Supplemental Digital Contents. 6 Sensitivity analysis

Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment  (UPDRS3 (LI2018 OUT)) MD 95%—Cl
BEEV —— -7.15 [-11.84; -2.47]
MANU ‘B -399 [-5.75;-2.23]
ELEC —i— -3.66 [-6.33;-1.00]
SHAM -1.95 [-5.47; 1.56]
CONV 0.00

Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (XU2020 OUT)) MD 95%-ClI
BEEV — . -7.36 [-12.04; -2.68]
MANU - -4.10 [-5.85; -2.35]
ELEC B -3.40 [-6.34; -0.47]
SHAM 271 [-6.00: 0.58]
CONV 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs, CONV

TreatmenUPDRS3 (MIZUSHIMA12011 OUT))MD 95%-Cl

BEEV —— -6.85 [-11.53; -2.17]
ELEC ——- -3.66 [-6.31;-1.01]
MANU E B -3.39 [-5.33; -1.44]
SHAM -2.04 [-5.40; 1.32]
CONV 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (PARK2007 OUT)) MD 95%—Cl

BEEV -7.35 [-12.04; —2.65]
MANU -4.10 [-5.86;-2.33]
ELEC -3.67 [-6.34; -0.99]
SHAM -2.65 [-6.08; 0.78]
CONV 0.00

-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15

Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (WANG20150UT)) MD 95%-Cl

BEEV —— -7.36 [-12.02; -2.70]
ELEC —— -411 [-7.09;-1.13]
MANU R 3 -4.10 [-5.83;-2.38]
SHAM -2.71 [-5.98; 0.56]
CONV 0.00

Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (KLUGER2016 OUT)) MD 95%-CI
BEEV B -7.72 [-12.15; -3.30]
SHAM —— -4.47 [-8.10;-0.84]
MANU = -4.18 [-5.58; -2.79]
ELEC ' -3.65 [-6.19;-1.11]
CONV | 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (JUNG2006 OUT)) MD 95%-Cl
BEEV —— -7.22 [-11.78; -2.66)
MANU R 3 -4.16 [-5.76; -2.57]
ELEC — -3.66 [-6.27;-1.05]
SHAM -1.87 [-5.35; 1.62]
CONV 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (HUANG2009 OUT)) MD 95%—Cl
BEEV B -7.36 [-12.03; -2.69]
MANU e -4.10 [-5.84; -2.36]
ELEC | -3.47 [-6.26; -0.69]
SHAM —l -2.71 [-5.99; 0.57]
CONV : 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (REN2011 OUT))  MD 95%~Cl
BEEV —— -7.00 [-11.95; -2.04]
ELEC —— -3.67 [-6.42;-0.93]
MANU —- -3.55 [-6.01;-1.08]
SHAM -2.25 [-5.96; 1.486]
CONV N 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (LIU2016 OUT))  MD 95%-Cl
BEEV — -7.36 [-12.06; -2.66]
MANU B -4.09 [-5.86;-2.32]
ELEC —— -3.74 [-6.67;-0.81]
SHAM 271 [-6.01; 059]
conv. 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment (UPDRS3 (CHEN20120UT)) MD 95%~Cl
BEEV B -7.36 [-12.07; -2.65]
MANU E -4.09 [-5.87;-2.30]
ELEC —— -3.69 [-6.88;-0.51]
SHAM —-+ —2.71 [-6.03; 0.60]
CONV 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatmen{UPDRS3 (HARTMANN2016 OUT)) MD 95%~Cl
BEEV — -6.74 [-11.87; -1.62]
MANU F B -4.12 [-5.86; -2.39]
ELEC E -3.66 [-6.33;-1.00]
SHAM -295 [-6.33; 042]

CONV | : | | : : 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV
Treatment  (UPDRS3 (GU2013 OUT)) MD 95%=Cl

-7.36 [-12.05; -2.67]

MANU R B -4.09 [-5.86;-2.33]
ELEC L | -3.62 [-6.44;-0.80]
SHAM -271 [-6.01; 0.59]
CONV 0.00

Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV

Treatment  (UPDRS3 (LU2020 OUT)) MD 95%-ClI
BEEV —— -7.93 [-12.07; -3.80]
MANU -5.01 [-5.82; -4.19]
ELEC - -3.63 [-6.06;-1.21]
SHAM —M— -3.37 [-6.07; -0.66]
CONV 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV
Treatment (UPDRS3 (KONG2017 OUT)) MD 95%~-ClI
BEEV —— -7.36 [-12.06; -2.66]
MANU R 3 -4.09 [-5.86;-2.33]
ELEC i -3.67 [-6.35; -0.98]
SHAM -2.68 [-6.18; 0.79]
CONV 0.00
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Acupuncture + CONV vs. CONV
Treatment (UPDRS3 (CHO2012 OUT)) MD 95%—ClI
BEEV — B -10.19 [-20.72; 0.34]
MANU B -4.22 [ -6.08; -2.35)
ELEC i -3.67 [-6.37, -0.97)
SHAM —— -3.06 [-6.53; 0.40]
CONV ‘ : : : : : 0.00
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MD, Mean difference; Cl, Confidence interval.

BEEV, Bee venom acupuncture+Conventional drug therapy; ELEC, Electroacupuncture+ Conventional drug
therapy; SHAM, Sham acupuncture+Conventional drug therapy; CONV, Single conventional drug therapy;

MANU, Manual acupuncture+Conventional drug therapy.



