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goraq

158 o R & 19 AIF9] FAX] B35 A4 4% 23HIE 3.10), & F-RI=9] X454
AR A| Fofrgo] H 4 PR g2 o 55 H47 o SJATHSMD -0.36, 95%CI -0.60~-0.13,
I’=76%). B & 32U A139] FAA| 55 24=0] 739, wekZAo] 7153t 1419 wiEREA] A1
3.17), & FRRY A& AnEA| Fofiat 1ok U FA 27 -7-2Jgt 2jo) 7 IGTHSMD -0.14,
95%CI -0.35~0.07, I*=65%).

Wi Comtrol 54, Mean Hifarence Sul. Mgan Difference
Stmdy or Subgronp Moan S0 Toiol Mopn 50 Total Weoighi Y, Rangdom, 5% Gl Yoar I, Random, 85% Cl
1.2.1 Flacebo
p_fGivens 2002 (1) a1 27 0 41 15 16 G4% 0.00 066, 0.66) 302 =
p_Sanchez 2004 (23 45 I 23 58 45 12 5E% -046 F1.06. 013 2004 =l
p_Sehun 2004 {3) 5 238 5 ET4 223 T OETS ATT (1 35,0:79] 04 F e
p_WWu 2003 16.5 1E7 S0 251 1R 50 TE% -0 FDTE Q.03 2005 )
p_Eaig T006 (4) 753 353 I/ OGTE IR E  GEW% 0,27 [0.76, 068 JO06 =1
p_Polglase 2007 6 18 143 31 22 16T 85% 24 E0ET-002] 007 =
p_Kainu 2012 (5) 17 08 ] r e i N 5w <0 4E 10T, 015 2012
p_krislensen 2013 g 15 25 11 14 5 61% -0. 20 076,035 D1 -
p_Eldaba 2043 X5 08 40 45 1.2 a0 63 A 84288, I3 ey
p_Andrews T01 4 () 4 286 an ¥ kT N E5% 029021, 0.60) 2014 N
p_Fustan 2018 (N 2074 33 1 148 M BT% 0.00 148, 0.48) 2015 1
p_Fassoulaki 2016 14 16 &0 15 A 2. Ta% -0.05 044, 0,24 I8 =T
oTelletes 2076 181 1.43 43 286 1348 4 TN 0BT E109,-0.25] 3018 =
p_Dhanapal 2017 3222 47 4 3O5 47 T -0.33 [0.78, 0.03] Hi7 —
pobes 2021 & 239 116 3 338 378 33 6E% -0AG 095, 0.03] 1N =y
Subtotal (R45% L1y 20 ELT  THLOY% 0,36 [ 0.6, 013 *
Heterpgensity Tau®= 016, Chv®= 5764, df= 14 (F <« DOODDTY, "= TE%
Tos! for coerall affect: £= 300 (P = 0.003)

B 3 o 1
T Fawours [CWY  Favours |Control}
Test e subgroun diffarences. Nof appicakls E: ! i

Foginobes
(1 B vas
(2 g vas
(3) Bih vas
(4} B & VAS
) B vas

(BTN

(B} &
(T EE vas
B} BE vas

J% 3.16 [BR+a0i5-243)] 84 S5 -2 T 12(EHIL) 18
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LB0HE-THEL)RSIZ0| KISA FADIF S0

oWl
r n I

1.4.1 Placebo
[_Givens 2002 (1) 18 17 zd
P_Sanchaz 2004 (23 L 1 x|

Wy 2005 146 151 &0
P_Ealg 2006 3 458 274 35
p_Palglase 2007 18 1R 143
P _BEadlig 2011 46 28 B
p_Fain 2013 i4) 14 1 |
p_kastensen 213 07 08 25
p_Andress 3014 (5) 133 3
p_Fustran 2015 {E) 2 148 23
olelletea 016 1.3 147 A3
p_Fassoulaki 2016 8 11 48
p_Ohanapal X1 7 = Rk S &)
p_Len 2021 (7} 168 117 23
Subtotal (95% CI) A58

Control

n
43 14
53 13
1473 158
268 272
o -
ar: L¥
21 13
06 08
I EY
1074
3T 1A
1t 15
J 148
281 V7T

54d. Mean Difference

1

16 5%
2 Bi%
80 a%%
3G TA%
167 10.5%
a 1
M0 EbR
5 BE%
ELUR AR
M TA%
3. Fo%
52 85%
LTy
33 T
509 100.0%

Hutarogineity: Tau™ = 0 10] Che= 37 (2, df= 3 {F = 00004, F= §5%

Testor owerall efact Z=1.30 P=011

Test for subgroun differences; Nol spplable

L %l Yaar

5ol Mean Difference
IV, Random, G6% CI

-0,20 [0.26, 0 48]
-059 }1.106,0.00]
007 (037,041
069 10.20,1.17]
A1 70 0 a9, 0,08
038 167,143
0T [044,0.78]
011 045, 0.66]
0.00 F051, 0.51]
0.0 [-0.4B, 0.48)
087 1 A%, -0.54]
-030 [0 62 0 09]
(.00 1040, 0.40]
AET Y 19,40 17)
014 [035, 0.07]

oz
oo
005
Joong
a7
201
FLIL]
2011
ot
J015
J01E
JatE
207
T

—_—f

4 4

3 i
Fvtiars [SWT - Faeauns [Coniral)

