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PP i R B AT 7 2 W )
FR ek R AN RS R 22— , sl i B AR S I (1]
B R FIAE T KU 2 U0AH DG o Hh kLA a2
P & #4 (febrile neutropenia, FN) Fl1 3/4 & dr k7 24
Je sl T S A AT e o ] BT 2 ANSE T3,
A 7 TR FNARS T ) AR A 32 2R TS ]
H2H ORI a3 % X F (recombinant human granulo-
cyte colony stimulating factor, G-CSF) 0] L F{K AL IT
ARG L 200 i 2 g 7 R B R R 2 ) ] K FN
S B ARG , A6 S A i M AR S 7 T 58 T R
KA B VE . 5 B ST 4 A TR E I 45 (NC-
CN) el A R 3wt T2
R FN XU AT 07 58 10 FR A, T4 2% T T 1
i/ G-CSF, 5 & — T b 1 41 Ak 4 e i 54 9 5
( pegylated recombinant human granulocyte colony
stimulating factor, PEG-G-CSF) /& ¥ — > 20 kDa ¥
RLTWE(PEG) 7y 115 G-CSF #H it N A ¥ 2
TR, FA VR PRI | il 25 3k B 18 3R 95 S50 A
PEG-G-CSF F1 G-CSF 7£ 151 Bjj [ e AL 97 J5 v 1 kL 4
Bl B A A5 AR 22 A e 1 DG A IR 15 2 E A, A SC
X Meta 23087 5 7B PEG-G-CSF F1 G-CSF 4 f#
2 F7 A B R AT i Mok A s
AR A, T A T30 B iR A 7 J5 Hh PR 4
Hes 67 7 SR A e R AR UE R i

1 #EREHZE

1.1 Ak

1.1.1 #rg KA FEPLA BRI (randomized con-
trolled trial, RCT) , TiE =B R HE &\

1.1.2 R % OZALUREARGA I i HAtb
AR ORMIE 52 S 40988 B3 bk T 98 5 ()38 [ A
JEPMELL (ECOG) 1R IR BLIE 4 <2 43 5% Kamofsky
EERZS (KPS) $E4) =70 4y ; @34 Y7 Bij ML 4 0 i
BT fg O B O B S, B H AT 2A R
ko

1.1.3 FH## PEG-G-CSF 41by7 1~3 d J5H
U Ad ] PEG-G-CSF Filljj PEiR97 , PEG-G-CSF (15 i
100 pg - kg™ B 6mg/¥K. G-CSF 414ky7 1~3 d
J& 2 UAH ] G-CSF WipitEIGYT o

1.4 #Rar TR RE ATEE 1R
FN RS ALSTIE Z A PN kA%, IRES5 R+
b ARIT G 374 BE PRI L8 R A R 4 R
LA LI A S ) Ta] | et 0 e s A 52 s ] L
SR A B LR R AR SR TPt 20 Bl D P e TR

WHO T S o bR e 7 g 0~ 4 2. FN {912 W
PRUE R o M RE 4 M 45 % (B ( absolute neutrophil
count, ANC)fIEF 0.5x10° - L', 5 ANC X F 1x
107« L™ HAIHAE 48 h ORI T 0. 5x107 - L7, ]
i 85 B T PN IELE =38, 3°C 8 =38. 0°C HLH4kE 1
b Bl UM >38. SCHESE 1 h L by s bE R
VIR B )21 ANC IBARME PR R 51 =2%10 -
L™ A
1.2 Hemirg

WEFEW B LA AT — T BRI AT HEBR : @ PEG-G-CSF
g, G-CSF HIF ML & B & 8 o 2R 20
AEMIBFFT ; @QPEG-G-CSF B, G-CSF ] T8 i T 41
2y 51 0 JA 1T 20 i #8455 s @ PEG-G-CSF 5 G-
CSF FITFRITALIT IR FN; @1 A A N IR YT
s AT [FE 85 s @ FL I AR 22 13 2 OFE AR
DAY SCHR (VAR <20 s FLZAAEAC <10) (2
2 3 DH 52 R F SR GOREAS 52 8 14 SCRIR , AR R AR
[vi Fy 0 A2 i SRR, R 08 T o i 5 @A rh ¢l
SCCHR o
1.3 skt &k R

