%294 %58 Tk K FOF R OF R Vol. 29 No.5
201549 A Journal of Hebei Institute of Physical Education Sept. 2015

i g ) X AR N O 1L FE oy P 38
M) Meta 43t

RIAE, ¥Rk

GEMNZEBE RF R, TR BM 516007

# E: B4 A mEIFREFACKET LRBE LN Y h, F k. ¥k MEDLINE, CNKI, 7 F ¥ %% 5, %3FH
%I REFACOE LB EY AP, R A BRI Lk, #ITXKRERN, BA Statal2. 0 347 Meta 547, £
R 13 BHXEHHIN Meta o7, O I A BMI et EEREBEBER THRA (p<0.0D); QEBUAHSHRF: Fivsk
5] %iBFHE I >8 A R E K& BMI (p<<0.01); #HieTHE M RYrhhnE TR EERKE; O Egger B A R B, 04
Hrimk 3] Hrm BML, 5 B #rintg I Healk % EA4T KR, 5 Baing J Attt 8 BHrintk I ¥ a dfig 6§ kR -F B 2 A
WHBIF, HABEFLEME (p<<0.0D), &it: AAEBEF: Wik I REERKLAC hE LR E F 6 RFA BM =
hERF, SEACKELERRE. $EFHEHE>8 A, BMI) THRAREREF,

KB Hrim; BREA; ST AREE; Meta 547
HESES: G806 STERERER: A

BAENBE/MEM. SME. S0E. SIEWILE. &
JiR & 2R A LA % v PR R LA 45 ML A PO i 6 PR 3R B A
REAREHERMKES, BROMERKRHEZNEEZSE
EEH, BHRRH: REFE—EFU BT E =R
e B AR . B, A R SE 5 B B — e
WA

FEAR S F AN S > 3o AR O L S RS PR IR B W B F 52
T, BERX SRR ERZS . BT BR 2. T g
B LSRG T HRER, WERSHRBETHE
LR, HTHETE SR BB -3, HABEX X
KAV R R SCET o7 B W2 BT R 05T, BAEIEE
S Meta 7047778, FERINLR T 3T AR AL L8 fE R X
WA B R IEYE . 7E BV R B AR S B R ) MR
BEFEahit, JoJaSe M SE BT 78 R 40 991 5% B 4R LB} 24 4K 3R
MiEE .

IR WIE s
L1 W%

H19904F 1 A% 2014 4F 12 A, FIALATFREN “B
MR ST F AN M A S PR RS SO H SCSTRR
L2 MRFAE
L2.1 X#bEFE

SCHR R R BB E & 5 MEDLINE. SpringerLINK,

Wi BHEY: 2015-04-11

XERS:

1008-3596 (2015) 05-0052-08

OVIDBP. CNKI, 7775, 4%, 6 3RIEOHE F# T8
1A A #%: Yago. adults, BMI, blood pressur, blood glu-
cose, lipid, A7 3CHUHE R E B EHE: WM. BE A
BMI, Ifi . m#A%. IMAg. M RERER 1990 £, BE
2014 42 12 B, FiB SO PSP MA R I
1.2.2 SANAFREAL B 3547

PAIE: OPFRBIH AR RiXK; OQNEW K-
wam. mE. i, mig; ORIEMEIEEN; OFHA
Wz s AL I I, BYIE. SRR OB RS REUE R
. M. &Rk BML ME OREE. &F5KE . 1
B, HM=FE. M.
1.2.3 FH#H#®

BAFEYLN IR I 2 4R MR > T35, *d
AR T ARATMER S LS, AT RRREALE,
1.2.4 X#keRERH

PR E GREIZE, m2a0 M fEBRSCH S E
H. RERIE., BIMAEIEZR, BEREER, FES
W, HAEMEELERER, TERREFRTERD
EE RIS, BEB=AS SRR, Jadad #RIF
WA ASCER R &, TEM AR BEVL. B, RU/AR
B SO BT R RIEZE BT AR R Fl g, 0—5
i, <2HAANMREEWE, =30 ARERE
R