Eoinles
(1)} B vAS
(2} Bk vAs
(3) B vAs
(4) WL vag
(5} B vas
(5 B vas
(7 BR VASE
02 3.17 [BR42018-227)] 4A 55 Ha-42 5 2U(88HD) 238
cw Control S, Mean Dafference Sid. Mean Differance
_ Stuily or Jubgrcagy  Mesn  §0 Total Mosn S0 Totsl Weight IV, Randam, 05% C) I, Random, §5% C
1.4.1 Placeba
p_Chanapsl 217 4 296 47 B 148 4T 1R4% MA5[-1.27, -0 4]} =5
p_Eldaba 2013 35 14 A 55 12 M 1HI% 107 154, 0060 S
p_Fassoulake 2016 3 ® MM 5 1T 0.04 035, 043 b o
p_knstansen 2013 38 2 M 34 1B 25 135% 0.04 |-0.46_ 0065
p_Folgase 2007 55 24 143 B3 21 16T 206% 338061, -0.15 -
o_Wu 10405 169 231 50 9549 I16 50 AT.0% -0.31 |-0. 71, 0g] B
Subtodal (B5% CI) 355 21 100.0% 0,42 [0.74, -0.90] &
Helemgeney Taf= 017, ChP= 20 34, df= 5P = 0.00%7) F=T5%
Tasl far cegrall efgct Z= 255(F =001
Total {95% Ci) 155 381 100.0% D42 [-l].uf-i. -0 "'
o e e B 5 —————
astfar owaral b X= (P=0.01) )
Tast for subaroun differences: Mot asolicasla POt I - P Conog
J38 318 [ER+2(HE-523)] 0I3A 85 -2 T 1Y (HEH W) 278
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W Control S1el, Mean Diflarence Sid. Mewn Difference

Slinily of Subsii g Plizign SO Totsl Moan S0 Tofal Weight IV, Résidain, §5% Ci IV, Ramdorm, 05% Cl
1.8.7 Placeba

a_Cinanapal 2007 3 286 47 6 £I11 AT 1R2% 076 1,16, 0 34] ——
p_Fassoulak 2016 (S ] W M 52 1T0% 041 FORT, D02 =]
u_Knstansen 2013 38 22 5 32 14 25 124% 0.2%9 |-0.36, 0.85] 7 i
o_Poigiass 2007 45 x2- 143 5 12 16T 11T% -0 23045, -0000] Bl
o_Faszeth 2021 314 209 35 413 2.M 3 5% -0.45 |-0.83, 0.07) =gl
o_Wu 304935 350 246 50 328 244 50 1T1% 012 -0 27.0.51] =
Subtolal (B5% CI) 40 TS D% 025 [-0.52, 0.01] L 2
Heleragenely Tawr = 007, Chf=1413, df=5(P=001), F=65%

Tasl for overall @fect 2= 9.85(F = 0.06)

Todal (55% TI) e s 100.0% 0 | -0.52, 0.01] &

Heterogenety Tawk = 067, Chfe 1413, die 5P o 801 PF= 65% 3 i £ -1:
2 i

AT

Tastfor ovarall effect 2= 1.85 (P = 0.08) Fauoaires [CWI - Feaoiire 46 ool
Tast for subaroun differencas: Mot soolicabls S il
HAA . = _AA = 00 s A
J8 3.19 [SR+2015-542)] 0|3A 83 F-a2 & 22 (HEH W) £

3.22.2. & 2 FI TUSH 2HE

e 57 AEA AvfRRe HAret 429 AESH A, 2082 pE R0 252 SAnEA] FoiH

1%} o =y SHE e o
(EmoiE) 2 2 AIE n Total n Total  value il
== T “ mean SD mean SD

vs. X2

30m 009 043 43 163 219 49 <(0.0001

2h 079 125 43 249 21 49 (0.0001
Telletxea =) AR 8h 1.02 1.26 43 365 3.25 49 {0.0001
Qo) oHAHE M9 poD1 167 185 43 659 617 49 <(0.0001

POD2 153 238 43 753 964 49 <0.0001

total 563 502 43 2186 1788 49 0.000]
bols  ERERHAHE  mg POD L4 3 2¥m 34 (005
Lau FILTEN 7 o _ _
0003) sk O OEA 0 20 6 24 0.025
vs. Sz
Gomez- X pa2m| 4h M 021 33  [2 04 37 0.1 _
Rios A mg POD1  [4 [>11] 83 [11] [623 37 0003 5"
(2022) PpoD2 [9] [416] 33 [18] [934 37 002
Lee AEZ2H(V) n PACU 042 066 33 042 005 33 0695
(2021)  mEII(V) n PACU 012 042 33 03 053 33 0.066

i 2 I AH|ZF
ooy o AIE g pomz 200 s 3 20 mm m: oow
Peres-B Tm Q=m0 [0.0-1. [0.1-1.
?ch%c))t Shiz g PO o4 g 42 08 g 4 0046
/K9 pope  [03] [O'é]* Y 04 [0';]' - 39 0004

Wagner- & Ij2|E2}0|= POI2h 8] [o-16] 15 [10] [438] 15 (NS) .
Kovacec  AH|2f mg POD1_ 10l [034] 15 [t [650] 15 (NS A"
(2018) POD2  [14] [034] 15 [24] [876] 15  (NS)
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NEC