B MK E Cochrane Library ,PubMed , Embase |
CNKI,VIP ,WanFang Data fil SinoMed % ¥ ¢ , 1% 4&
5F PEG-G-CSF F1 G-CSF i[5 52 A 98 ml bk 294 1k
I7 e PR AR s /0 B R SE FAF ) RCT, K i FR
Bt 2 2019 4£ 2 7R A A A A b S
gk OO R A ORI MR R
a2t N A N G RN S SN A
b CSRER 1= I o = 3 wa N it N H)ZR VS
I PR 12X 36 5 9 SCAG: 2 1) £ 4 : G-rhCSF |, PEG-rhG-
CSF | recombinant G-CSF | pegylated recombinant hu-
man granulocyte colony stimulating factor . filgrastim |
lenograstim , pegfilgrastim | pegylated filgrastim , random-
ized controlled trial, L) PubMed & #i], A& K%
% . Search ( ( ( ( pegfilgrastim [ Title/Abstract ] ) OR
pegfilgrastim [ MeSH Terms | )) OR ( ( pegylated re-
combinant human granulocyte colony stimulating factor
[ Title/ Abstract ] ) OR pegylated recombinant human
eranulocyte colony stimulating factor| MeSH Terms ] ) )
OR ( (PEG-thG-CSF[ Title/Abstract ]| ) OR PEG-rhG-
CSF[ MeSH Terms ] ) AND ( ( ( ((( randomized con-
trolled trial[ Publication Type]) OR controlled clinical
trial [ Publication Type ]) OR randomized [ Title/Ab-
stract | ) OR randomly[ Title/Abstract | ) OR trial [ Ti-
tle/Abstract ] ) OR groups| Title/Abstract ] )
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1.4 Cakif it BB B A KU 3R

H P 44 T 5 35 ok S R A SR 6 a0 42 B A
A AMFFE R D o KUBS: D11, I % A0 A R4 R R AT 58
AR A A ECS5 3 IR e i . BRI
N2 AT 2 AT AR AR S A ANBL T
oA S S O O oy RURS: DA 1) SCBREEE R
SR AR bR AN 4

BT 1 Dt fay XU AN HE Al Cochrane 2848
PR T AT, PR I H A OBEL T R
1R ;@53 BL Ty B it ; @2 5 HEMZIAE E
TR ST s @A R 1k 9 S s %5 SR PR I o8
e @RS s OH AR T . BAPENIHE
Sy v D XU AP i 2 DX 2 A s DRSS AN 175 A
1.5 %ito

KM RevMan 5. 3 B FE4T Meta 734, — 32K
A e SR HAE NS 6 5 B2 (risk ratio, RR) S 00 73 B ¢
i, B R %02 (mean deviation, MD)
RN T Gt i, £ RN 1 YR 959% {57 X
[6] ( confidence interval, CI) . 20 AW} 7% 45 6] i) &
JEMER T Q KRB HEA T o0, IR 45 A 1 o 9
JPER N B WEFEESE R GE T [F) M 5 (P>
0.10,7*<50% ) , W R FH i 22 R 07 AR, 25 4% F 5 4%
A G245 it (P<0.10, 17 =50%) , #5243
B S AR, R IR M PR 5 Jo 44 I R ] BRI A4 oy A
U3 o R RN <} B PE A SOk e Rt fir . 12 2
—HEBRIERS N e Az 30 AT BURE 23 A, LA H) i
SRR ENE o

2 #R

2.1 UHRIFHIRAERLER

0K 3R A5 SC Rk 1 298 B, Hotf Cochrane Li-
brary 399 %% . PubMed 283 %% . Embase 280 %5 . CNKI
87 fe . VIP 88 %5 . WanFang Data 93 s . SinoMed 68
o HERR T A SCRiR S 3R 796 G o a3 Sk A
H 8% 4 0E  IRIE A S HERRARE , & A
18 J 3CHk, B 18 4~ RCTs, WL 1,
2.2 RN TR AR AR B AR By R R A 25