BEETH: B84 ARBSEESTE (2011]01151); EMNEESEHFTFHEMETRH (JG2014027)
EE® . HHE (1968—), B, ZRUBMA, BIER, 8L, M hiasitEs,



554 KAFE, F: AEIFRFACLE LR EE YA Meta 247 53
L3 SitaHh B, HERRIRLE, BAH 13 RS BTRRME, YA Meta

Statal2. 0 (Meta D) #HATHIEAIE. 5557, AL
BRI RGP S DT B e . R B R R B M A I 4
R BEWRER 0.1, FAREHRIBRHET K. p<
0.1, I">50%, FIESFHYE, RARIBNER; p>0.1,
IP<50%, FRTERITHE, SR E @ AR

MAFRG RN AR TR . ARG R N BMIL, i
E. HERE. Hlm=EMnEsensnE. aER%EeT
TR AR B T BB AR A FHE . A IR BT 5
ZFREFER 0. 05 1 0. 01, p<<0.05 Fl p<<0.01 TR FEF
FEREMEE BERITFE L.

SoF AR R G e Tl e TR 2 0 T T e B2 B [ R AT 4 43
B, HTFRERIE. RFEMFR A Egger K.

2 &R

2.1 XEWRERFETM
AR, PR 51RO, @ EE. 2K

ST . HH RSO0 7 5, JEICOCHk 6 5 6 R
B, IBRBREV/ABE, 13 53CHk Jadad B FIFH 8
4 0—34%4 (B D,

HUCE A PR 2 BRAG IR SRR

(n=51)
v FERR ORI BE <
RV TR S LMNE (n=4)
(n=36) THHIE<4 B (n=3)

v LRI (n=3)
L B IR SR HHUR L (n=4)

(n=20) WIRBHAGH (n=2)
v
RENZ AR 1430k p HEBRSCHRAOEE -
(n=17) WA R B A TIE (n=1)
L TBEHL ST (n=1)

PG b 42 300k
(n=13)

W B ARG (n=2)

1 XEFERENRER

R1 WA Meta 53 CEREIE AHFE

e Xf B Xt B4 SBTTa]/JE

SCHR BRET R/ Jstin) K/

Bi%  F/E BB R/ mH H/min Gk /A MEHL B .

Shantakumari®®et. al 50 45.51/7.98 50 44.46/10.98 Hiffl = 50—60 7 12 5 KB 5
Gordonet, al 33 38.95/2.84 35 44.59/0.57 Hifln = 50—60 7 16 5 I I
McDermott!® et, al 20  47.0/9.7 18 47.2/9.1  #ifm  60—75 7 5 x I
Yang"et. al 12 51.7/4.9 10 51.7/4.9  Hfm  60—70 7 ' K H
Singh™et, al 30 35—60 30 35—60 Hifn 30—45 7 7 5 K 5
R 12 20.16/1.19 12 20.02/1.31 ®ifmn  50—60 4 16 5 A T
] fstel 20 21 20 21 ®iim  60—70 3 8 5 A B
2 [ ) 90 19.68/1.03 90 19.08/1.03 il  60—90 3 16 5 I T
Raghuram{™ et al 129 53.34/6.42 121 52.6/6.85  Fiffi = 50—60 7 24 5 x I
B R 30 18—22 30 18—22 Hifm  40—45 7 8 5 I T
HEEet al 35 50.60/1.27 36 50.19/1.45 il 40—50 3 24 5 KB T
Bagge 30 20—21 30 20—21 ®ifln  40—60 7 16 5 K Tc
22t 20 28.20/2.24 20 28.36/2.05 il  50—60 3 20 5 I T

2.2 WRSAERTES

YPIN Meta SpHTIBFSEXT G2 3L 1 013 &, HifinZ S A%
511 A, THRA B AL 502 N, A Meta HTHFFRH 13 58
CERA AR B ET, 7R BEDS, 28 EEMT,
2% FRABRASEEKE, 16 FEm™, 14,

4RI RN S MO E ERE ERR (BMLL I
E. JHERE. BHW=F. 0¥ ZFEEBE,. HRIBMRE
WESHEE—TU LFEHLONERRER, BWRED
VU E R PR R IRYE . BFRM R TG 1 TC kil
REHE: L, BE, FBH/RSCKRIEH; &8 mpER £
ARETE: Bk, RIS, SRR .
2.3 Meta S ER
2.3.1 #mG S 2RFAC T LG E K Y H Meta 5