FECHE-I=2)FHES XEH ZAO0FH S0

_ =12 ==
18X} IR = ns d . d P ym
(BTAr) ] Al™ mean D Total mean SD Total value
Dalmau & PCA AH|ZF (19.97-29. @17-318 )
i mg PoD2 2463 900 w2 2678 WSS a 083 (@5%0)
Beaussie EREI| AH|Zf " 0-2%4h [271 [15-45] 30 [31] [22-47] 27 (NS) [median,
r(2018) 9 "uh  [34] [13-55] 30 [35] [28-51] 27  (NS) IQRI
L —
oo Tam mg 3 8 590 &3 [0s) 0% s oo
Dranapal D20 AH|ZF o PODI__ 1134 159 47 1709 202 47 0.001
(2017) 9 "poD2 746 119 47 135 130 47 0.001
Fassoula II2LHELE mg PACU 975 7987 50 1186 7712 52 0.149
ki2016) "~ lonarid ML 0 ©1n 5 [0 O 5 -
ge PODI_ [ (0§ 50 [ (0§ 52 - A"
POD2 [1] 0-100 49 [21 (©10 52 -
Ceveland = OfFETIER)
2015 F
e ABIRME) mg 518 (416620) 39 552 (452-65.1) 43  0.63
(95%ClI)
PCA A= 620 (292-8 39 737 (44'5103' 43 059
Fustran Z PCA AH|Z [11.25-42. g median,
2015 dee POD2 (23 9% 20 (52 (24564 31 0010 [
Andrews ~ PE2I| AH|ZF [11.75-39. _
M2LMErE g POD2 _[71 [40-725] 30 [40 [30-70] 30 015 ;geden
NSAI 20| [050] 30 [02] [0-025 30 001
ZARER AHE e 907 414 30 687 378 30 0036
Renikdiren  2A|T= AHZ 0-6h 196 90 33 238 102 34 0078
014 mg 1% 9 6.9 33 129 93 34 0.058
%4h 109 85 33 144 136 34 021
Krishnan ~ OFHSALR| POD1 614 322 31 496 306 20 NR laparos
01) A _POD2 222 208 31 171 121 20 NR copic
9 POD1 667 346 24 788 515 5 NR e
POD2 268 239 24 536 435 5 NR
8h B 19 ez 20 {0.01
Xin MHERS AHEE 4y _POD! T 19 T 20 (0.0
2014
Qe ey On 45 218 19 87 32 20 (0
T
Kistersen  D2m AH|ZF mg ~POD2  [10] [0-16] 25 [12] [5-18] 25 049 [median.
013) SAF=EAHZ mg P02 [5] [5-100 25 [5]  [5-10] 25 0.99 ORI
Hemensso 21U AH| 005 pop1 129  1.31 17 315 248 15 <(0.05
n2013) mg/
kg POD2 041 146 17 06 091 15 NS
Fldeba  Z QS AHZ mg POD1 25 73 40 40 123 40 {0.0001
o) e T 0 0 4 &5 13 40 -
(Ot4EOtDcE) M9 °
Moore D20 AH|Zf POD1 8= 21 2= 24 NS
(2012)  (ME) " “pop2 RS 21 e 24 NS
=2 =
o0 s mg "OP 612 935 19 s45 525 20 NS
i < 0= 3
A POD1 48 23 22 45 23 20 NS
< ! mg
G%L)ﬁ%ﬁﬂ% POD2 12 NR 22 15 NR 20 )0.05
: —
ooy el mg POD3 811 468 6 997 49 9 048
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ct

1XIX} S ot =3 o~
(EHAE) daxs o AA™ p—— n D Total meann ) Total value Hl
Wang  Hz o2m POD1 481 NR 28 622 NR 27 012
(20100 AH[ZHPCA) M9 “pop2 787 NR 28 1106 NR 27 001
FHE B POD1 454 NR 28 654 NR 27 002
D20 AHY mg
(PCA) POD2 1158 NR 28 744 NR 27 <0.001
lyer m Dan 00StOP BE 24 WE 21 0022 |favor
(2010) A2ZHPCA) POD1 = 24 WL 21 NR
MY “pop2 e 24 e 21 NR
POD3 o= 24 = 21 0.031 | favor
Carvalho  ZIEX| AU 0% [75] [5-100 19 [5] [0-15] 19 0.34 [median.
(20100 (ME) M9 "4 [15] 8241 19 [10] [4-18] 19 0.31 IOl
Rosen TSR AH|Z PODO 22.8 37 20.8 36 0.56
(2009)  (ME) mg POD1 52.2 37 44.5 36 0.39
POD2 45.1 37 46.6 - 36 0.84
Forastier Q2| AH|Zf POD1 75 8 133 84 <0.0001
e(2008) M8 “POD2 115 027 84 218 037 84 <0.0001
Lavandh D20 At22 POD1 BE 30 B 30 -
omme MY “pop2 e 30 e 30 -
Q007 "z oEmeE  mg 28 [182-32] 30 38 [88437 30 NR_ [95%CI
Polglase P2 At22f POD1  34.1 20.2 143 374 25.5 167 0.525
(2007) M9 "poD2 213 161 143 242 184 167 0.245
Beaussie & D2 Ar22f POD1 = 22 ez 22  <0.05 | favor
(2007) MY “pop2 BE 23 Jem 23 <0.05 |favor
Baig OfofA TIER| POD1 325 374 35 495 467 35 0.097
(2006)  AtREHME) ™9 "PoD2 358 356 35 815 106 35  0.02
PCA Al PODT_608 809 35 110 107 35 0087
POD2 473 345 35 136 192 35 0.012
Kushner  OfCFd XEX =
2009 ASB(ME) mg 107 874201 40 861 PO 20 025 fangel
LeBlanc  Of2A RIEH| POD1 e 29 ez 23 0.05 | favor
(2005 g M9 “poD2 BEES 29 W 23 {0.05 | favor
WU R PODI 54 36 50 5.1 3 50 0.68
(008)  am2a0VPCA) MY POD2 09 1 50 11 50  0.31
A7 TER tabl
Jitis °0 POD2 15 16 50 14 15 50 083
Sanchez AT TEH| tabl POD1 47 4.1 23 4.8 3.7 22 0.94
(2004 AjgE et POD2 49 4 23 32 36 22 0.199
oo ggggﬂ mg Jaj 23 SEE 2 003 Ifavor
Schur  Sl0|C2R= POD1 SEE 35 WEE 37 NS
(2004)  Ad|2t M9 “pop2 B 35 e 37 NS
Gvens 2T AU POD1 468 236 20 789 285 16 (01 |favor
(2002) ™9 "PoD2 727 437 20 1284 555 16 (01 Ifavor

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 2E(HE THER)RQ 20| K& ZAH| E0fH

2% F 27 BA Avlol His) 44 19 A} 29 AHOR Uieo] vjekEA S .
BI04 AogrS TAH R B AL QE B st} WAl XA 4 gl WA
A, HERAo] 753t R SHolehE AR SlstiAt st

Z 1982 WO & T 1Y A S71 Z18A] AR 33 Aalo[tHTd 3.20). & F-9=9
A& A A Toﬂ‘ﬂ | $1oF & R EAETH & F 371 XA Aol B HUTHSMD -0.56,
95% CI-0.88~-0.24, I’=87%). & 25HS W02 & 52U A F9 & T 371 ZBA| AH|FFS
/e AIHIE 3.21), & T2 A& AupHA| Fojo] 9oF 9 BB HT 4 & 37}
AEA| AH]Fo] 5251 B HJTHSMD -0.87, 95% CI -1.32~-0.42, 1*=95%).

