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Characteristics and quality of clinical practice guidelines addressing acupuncture interventions: a
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Evidence mapping and overview of systematic reviews of the effects of acupuncture therapies. BM)J 19 15
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Patient values and preferences regarding VTE disease: a systematic review to inform American Society
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Home vs hospital treatment of low-risk venous thromboembolism: a systematic review and 5.9 10
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A guidance was developed to identify participants with missing outcome data in randomized
controlled trials. Journal of Clinical Epidemiology, 2019, 115, 55-63.

Effectiveness and safety of Chinese herbal medicine xuanbi antonE granules for the treatment of
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