P AABRUER) 18 J5 SCHR, AL A 2 517 ]
B FLrR 10 A4~ ROTs! 57017 14.119.20) st g o )
TR 4 A RCTS' 2 (RS0 5 A ik ELJRE 28
& HAM 4 4> RCTs BBFFEXS 03510 N 9E 45 E
9 O B R U L BT/ A0 s
NABFTE R FEARFAE WAR 1o 9 ABIETE A Bl A2 XU
PSR AR 2,
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B A 3R 3R AT SOk Hoh A% 3R AT S0k
(n=1298) (n=0)
PREVEE/SCS'EIN
(n=796)
el 130 g | HEBR STk
(n=796) (n=726)
[Alree'a HEBR STk :
(n=70) | AEBEHLATIR (=37
[Fl—MEFE (n=8)
| % m A
- o (n=3)
PINTE RSB
W :;;\(r z*gﬁm LA SR 1)
FEARAE (i=1)
l Al (n=2)
I E JEL AT S
ik (Meta 4T)
(n=18)

E1 X#eRMFEREE
2.3 Meta 5#
2.3.1 e & L BB FN R AEF LA 9 T
FLOT SIS G Sk I AR T Meta 43 25
W FESS 1 RN PN A2 307 TP 40 19 22 5 T 4t
P2 & XL [RR=10.70,95% CI (0.46,1.06), P>
0.05], WKl 2, 553K W] PEG-G-CSF 5 G-CSF #f
Ee, X7 5 55— 1 PN R AR SR VE AR 2 .

PEG.G-CSF GCSF Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight M.H.Fixed, 95% C| M.H, Fixed, 05% C|
Green 2003 7 77 11 75 233% 062(0.25151] .

Grigy 2003 014 0 13 Not estimable

Holmes 2002 E 125 27% 1.63[0.18,14.86) T
Halmies JCO 2002 149 18 147 378%  060[0.30,1.23) =W

Park 3013 12 2 20 42% 050005508 e
Znang 2016 PO 5 43 104%  0.40(0.08,1.95] Tt

B 2017 0 3 0 38 Not estimable

T 2018 4 108 5 108 10E%  0.78[0.21,282) ——

MFdE 2010 7% 5 32 11.0%  1.24[0.44,3.54] ——

Total (85% C1) 530 497 100.0%  0.70[0.46,1.06] &

Total events s a7

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2.55, df= 6 (P = 0.86); 7= 0% i T

0.1 10
Testfor overall effect: = 1.67 (F = 0.08) Favours [PEG-G-CSF] Favours [G-CSF]

Bl 2 PEG-G-CSF #1 G-CSF Fph Lk ygsi itk BB fria
%1 BH FN R £ B R ILBRH Meta S 47

2.3.2 W EFZEAEFN g &% gy A 10 Tiff

S0 I AR S Meta 53745 R B

TN, AEZ S FN S A 2807 T 9 20 1 22 S T 58 12

B X[RR=0.80,95%CI(0.61,1.04),P>0.05], i

Kl 3, 41K H PEG-G-CSF 5 G-CSF fHL, XH1ks7
J5i 2R EN A R FLA S

PEG.G-CSF [ Risk Ratio
Study or Subaroup _Events Total Events Total Weinht M-H,Fixed, 95% Cl MH, Fixed, 95% CI
Bozzal 2015 427 5 24 57% 071[022235 ——
Elizabeth 2009 1217 15 17 1B2%  0.80[D56,1.14] i
Graen 2003 1077 15 75 164%  065(0.31,1.35) S
Grigy 2003 014 113 17% 03i[oo1,70]
Holmes 2002 5 46
Holmes JCO 2002 14 187
Huang 2018 0o
Yose 2003 629
Xe 2010 14 375
e 2016 22 3%

25 28%  1.36[0.28,6.50) e
147 303%  0.51[0.28,084] —a—
22 ot estimable
3 63%  1.07[0.39,2.84)
194 B85%  1.21[047,3.09]
164 131%  1.1[0.56,253]