=

[©)

o:LuE
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goraq

CWl Comtrod Siil. Mean Dilference S Mean Differance
" Tatal S0 Total Weight 1V, Randoem, 45% (1 iV, Randam, B5% Ci
221 PODA
oTelletea M1a 167 1.E5 41 B53 BAT 49 §E6% -1.08 [-1 48,-0.6] e
p_Baig 2006 608 808 3 M0 07 W 55% 051 [-0AE,-0.04] = |
p_Baausar 2014 27 1N 1] H 1852 T S54% -019 0T, 033 =1
p_GCanmihn 2010 T3 3Ar 1A 51111 18 0% 0,30 1034, 0.54] =
p_Dhanapal 2017 1134 184 47 1728 202 47 S51% -125 38T, -263]) ——
p_Exdaba 3013 WOT3 M L LRI b c BT [ FE . =1TAT [1AT 087 ==
p_Fatoiilaki 2016 1 15 L] 2 2 §2 5% -0.58 A6, -0 18] e
P_Gvens 2002 468 238 M Tae 285 L] LE% -1.21 [1.93,-0.49) =
p_Gomez-Fios 2022 4 B.E7 23 11 1254 7 55% -0LER 116, -0.14) ===
p_Hermansson 2013 1200 1.3 17 315 243 15 47 % -0.83 [-1.67,-0.20] e
p_Haln 2013 4 1\ B 45 |\ W 5tw 0,13 0,48, 073 —_
P krshnan 2004a (1) Bid 3232 ¥ 4Bd 306 o 51% 037 1420, 0.83] = e
p_Haishnan 30048 (2) G657 346 34 TEE ATS 5 40% 030137068 ——
p_Fares-Bachelol 2019 04 033 a2 05 035 1 5.6% =029 k072, 0.14] =7
p_Palglise 2007 A 02 143 374 IS5 GET B% 014 [0E7 003 -
p_Feinikainan 2014 ] (5] 33 x4 g3 34 5.5% -0.4T F0:8E, 002 T |
p_Sanche: 2004 47 41 13 48 3T O A% 0003 [0 E1, 056 o o
p_Wagnar-kKakacer 2006 10 ES 15 16 11 15 $T% =059 133, 0.1 4] —_—
PV 2005 54 385 = 51 1 8 5T 009 020, 048] =
Subsiotal [45% Iy 77 TI1 1000% 056 [-£L88, 40.24) -
Hutwrngeneity Taw®= 043, Chi*= 142 T8, di= 168{F = BOO00T), P=87%
Testfor overall efMect Z= 343 (F = 0L0006GE
4 ) 3 a 8

Fasours [N Favours \;ntrnl.'-
Teslfor subgroup GNerences; Notapdlicatle I Fura Je

Enoingles
(1) lapatoppapic TLigmry
(2} DOen SEQENy

17 3.20 (242042 227)] 42 & £71 HEH AHY-42 $ 1U(HEHD) 27

91



NEC/\

SEUIE HER)HIZO| KT FARH S0iY

Cwal Control St Maan {efferamcs 5td, Muan Differanca
_StedyorSehgronp  Wlegm S0 Totml WMean 5D Totnl Woight W, Random, B4% i IV, Random, 95% €|
241 PODE
aTallatoes 2018 153 238 &1 TA1 964 40 4% 087 B2, -0 40| s
p_Saig 2008 4T3 344 38 130 142 3" 40 .64 F1 12, -0018) =
p_Ewausser J015 Mo Ao 28 1T i 11% An 08 [0 80 048 s
p_Canatin 7016 15 1184 A5 W0 103 0 408 044 [-0.20, % 6] S P
p_Clesaland J01%(1) S5t 314 3 881 33 43 4i% (A0 [-0.54, 0 33 S
p_Daimay I8 463 1T 51 I6TH 7. 44 1% <0132 |-0.5% 0 26| i il
p_Dhamaps 2017 Tds 118 47 1345 13 L 38% -4 BV S EZ 400 Y
n_Fasacdlaki 2018 1 15 & F] 2.5 5l 4.3% -0.A0§0.79, 00| =
p_Forastars 2008 1Ms 927 84 A 037 B4 1% -3 EGF350-23.23
F_Fusimn 2015 23 333 29 S1. 29.26 £l 45% -1.08F1.62,-057 by el
p_Ghvens 2002 TET 417 20 1384 55.5 16 A.0% =111 #1.682, -0.35 e
p_fidmaz-Ries 1023 9 B89 31 18 1853 ar A.2% -0LE0ET.08,-0.17] ===
p_Memmansson 2013 041 1de ir 06 oal 15 4,10 -0:45 0,05, 055 —
p_riahnan 10143 223 228 WM 1T 111 20 4% 0026 FO.31, 08d] T
p_krishnan 20148 268 238 24 536 43.5 § 1E6% -394 [-1.94_ 006 e |
p_Fristansen T01 343 10 11.88 23 11 951 26 11% <10 [-0.74, 0037] ==
B_Fuzkmet 2005 {3y 167 1041 &0 BB 100 4 127% @20 F0.24, 064 1T
p_ Lavand hetrars 2007 (4 @ o193 30 3| e 3 4% 0048 [0, 003 =
n_Foeres-Bachelal 2019 L] 04 a2 04 Q2 29 42% 028 [0.71.0.15] s 3
p_Polglase 2007 213 161 1El tg4 &7 4. 3% 087 035 00| =
p_Femikainen 2014 129 BS 31 a4 118 24 420 030 0.7 0 18] s
n_Rosedi 3021 A I 1 38 A7 IE3E 24 40% - 36 [0 B4 G11) —
p_Sanchez J004 49 4 Mmooz 98 20 4% D44 015, 1 03 T
p_Wéagrarkovace: 1018 (8) LE T R | B 118 3I9% M T2 RET, 003 P |
p_vy 2004 og (| I B 1.1 50 43% <0019 L0 8 0 20) =T
Subtotnd (055 1) LT WED 100.0%  OT[1.32 043 -
Halgroganedy Tau®s 110, CHi"s 485 67, cfiw 24 (P = BO00D1 ), #= 35%
Testtor overall afect &= 381 (P = 00001}
t f + t
-4 -2 i} r 4
i jre
Testfor subgroup diffarend e Mol appic able P ) s foaatol)
Ecalndtas
(1) % 2 AHISF
(23 4 2 IS
|35 b2 A HIEF
(45 dp I AHISF
16} ¢ TLAHIE
J8 3.21 [BR2018- 248 & T F7H USH AHE -2 T 2U(ESH|W) £
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4. GRADE 2H Hu}