MER

2.3.1.1 HAMZR>I 3 B4R A BMI IR Meta 43Hr 45 51

9 NI SR> Xt BMI 2 ma i B 5X 45 R & 40, p=

0.000 (p<<0.1), I!=098.0%, HFEBREHRFEE, RHME
VIR E R BT A 5E . S RNEEANE. s
B, &M A —0.778, 95%CI (—1.052, —0.504),
»=0.000 (p<<0.01), HifNg:>J) 41 BMI KRR 53 B4
ZEKEFEFEE BENRITEEL (B2,

sudy %
MORSIL CY vt

27 Qs
277 Qo7 =
Singh (2008) I
?? Qw9
‘Shen takum arf (2013) -

WHITEH, 015 RS
HTATIDR, 0.7 PG
IR, -0.26) TS
AW, -0.05 292
AT, -0.36) B3
HTIRI,-0.85 TR0
WEIRR, 017 M5
QNEPE®, 074 M3
= THGCE, 040 Y050
TG, -063 R0

b =4

B2 #ing S E A BMI ZIma R
Meta 5 #7 FR #R B



54 Mok oK OFOFE B OF R # 29 %
T2 PANHARWERBE (—)
Cholesterol/(mmol/L) Triglyceride/ (mmol/L) BMI
SR FHiAET o5 FHiRT THE FHiAET s
SO XTHRZH SR XPERA SCiOdH XFER4 LIRd XPHR4 L4 XPER4 sSEed XWHR4
Shﬁf?]“‘ 244.86 25.74 219.54 235.23 151.88 172.74 130.11 197.91  25.1  24.7  23.6  25.0
:f‘al (28.09) (37.60) (32.02) (26.64) (43.08) (52.55) (28.82) (130.11) (1.5) (L9 (1.4 (2.1
Gordon™  201.33 183.96 188.79 185.397 238.95 287.01 224.018 305.48 B B B B
et. al (3.55) (1.93) (2.78) (1.93) (6.90) (16.46) (5.58) (15.94)
Xct‘fgg 200.72 204.58 165.98 177.56 168.24 194.80 159.38 185.94  28.4  26.9  28.4  27.9
etoal (46.32) (30.88) (7.72) (7.72) (70.84) (106.25) (61.98) (97.4) (5.3 (3.00 (5.1) (3.6)
Yang'”? 209.8 198.8 193.3 187.6  120.5 98.3  109.0 114.3 B B B B
et. al (33.6) (46.5) (32.1) (34.1) (41.3) (48.1) (46.6) (47.9)
Singh™  185.60 187.40 169.37 182.90 162.93 163.77 137.37 157.93  26.12 25.8  24.6  26.1
et. al (45.86) (45.44) (37.14) (47.66) (79.21) (41.44) (58.78) (38.44) (1.5 (1.8 (L4 (2D
. 171.38 168.69 156.33 169.45 106.2 106.2 95.63 105.37 30.1  30.1  28.5  33.1
(9.26) (13.51) (14.28) (11.19) (9.74) (36.29) (15.94) (7.08) (1.78) (L.6) (LD (2.9
—_ 194.16 166.37 167.138 158.26  86.73 76.99 75.26 71.72 B B B B
(12.35) (4.25) (6.176) (3.86) (7.97) (4.43) (6.19) (2.66)
25.2 247 225  24.6
[9] . . _ . . _ . _ . . . .
IS @3 @2 @9 @
Raghurand™® 221,33 219.33 183.33 217.67 228.00 237.46 175.30 114.88  26.6  26.2  24.5  25.8
et. al (23.86) (12.20) (65.73) (29.31) (80.99) (70.17) (60.00) (47.15) (2.3 (2.1 (19 (2.3
%mﬁ[m] — — J— — — J— — J— J— — J— —
R _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . 24.4 24,3 217  23.3
et. al ©.7 0.6 (L5 (0.6
20.5 20.5  20.5 211
S5 [12] . . _ . . _ . _ . . . .
BH an an a® Ao
20.1 201 19.1  20.1
[13] . . _ . . _ . _ . . . .
SR @2 @2 1LY (2.2
K3 PANARERBME(Z)
1/ (mmol/L) W45 e /#75K FE /mmHg
Sk F AT s FHiAET o5
S Xt B4 vy XTHRZH vy XTHRZH SEIGAH T HR4H
Shantakumari™® et, al — — — — — — — —
Gordon™ et, al — — — — — — — —
120. 6 115.2 115. 2 115.2
. ) ) i ) B B B B