Total (95% C1) 1094 712 100.0%  0.80[0.61,1.04] *
Total events

86
Heterogeneity: ChiF= 5.38, df= 8 (P = 0.72); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect: 7= 1.65 (P = 0.10)

0.01 100

0.1 10
Favours [PEG-G-CSF] Favours [G-CSF]

B 3 PEG-G-CSF #1 G-CSF B oA g =k ik 2 555
I IE & EH FN & £ 15 R LB Meta 47
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F1 MATFROBRASE
R PEG-G-CSF 44 G-CSF 44
WA MRET TR (SR TR g g pance) mg FOE

Xie _ ECTT%. 100 47.1218.81 5
201805 FLRIE TC % 4 pe - kg £ 375 ! 49.2259.24 194 QB3@®
ET 7% 5 6 mg 49.40:8.84 ng * kg
Grigg el . o 100 5
200380 4ty CHOP 5% 6 pe - kg 088203 14T o 67.555.7 13 D@
Park o1 T e 100
201317 T TAC J5 4 6 6mg  46.95:9.19 21 U, 45.29:6.13 20 006
pg *m
Vose [P 100 5
20038 WKEE  ESHAP 7% 2 ! 50.6x13.9 29 Dl 48421509 31 QE®®
ng g ng g
e S ET 7% 4 6mg  52.1£9.2 77 S s.s:lls 75 DQB@G
2003 ° T pg - kg T
Elizabeth | 5
200910 IR VDC % IE 1% 2 6 mg 17.9 7 e ke 18.9 17 @
Zhang o) pegs TAC J7 & 1 100 45 18:8.00 43 S 41351814 43 DBGG
2015[ ] e A ne - kg— . *o. » e kg, . +95.
Huang S s e R 100 5
2018[12] PR AC % 2 ng - kg_l 46.5 24 ne - kg_] 47.5 22 @
Hol = 100 5
ool 1) FLRE AT 5% 4 ot 49ell 46 ! 50+9 235 DRBDG
ng * kg ng * kg
Holmes JCO  _ & Ve 100 5
s00pl 4 FUBRE AT 5% 4 e - k! 50.9+11.7 149 e k! 51.9+11.1 147 QDRQB@®
Bozzoli . .
201515 WEYE  R-CHOP-14 7% 4 6 mg 67 27 300 pg 66 24 ®
2?%@% 45 E s FOLFOX4 J5% 2 6mg  64.01£4.71 36 ne -Skg*‘ 63.81x4.12 32 OB®
PR o He s e 100 5
2018(17] FLIR I EC K% 1 nt - ke 52.36+5.48 45 nit - ke 53.0+6. 18 44 D06
Py e < .
ATEATE ORI ER 5
ezl TP 1 6 40.2+9.98 36 o 42.5%8.57 36
2017 RES e +9-9 ne -+ kg * Ve
e o, ACHEECOIR, o T
nel FLIRE AT 5%, 1 85 . 48.4%9.2 109 M8 48 0+9.8 106 DD
2018 TC Jrass <45kg B <45kg
3 mg 150pg
Fo NI+ _ .
2"51%?& FUE  ACHEL EC % 1 101(3 o 42.3x2.5 40 Sk o 41.622.3 40 B©®
ng * kg ng * Kg
- - S
ey Ui Tﬁcj?; : 100 49.27+9.13 5
201620 DAL g g i o 2 ng - kg 9 336 Dl 49.0120.37 164 2o
i g y_ﬁé—ﬂ%% = {6 mg 49.46+9.63 Mg " X8
2%%% e - - i I_Ol?g,l 44.6x4.1 30 300 pg 45.124.3 30 ®

T = R HOE s 5 R br : OIT RS —JA# FN kA2, OI0T )5 288 FN kA2, OIIT )5 3/4 BRI AN IID K A= 38, @4 BERL A Ik >
TR [A] 5 (VR A0 LI/ Pk A2 16 , O e i L PR 8 i A 36
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*x2