GRADE W2 AMgslo] 2A%ES Btieh, BE 2k thzsiel 430] ufeh ¥es 7isig)
0] GRADE 2744 4] thitetol wfe} - s 2744 certainty of evidence}& AATS}
sict

= AR F= OHA Al critical), @F- 2 5HARF H4F 0] 2] &2(important but not critical), @&
%9 3%HKof limited importance)?] 37§ Mo w2} 58 = (importance)S 251G, OHA] A9
(critical), @3 Q03X qF A4 A 0] 2] k-2(important but not critical) 2R HE thA 2.2 GRADE
TATES ]Ik
AR H3)oM = ST Y57l TRHE P, B AIASTE S
8T E 275Kt

J?L

ek TRtk o] 2 o]

iy

B 3.22 20 2k 23

iAo ZQF
scale
- o 9%t SQ5}X| 0t SR QI
s (of limited | SAIHOIX| %2 | (oritical 2y
importance) (important but
not critical)
or2T BRI 9 critical
oS | oy A1E 3 2EE 8 critical
49, AlE Al 5)
SES(FEAA/0IST EDAD 9 critical
sp | SSE
& 5 FITISH AHF 7 critical
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4.2. GRADE Z2AHs+ZE

421.

I 3.23 GRADE evidence profile:

s842018-522)

SHA
STT

2(18-883)

Certainty assessment

Summary of findings

Importance
=N/ it No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre  Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  conside
rations
[OHEM] AlE B WS
HA(37H): BE & M = 271 29|85t XJ0|7} Sl .
X1z 3 RCT not not not not none MA(37H): 2= S0 madl ot X @O0 Critical
serious  serious  Serious  serious Moderate
- not not not not HA(107Y): Lol KA T #7F SOI5t X0|7} Qs ®O®O i,
=2k1d l__
e 10 RCT serious serious  serious  serious | OC 17H2] ATLOA] B BHHS 2LHM0f QA0 favours | Moderate  Critical
[oHFY] oFE HAIE
- 3 RCT not not not not none (7H) & 27t ROt RO BtE COC ORI
o= serious  serious  Serious  serious (17) MZASHN SRE(7|H) U S5 N X|HOf| 0] favours | Moderate
HA(1171): ERL| G0N F 27 RS R10|7} SIS
= not not not not NS e o = ®E®O .
{5t i ) ) ) 72| A AN QAl Ol AlASIN So=(AM0 = XB
cH 1 RCT Serious  Serious  Serious  serious none llH | 70N 2 3 T8, HFEH 2RS(EY, £8) S KB Moderate Critical
U favours |
[E1d] 5 Hx
— HoHiy . not not o i @00 o
) . q 0): 170 &
X PEE 1 RCT  serious” .0 o grious  SETOUS™  none SA(17]): 178 S5 NS LOW Critical
XF  _ woro| =ol .. ot not N A1) 17H O @00 o
AH Aate| =2 1 RCT  serious serous  serioys  SErious none MAI(17H): 170 S NS LOW Critical
- not not not b - ) CO00) iy
— AZAXIEL . A . S| ;170 A
MAXIE 1 RCT serous  serious  serious  SETIOUS none MAI(176): 178 S favours C Moderate Critical
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance
S/ o No. of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre  Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  conside
rations

- TA|(127H): 870 M7 NS / 470 AT favours |
not - HERA @0

not not not

B5E  _ OJoF/Oi L
= wiel/RRIR 1200 RCT  oious serious  serious  serous "M * FAIA S5 E==(POD 1): (67) SMD -0.35 (=0.73, 0.03) Moderate  C"1°?!
o SAA| 5= H4(POD 2): (471) SMD -0.51 (-1.18, 0.15)
[EAY] & & F7t TISH AHH
_ [n]
RCT  serious® serr]g[us ser;ioc}us serious®  none H&(17H): 174 A7 NS ®|%§/)vo Critical
RCT  serious® ser:g[us se?ioc}us serious®  none H&(17H): 174 A7 NS ®|_G(>)§/>VO Critical
- AAXHC 1 RCT se?iootus ser:g[us se?ioc}us serious®  none - FHI(17H): 17 Y7L favours C ﬁ%ﬁ% Critical
— FMAI(1274): 971 S favours | / 370 A NS
w5 _ olor/Dx not . not not - HEFREAM OO0 o
gY - RWERR 12 RCT s 1O o seos MM e 271 AISR| AHZHPOD 1): (47H) SMD -0.26 (057, 0.06)  Moderate  C1tC
o =71 XEX| AHZHPOD 2): (67H) SMD -0.28 (=0.56. 0.00)

