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Effect of rehabilitation training on rat with spinal cord injuries:a Meta-analysis
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Abstract;: Objective
ticles were searched from PubMed( ~2013) ,CNKI( 1989 ~2013), WanFang Data( ~2013) ,VIP(1989 ~2013) , quality of included article

To evaluate the effect of rehabilitation training on rats with spinal cord injuries by Meta-analysis. Methods Ar-

was assessed with Jadad scale,and available data was analyzed with RevMan 5.0 software. Results 287 related articles were identified , but
only 11 eligible articles were included. The Meta-analysis of BBB score indicated that the rehabilitation training groups were better than con-
trol groups. The BBB score| weighted mean difference (WMD) =1.87,95% CI(1.50,2.33),Z =10.02,P <0.01 ]. There was significant

diffence between two groups. Conclusion Rehabilitation training can improve the recover of hindlimb function.

Keywords : rehabilitation training;spinal cord injuries ; Meta-analysis
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ChaoQun Ye 2010 10 0.91 6 914 048 6 19.6% 0.86[0.04,1.68) el
LaiZhi Zhou 2011 10.2 0.59 10 8.5 047 10 60.9% 1.70[1.23,2.17] O
HuiLan Li 2012 338 05 6 1 063 6 0.0% 2.38[1.74,3.02)
JiePin Lu 2008 164 1.7 5 14 1.2 5 40% 2.40(0.58, 4.22] S
HaiYan Lin 2011 988 217 8 7 227 g 2.8% 2.88(0.70,5.06)
Wei Meng 2012 6.5 0.84 6 3.3 052 6 0.0% 3.20([2.41,3.99]
DongChen Xu 2010 17.35 228 10 1412 1.51 10 46% 3.23[1.54,4.92] -
YanHua Cai 2011 11.89 223 5 8.2 278 5 1.4% 3.69[0.57,6.81)
XiaoJin Ding 2011 166 25 6 128 07 12 3.2% 3.80[1.76,5.84)] e
Xiang Ting Chai 2012 1767 1.8 6 1294 167 6 3.4% 4.73[2.77,6.69) R
Li Li 2011 15.25 1.14 12 817 1.53 12 0.0% 7.08(6.00,8.16)
Total (95% CI) 56 62 100.0% 1.87[1.50, 2.23] ¢
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 22.80, df= 7 (P = 0.002); F= 69% LR
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