MNFE B R T KU TN 45 R

HASCHR ML 75 SRR Z5EER 4RIENER dRBdEE RN BRI A HoAth f oy
Xie 2018 VN4 AN HE TR XU TR XU IR XU AR RS IR XU
Grigg 2003[°) RiEHE iR o AL o AL IR RNiEHE o AL
Park 201317 TR IR Rt HE o R A R IR R HE R IR
Vose 20038 PNy iR o AL o AL IR RNEHE IR
Green 2003% TR R R TR IR TR IR R IR NGRS R IR
Elizabeth 20091 i HE RNt AN A AN A IR AN IR
Zhang 20151 IR N 5 AU 5 AU IR KNG HE IR
Huang 201812 RiHE PNy T AU T AU TR Rt TR
Holmes 2002 ' RiE#E AR 5 A 5 AU IR KNG HE IR
Holmes JCO 2002!'] IR NiEHE IR IR R IR AN 3E R IR
Bozzoli 20151 Rii4E R HE R R 1R R IR PN IR
PR 20181 RiE#E N5 N 5 N 5 R IR NiEHE NiEE
2 B 201817 TR IR RiEHE o U o IR R XU R #E NGy
firsga 2017118 RiE#E N3 N 5 N 5 R R N NG HE
IT7% % 201811 R HE N HE 7o AU 7o AU R IR Ris%E R HE
25 7 20182 R4 Rt #E TR IR T U R XU R #E KGR
e 2016121 RIS NiEHE 7o AU o AU R IR RiEE PNy
ik 201812 R HE R4 e AU e AU AR s A
2- 3 . 3 3/4 E EF /]ZJ:I_ }Fj ém E@‘ :ﬁ‘ //]\ k /_:t_ $ ®1 1 Iﬁ ﬁj:l: Study or Subgroup Etiﬁlchsgm\ Ev:l;(CESFTnm\ Weight Mr:‘:\kxgda“;fv"d MVHRFiis:egugg‘- cl
Green 2003 65 77 B2 75 14.0% 1.02[0.89,1.18] s -
SR NG GEALTEZY L SRR EE E B S
j NN Vb N, S '_._'4‘: ETN Zl: e 2018 176 369 94 188 27.7% I]BE[DEEI:VM] ::
PERTAMI A AL R ROMAR A Meta SHTS gz % % % 8o emha R
. N N \ %E¢ 2018 3 45 7 44 1.6% 0.42[012,1.52] _j
RN, AR 2ZR TS T FE L[ RR=0.94,95% S M Bep oL T
2% 2018 ¥ 40 6 40 1.3% 0.17[002,1.32] =
C]( 0 87 . 1 02 ) , P > O 05 ] . B—LIJ 4Ao @ 4 Iﬁ E}I: Total (95% C1) 979 767 1000%  0.94[0.87,1.02] L
Total events 481 411
N NN Heterogeneity: Ghi*= 7.60, df= 10 (P = 0.67); F= 0%
% [5.8,9,14] ?&ﬁT{%ﬁE% 2 J?:'_:J;H;q 3/4 E I:'jll‘i*iéﬁ}ﬂ@ Tastorovarsl efect 2= 154 (= 012 O et P i
PEG-G-CSF GLCSF Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
ik >, 27 VT =3 — tudy or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixes H, Fixet
M&ki%o %ﬁkm*ﬁﬂ Meta %*ﬁéﬁ%ﬁm ’ ﬁ (SBIEZ" 20;3 £ 43 75‘ £ 40 s 74 “211.7:& MTU; [DGWB‘T.;‘U:] = Fisjs.‘c
Holmes JCO 2002 63 140 81 145 427% 0.81[064,1.02] +7
HNEZRBSITHE L[ RR=0.80,95%CI(0.68, oo ook REbRL == B
_ f" |: 5 ‘9 , 14] N Tgl:\ ;\9{2’:?: 503 435 100.0% 0.80 [0.68, 0.94] .
0.94),P=0.008], iLI& 4B, (33 Hifff5¢ fiziE
Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.66 (P = 0.008) = Fa?zuzurf. \PEGD—E—DSF] Faunurzs[G—CSH e EC