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

Explanations
a. HIEE & Wotan}, O9 2&H4(Uncelar), &3(High)0| 21E / b. H247t 400 0|20l H<L

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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4.2.2. SR2E005-523)
H 3.24 GRADE evidence profile: 2242012 227)
Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance
Shh/iEZ N of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre Other_ Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  considerations
[QIHM] AlE B S

; " " - HA|(307H): 22| G0N T 77E R2I5 X0[7} Qi @O0
ious? o no no ZH 1789 o EHHE S| AE(incisi i EHH| A itical
ESFS| 30 RCT  serious serious  Sefious  Serious none 2t 1712 HAT0I|IA EINEQ A&(incision exudation) , 2 M(ileus) Moderate Critica

Z0il /01 favours C
5 . not not not - T|(387H): CHE RO AN F ;W_ Olet X017t g1, OO0, tical
3 38 RCT  serious’ orinus  serious — serious none 2719] 0N ETEM(ileus) & B SHS LA0H| AN favours | Moderate Critica
[orxty] o2 2x1g
- JH(297H): 16742 HF0ME F 27E RSt X017} Qi e
- not not not 13709] AL0IM £ FAFE EMOo| AN favours | iy
AE 29 RCT  serious’ (i corous  serious none ¢ OAIDIIE JIHSE AlHSIN SOX(RIN Z2) KA 55 Moderate  Critical
N, QE S0| =Q E =
- JH(267H): 21742 HF0ME F F27H RSt X017} gl

¢ " ot 5IHS] (0N =L BELE LMo A0 favours |, 1702] G0N @O0
5 e o no ( 2IZ}0| A} Al itical
Het 26 RCT  serious serious  serious  serious none 210l LA0) favours C Moderate Critica

° QA DI IE AIZIEIH &
S0/ 2 E1E

RETE, 23), MY, 35 2AH, 20
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings Importance

Shh/iEZ No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  considerations

COC®

_ = not not not b _ . .
U= RCT  oious  serious  serious  SETous none HA(17H): 170 S+ NS Moderate  Critical
— X - THI(771): 32 A7 favours 1/271 A5 NS/ 27K it favours C
ngpl_x 7 RCT | : not R} - HEMEA @OOO Critical
g8 S SOOI seros SEONE 0N « FAA| £5 T(POD 1): (571) SMD -0.08 (-0.52, 0.34) Very Low ~ Citca
* SAMA| E5 FH4(POD 2): (47§) SMD -0.49 (-1.18, 0.20)
- MA(1471)*: 670 S+ favours C / 57§ A7 favours 1/ 271 A7 NS
= not - not not - HEf=M OO0 "
-aEY 4 RCT serious 80U serious  serious none * SAA| 53 E4(POD 1): (87H) SMD -0.18 (-0.63, 0.27) Moderate  Critical
o SAA| EF H4(POD 2): (671) SMD 0.26 (-0.29, 0.81)
Hato - FA©27H): 17 S7E NS/ 17§ A7 favours C
= - S - OlER2A ®O0 e
. S5 S serious’  serious i serious none o SAIA £ HA(POD 1): (171) SMD 0.43 (0.04. 0.83) Very Low ritica
e o SAA| EF H4(POD 2): (17H) SMD 0.32 (-0.07, 0.71)
- HA|(57H): 370 A favours C/ 274 S+ favours |
- A&H not - not b - HEREA @00 "
Zoezey 5 RCT oy SerioUs  ggigyq  Serious™ - none o A\ £5 H4(POD 1): (37) SMD 0.17 (-0.38, 0.71) Low Critial
o SAA| EF H4(POD 2): (271) SMD 0.04 (-0.53, 0.61)
- HA(57H): 270 A favours /270 AT NS/17H S5 favours C
- = A
- MEXH 5 RCT  serious®  serious ser;ioc}us serious” none D“Eh'—_ _‘*I £ HAPOD 1): (27H) SMD -0.12 (-0.46, 0.22) \% S%Cv)v Critical
-§r*—|*| £Z M4=(POD 2): (27) SMD -0.33 (-0.67, 0.01)
- HAIB7H): 17K NS/ 17 %17 favours C
- XU not , not b - HEf=M ®@D00 "
_7'(_E)|'=1_| 2 RCT  orious  SEMOUS oo, Serious none o SAIA £ HA(POD 1): (174) SMD 0.38 (~0.20, 0.97) LOW Critical
* SAMA E5 F4(POD 2): (17) SMD 0.27 (-0.32, 0.85)
- FA\(407H): 2371 ST NS/ 1771 172 favours |
st _ ojor/Oj not - not not - HIEREA @O0 y
Y - F%/FxE 40 RCT serious 510U serious  serious none * SAA| £ H4(POD 1): (157) SMD -0.36 (-0.60, -0.13) Moderate Critical
* SAMA E5 F4(POD 2): (147) SMD -0.14 (-0.35, 0.07)
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings

Importance
Shh/iEZ No of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre Other Impact Certainty
studies design  bias tency ness cision  considerations
[E0HY] 2 £ $IL XISH AHZ
- HR(17H): 17§ S favours |
Smmyyzel 1 ReT MO ML mot il e « 27} AH[2HPOD 1): (17§) SMD -0.64 (-1.16, -0.11) BEOO - Crtial
Serious  Serious  Serious « 27} ABZHPOD 2) (17) SMD —0.34 (-0.86. 0.17) oderate
- HOLy - HHI(77H): 474 ¥ favours 1/ 270 NS/ 17 A7 favours C
=g . : not - 5 ®000 y
EZXPIX 7 RCT  serious® serious serious serious” none o =7 AHIZHPOD 1): (271) SMD -1.21 (-1.74, -0.69) Ver Low Critical
=l o X7} AHZHPOD 2): (47) SMD -2.19 (-3.47, -0.92) V
" " ; - FAI(1074): 428 ST favours |/ 474 HE favours C /274 HE NS OO0
-FYYFY 10 RCT O serious 0 O none o 27+ AH[ZHPOD 1): (27H) SMD 0.44 (0.07, 0.82) Modorae  Critical
o =71 AHIZHPOD 2): (574) SMD 0.00 (-0.37, 0.37)
gy - 2349 . . ot . — FR|(27H): 17§ H7 favours | / 171 9172 favours C @000 "
ggxﬁ t= 2 RCT  serious® serious serious  Serous none o =7} AHIZHPOD 2): (17§) SMD =3.68 (-4.33, -3.04) Vet sy Critical
N - MA|(57H): 274 A7 NS /274 A favours C/ 170 ST favours |
T eemey 5 RCT % sais % e none « 27} AH2HPOD 1): (274) SMD 0.14 (-0.21, 0.48) OB Critca
enTmTE o 57} AH|ZHPOD 2): (47#) SMD -0.12 (-0.33, 0.10)
- MH|(57H): 470 A7 NS / 17§ ST favours C @000
- NMZARIC 5 RCT  serious®  serious ser;ioc}us serious® none o =7 AH[ZHPOD 1): (271) SMD -0.20 (-0.62, 0.21) Verv Lo Critical
o X7} AHIZHPOD 2): (37H) SMD -0.01 (-0.52, 0.49) ¥ oW
- MU not : not b - TAI(27H): 274 27 favours C ®@®00 "
450 2 RCT serious  S€MoUs oo serious none o 27} AHIZHPOD 1): (171) SMD 0.98 (0.37, 1.60) LOW Critical
- FA4270): 2270 ¢ ik
wet - Qeoyexiz & RCT M serious O Mot none L-Xi‘gélrzﬂdli(zPOD 1)"\21897%1?SHMD%(1;8£ Léisolgg -0.24) BEPO iy
es - TA/T serious serious  serious T e : v ibtediibg Moderate

o =7+ AH|ZHPOD 2): (257) SMD -0.87 (-1.32, -0.42)

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

Explanations

a. BIZR I3 7123, C149 B2 (Uncelar), £8(High)0l 2018 / b. E247}400 D20l 39

[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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1. Borga 9%
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‘T B2 9] 244 IAuA| ol ¥(Continuous wound infiltration, CWI)'2 71§ 7i&E& &
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g0l 2 SAE L 20161 AT 80%= WA H Surleeltt. g AErle s HAEAE §oi8
FAAE EokE S E Hlgo] 9 Algo] & HEE B0 | BUEHS &9 d=9 FA=,
2022 A6t o5 71EA 7 91981(2022.6.10.)°0141 B7HAIZ A E 4lofgtor AE 7+ ot
FRreUls-837), Eire(lE-5737) s o2 e RR X&E4 FAnEA| Fo
o] ek ¥ BIaMdS AAIA Bz Bl ERlskit AR “FRraCE- 57373 S
A e BEQ] AEH FAnRA| FoZ A0 QP aabARIZYY”, " ERpE(ER Y
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QP o] T glo] A& Tl TYF(NIL TRl 4 L oS, FHele B A 5) 2 ok
BRG] B TE, T2, AFEHE o kS, FATKIA 4 TR 5) L ISy, Hglme}
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% 13814 A% B 9332 Huslik. PulaGH), FPUL108) 2 Ao T 27
Ro)g o]t giglom, 1He] WElE BHol L FAZIA ¥ B Fol folsHA & Basiei
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fiﬂr d A= 55 A, ve T 57 ASA AHIFE ERlstalon A5 H| wet Hen| e 25to]

DE ATE 15NN 55 45 Hustoich AuIE B SHAE 54 R9120] 4] TAnk
A 5ol I S, 09| S ol Aol AROM, WA vl
3 Aol o] B3 A4 Solshl B wikeh M Eat 128 B SHAN L T 27 SOl
Hol} Q. P 4BE 22 8 Aol B B2 447 A o s
WERAo] 7Rs et A7 ATHE TR A, 44 9120 A4 FAnkHA] Folye 2712 A8k
ACHHI TS Qlok U PA 2} HliS) 54 F 193 2% AHO) FAA BF W4T BE folet
2107} IATHSMD -0.35, 95% CI -0.73~0.03, 1>=78%; SMD -0.51, 95% CI -1.18~0.15, 1>=89%).
BE ATE 15HNN 54 T 371 AEA) £u1F 2eHE Basisch, AL B 3RO 54
1.9120] X4 FARIA Foli e P BEA LAY, Ao FATHRJet Mol 7} gigiont,
AVRRERTH H1TA) 2 T AN ThEEo] 44 5 27} 2BA) Alago] olsh] o wore wg
W3 128 F ORI S H9120] X458 FAnHHA Folio] glop o BX|ZHc % 5 57
AEA) o] GOl B e 202 SIS, LA 3HoIAE T 22 5218 Kol 7} gl
A0z LeRtet.