TALITIG 2 3 FEH 3/4 B v MR An ek A & A R
HEBR I RS2 B )5 , ARV AR Meta 43 BT 45 5 2
NS PRAL) 2 5 G2 B L[ RR=0.77,95% CI
(0.54,1.08) ,P>0.05], LK 4C. @3 Wiffpsg "
R TALITISEE 4 ) 3/4 B v 4 s /b kA=
R HEBRIG R IS BRIV A TR Meta 4347 25
RBR, P22 R G248 L[ RR=0.81,95%
CI(0.61,1.08),P>0.05], UL [ 4D, %55 %W
PEG-G-CSF 5 G-CSF b, o] DL 2 & B IR Aby 7 5 56
2 JEII 3/4 B p vk AN M b K A R AR ) AR
1,3,4 J&30] 3/4 J v P 40 s 2> % A= R 00 1 AR
2.3.4 A FEP AR Y Faet e Q9 Wit
Gy BT RS TG TR SRS 1 A 4 1 kA
R DR B] o HEBRIG RS PP IS, B AL AR N A 75
Meta 4345 5 R BRALRY 22 R IES 4 L[ MD =
-0.12,95%CI(-0.36,0.11) ,P>0.05], lL& 5A, @4
WAgE S Rl T AT R 2 A 4 B kA
P R B] o HEBRIG RSB IS, B AL AR N A 78
Meta 43S R ALY 22 R ES 422 57 [ MD =

PEG-G.CSF GCSF Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _Events Total Events Total Weight M.H,Random, 85%Cl M.H, Random, 95% C1
Green 2003 42 78 38 73 34.4% 1.06[0.78,1.41] -
Holmes JCO 2002 51 138 86 143 36.6% 0.61(0.48,0.79) =
¥ie 2018 50 346 36 174 20.0% 0.70(0.48, 1.03] = = C
Total (85% C1) 558 380 100.0% 0.77 [0.54,1.08) =
Total events 143 161
Heterogeneity. Tau? = 0.07; Chi* = 7.63, df=2 (P = 0.02); F=73% S 7S 3 -
Testfor overal effect Z=1.51 (P=013) oo [PEG-C-CSF] Favours [G-CSF]
PEG-G-CSF G-CSF Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl M-H, Random, 95% C1
Green 2003 3\ 74 34 70 31.9% 1.06 0.76,1.47] ==
Holmes JCO 2002 62 138 78 142 3009% 0.82[0.66, 1.04] —
¥ie 2018 48 338 40 188 281% 060[041,087] == D
Total (95% CI) 548 380 100.0% 0.81[0.61,1.08] -
Total events 148 152
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.04; Chi*=5.08, of=2 (P = 0.08); F=61% s o5 3 -
Testfor overall effect Z=1.42 (P=0.16) Favours [PEG-G-CSF] Favours [G-CSF]

AALITIES LA B AT 2 A
CALSFIEH 3 M D ALSTIES 4 M
Bl 4 PEG-G-CSF #1 G-CSF Fph ek ygsi itk B fr i
3/4 FE PR 40 B D & B O L 3B Meta 5347

-0.16,95%CI(-0.42,0.11) ,P>0.05], W& 5B, 33
RS> RAE T AR 3 I 4 18 sh R4
WD FRFBEINT ] HERR I R S5 B PR 5, Rl ATL 4500 A A
Meta Z3Hr45 R Won , A N 2 R Jegeit2¢ 2 X[ MD =
-0.25,95%CI(-0.67,0.16) ,P>0.05], L& 5C, @3
WRESES " IR T AT IR 4 SR 4 R an i
WD RFBEIT E] o [ SOV Meta 3 A 45 R IR,
W 1Y 22 7 A 481t 5% 5 LMD = -0.23, 95% CI
(-0.42,0.04),P=0.02], LK 5D, Z53 B PEG-



- 790 -

Chin J Pharmacoepidemiol 2019, Vol. 28, No. 12

G-CSF &5 G-CSF ALt , T AR EFEARAI T IS5 4 J5 1
4 BER PR s /D S I 1] XA T R AR 1,2,3
1 4 32 bR A0 D RS N TR] P AR

PEG.G.CSF GCST Mean Difference Mean Difference

—Studvor Subgroup _ Mean S0 Total Mean SO Total Weight IV.Random.95%Cl IV, Rando

Grean 2003 18 14 77 16 11 75 137%  020£0.20,060] =

Grigg 2003 15 1 14 08 12 13 59%  D70R014,154 A
Holmes 2002 13 11 46 16 13 25 92% -030}089,030] —

HolmesJCO2002 17 15 148 18 14 147 167% -0.10+043,023] b,

Park 2013 205 105 20 248 103 21 BS%  -043}107,021] =t

vose 2003 28 26 29 24 27 M 27%  04DF084,174] —

e 2018 108 137 375 10 148 188 182%  -0020027,023) 1

2BF 018 100 101 45 115 103 44 131%  -0.14}056,029] ==

TEw 208 222 158 109 3 159 106 131% -078[1.20,-038) ==

Total (95% CI) 864 656 100.0% -0.12[0.36,0.11] .

Heteroganaity. Tau*= 0.06; Chi*= 17.06, of = § (P = 0.02); I'= 56% ey + t 1
Test for averall effect Z=1.04 (F=0.30) Favours [PEG-G-CSF] Favours [G-CSF]

PEG.GCSF Gos Mean Difference Mean Diference
mesel 0000

Green 2003 11 12 76 08 1 74 241%  020£015055 =

HolmesJCO 2002 07 08 148 11 11 147 320% -040}063.-017] - B

Vose 2003 04 09 22 06 11 20 148% -020(075,035 -+

Xle 2018 048 157 355 064 153 188 201% -016£043,011] *‘

Total (95% CI) 602 437 1000%  0.16[042,0.11) L

Heterogensity: Tau= 0.04 Chi*= 7.94, df= 3 (P = 0.05); 1= 62% % 1

Testfor averall effect 7= 115 (P=0.25) Favours [PEG-G-CSF] Favours |érc5r‘|

PEGGCSF GLSF Mean Difference Mean Difference

1 [N
Green 2003 1112 75 08 11 73 308% 020£0.7,057) -
Holmes JCO 2002 06 09 149 12 14 147 346% 060087033 - C
ie 2018 036 095 345 066 163 174 348% -030}0.56,-004] -
Total (95% CI) 560 304 1000% -0.25(0.67.0.16) &

Heterogenalty Tau®= 0.1, Chi*=11.75, of= 2 (P = 0.003); = 3%

Testfor averall effect Z=1 18 (P=0.24) ;‘mm T.I':ZGVG,_S,. — |ércsl‘|

PEGG.CSF GCSF Mean Difference Mean Difference
Green 2003 111 T4 1 13 70 235% 0001039039 5 B
Holmes JC0 2002 08 12 18 13 15 147 382% -040}0.71,-0.09 e
Xie 2019 05 169 336 071 166 168 38.3% -0.21}4052,010) - Do
Total (95% C1) 550 385 100.0% -0.23[0.42,0.04] *|

Helerogenedty: ChP* = 248, df= 2 (P = 029), P= 19%

Testfor overall effect: 2= 2.39 (P=0.02) ¢

-4 -2 2
Favours [PEG-G-CSF] Favours [G-CSF]

AARSTIRSE LR B ALY IS4 2 JHm

CALITIEHS 3 M D.ALITIRAE 4 FA
B 5 PEG-G-CSF #n G-CSF Wiy SRk =i BEifr e

4 1 ch i R BRI D 45 R e 18] L 3 Y Meta 5347

2.3.5 wiRmamEm D KEZHE SN 4 BF
GO E RS R Meta A3 A4 B R, AE
P 20 Rl A A2 ) 5 TR P 2 1) 25 R T G i
X[ MD=-0.34,95%CI(-0.89,0.21) ,P>0.05], U,
Kl 6. 45 EH] PEG-G-CSF 5 G-CSF ML, X fbyr
Je Hh R A0 L s/ R S I 1] AR FAH 2

PEG.G-CSF GCSF Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% C|
Park 2013 89 16 20 98 08 20 216% 010068088 ==
Zhang 2015 146 191 43 126 131 43 27.5% -010(0.79,0.59 &
2BF 2018 246 18 45 403 402 44 78% -157F267,-027] ==
TF 018 307 198 108 341 215 106 431% -034(089,021] &
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