Wk A 0] Mt AT ATHE QAT AT 4 59120 A4 A R e Sk AAg Al
Gt 31,290 AO) 5 271 HEA) 2HIRRE 9I0F 2 B2t S olst Xjol 7} IREHSMD 0,26,
95% CI -0.57~0.06, I>= 39%; SMD -0.28, 95% CI -0.56~0.00, 1>=65%).
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3 371 ABA) 2]k BIsI0m A gulmet Wt L TRl
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£ A74F 758)0A 55 F-E Busiih 28] a B9 36HAA & H20] X|&A At
A FofH L ] (13T 723t Xfo| 71 YA, A SS5AFRAH, Akl ¢, Fute]
ESAIRAY, X454 Aure] 391, AR, ey FUHT v WA Qo] B3 AREE
°ﬂ¥ﬁﬁ~°1 ZA =] AT,
HEREA o] 73t At ATE SIS AT, AU A eSS A, A Z?Jt“ A &2 ),
AR, A AU v oA & T 1Y, & T 29 A
ZJo]7} gl Ao 2 FRIEN Y, AUkl B3R A H(1H) 7} vl wA] FSA2) %@#ﬂﬂ%i&iﬁ%
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A FAI(SMD -0.36, 95% CI -0.60~-0.13, [*=76%), & F- 2% AHQ] HAA| 55 4138 oM =
21017+ AAUTHSMD -0.14, 95% CI -0.35~0.07, 1*=65%).
Z 75%0A 25 F 371 XEA] AHlEF 2IE Barstoitt. 2| w23 S AW FA(1 )2 B gt
AFollAl= o RARY AEH APEA| Forgo] iRt %7} ZEA| Avlgo] o @otom,
573 FAQE T BIwA] S S & 571 2HSA] ABjEo] thRTtETH 3T 11 9] AtolAe
AtE] Avpr) S5kt
HEREA o] 75t %FL— o= Mgt Ay}, AUy ArteS 2 AT H| IA| & F 19QH)
2(4%) A-oNA B AL i & 371 2B A Avlo] thREE T ¥okom(SMD -1.21, 95%
CI-1.74~-0.69, 12 17%; SMD -2.19, 95% CI -3.47~-0.92,1’=92%), 4919] FJHQH), 2573
FAHAH T H A FATEO] 5 T 1Y AlF0NA ZF dixtol vlsf & & 571 216A] Aol
] =THSMD 0.44, 95% CI 0.07~0.82, 1*=0%; SMD 0.98, 95% CI 0.37~ 1.60). A&2] 72He] U
I AR} Bl of A= F 21 598k 2o 7} §l9)
B £ 428 5 2080 M= & R AEE SAanA] Fofio] 9oF d A g
S8 T 327 AEA 2H[Eo] o Wk, Y R] 22H0)| A= T 27E-8-9]3 2}o] 7} Q1it). WiEREA o]
7FsSt 72 3R ATt e T 19198 e T 2UQ5H) AlFoA B e B R0] X453
= ATRA] FofHo] ngwﬂ} SA ABlEo] f1oF W FX| st HIs] T W2 A 0= LERGom,
0] A2 EITHSMD -0.56, 95% CI -0.88~-0.24, 12:87%,SMD -0.87, 95% CI -1.32~-0.42,
12=95%).
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3.1 =2| H|O|E{H[O] A

3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE® 1946~2iZH7tX|

(AAY: 2022. 8. 23.)
= palsl HMZIH)
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 2 and 3 and 4 2,699
6 animal/ 7,157,123
JE— 7 human/ 20,695,893
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
oo 19 clinical trial, phase iv.pt. 2,359
-RCTZ M5t 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$).tw. 446,138
27 fi]s;ggk;é%););wc.ioub% or treb$ or tripl$) adj (blind$3 or 190,668
28 PLACEBOS/ 35,922
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e o Ztof HMZTHZ)
29 placebo$.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

) 39 9and 38 1,094

3.1.2 Embase 1974 to 2022 August 19

(AMY: 2022. 8. 23.)

1= HH ZA0] BMADKH)
1 continu*.mp. 1,685,562
2 (wound* or incision* or surgical*).mp. 2,319,758
EN 3 (infus* or infiltra* or instillat* or perfus* or irrigat*).mp. 1,295,455
4 (anesthe* or analges*).mp. 861,724
5 1and 2 and 3and 4 6,007
6 animal/ 1,584,259
S 7 human/ 23,826,027
8 6 not (6 and 7) 1,160,635
9 5not8 5,954
10 Clinical Trial/ 1,040,878
11 Randomized Controlled Trial/ 722,744
12 controlled clinical trial/ 466,791
13 multicenter study/ 332,714
03 14 Phase 3 clinical trial/ 61,913
-RCTZ H|st 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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7 o o] ZAZI)

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
E¢t 40 9and 39 1,686

3.1.3 CENTRAL

(B 2022. 8. 23.)

T2 i b Mo HMZATIHH)
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
3 40 #1 and #2 and #3 and #4 3,069
Trials 2,653
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3.2 =L Cl|OIE{H[O] A

(A 2022.8.4.)

Ci|O|E{Hf| O] A b Ll ZiM0] ZMZat H|Z
((("continuous"TALL])) AND ("pain"[ALL])) AND

1 ) - 356
KoreaMed ("anesthesia'[ALL])

2 A 356

1 &% and AI&X and Ot 72
SI=OBR=RHOIE ((IALL=continuous] AND [ALL=pain]) AND 17 IUHLE=R
H|0|A(KMbase) [ALL=anesthesia))

3 A 244

1 (HAH = E%) AND (MA| = X|£E]) AND (MA| = OtH) 134
o KA = i XA = pai R = EIFIN
ST (KISS) 9 (HA| co_ntmuous) AND (FEA| = pain) AND (FIX| 135

anesthesia)

3 A 269

1 (HA: E3) AND (MA| - X&) AND (BIA| : OFF) 69
St WSSk H 2U( (B : pain) AND (&IA| : continuous) AND (FiX| : il ClE-ae

2 . 364
RISS) anesthesia)

3 A 433

1 (MA=53) AND (HA=X|&H) AND (HA=0t5) 107
Rl S E-psl 9 (MF|=continuous) AND (FiX|=pain) AND 249 ==z
F2l(ScienceON) (MA|l=anesthesia)

3 A 356
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