McDemmottet.al 167y (34 9) 16.2)  (28.8)

Vang et. al 90. 1 91.2 92.8 95.8  119.3(14.3) 115.7(15.9) 161;'31((97'07)) 119. 3(13.9)
& ek (11.5) (13.9) (L7 (10.8)  68.7(8.3) 68.9(9.5) SN 72.6(7.5)

172.9 174. 4 133.8 167. 4

. i ) ) ) B B B B

Singh™etal 4576, (36.9) (38.8) (3.3
ﬁgﬁz[ﬂ — — — — — i i _—

97.9 89.3 89.1 84.1
- ) ) i X B B B B
i (8.6) 3.4 4.9 2.2
I - - - - - - - -
147. 2 153. 8 135. 52 142. 5
[15] . . . . — — — —
Raghuram ™et.al 0575y (41 1) 6200 (50.7)
128.9(4.8) 128.5(4.6) 119.9(4. 1) 129.0(4. 6)
Sl10] — _ _ _
BRI 85.9(3.6) 85.9(3.3)  80.5(3.0) 86.7(2.9)
130.9¢3.2) 131.3(3.6) 125.1(2.3) 131.3(3.5)
[11] i _ _ _

BEF et al 80.1(2.2) 79.6(1.9)  75.5(3.9) 79.5(1.9)
- B B B B 119. 7(10. 5) 114.7¢10.5) 116.1(8. 8) 116. 7(11. 5)
> 71.4(6.5) 71.3(6.5)  68.5(5.6) 72.2(7.5)
— - - B - 112.9(4.2) 113.9(3.3) 109.5(3.7) 114.7(3.9)
s 75.1(6.2) 73.9(4.7)  73.3(5.5) 73.8(4.5)




%53

KAFE, F: AEIFRFACLE LR EE YA Meta 247 55

2.3.1.2  FAMGRS XA MMEZ R K Meta 8745 5%

5AHIN SR X M MRS RE I, p=
0.000 (p<<0.1), I*=84.3%, FHERBH TN, KA
VUSRS, SR RANEREAS M, SWER, IR E
—0.009, 95% CI (— 0.615, 0.597), p=0.976 (p >
0.05), Hufnss>J A mpEREIRREE SXTRAZ BN EF AR
BHIT#EX (B3,

Sy %
D W% ) Vicht
Sindh (2008) —_— SERAD, 035 TS
Yang (2013) —-—.— LA, 0F) 666
27 (D13 ————— A5,208) 848
MDermott(2014) —-— GBLEBL 050 853
Rechran (14 -t-— DH9T883,011) €300
Overall (squared =343% p=0000) @ DE81,000)  HWBM
= =

3 Hfngs S 3R E A AR R A
Meta 7 # FR ¥R B
2.3.1.3  Hings>) X RAE N AR MR Meta 53474558

Sdy %

D BTG ) Wt
Singh (2008) —_— SELHOEE,0.19) 1063
? 7 (m9) _ RIS, 0.17) 384
Yang (2011) —_— 0ARE0ET, 1.01) 307
Gord on (2012) i —— tdoW®,1%) #95
Shantakumari Q013) — SARGOAB, 0.13)  ¥HE5

27 m3) ——— 7e®89,245) 55

—_—

MeDerma t (2014) LN, 0.78) 585
Raghuram (014) = AFPLIR, 0.41) 45
Overall (Fsquare d=92.5%, p = 0.000) Q anEedoy,0.13) ORI
Y
T T
o 1 25

4 HE&IXNHREAN TG EmE R
Meta 53 #7 FR #R B

aud %

D WEHIFOC) Wt
|

Sroh(208) Y SUROE010) 1461

29 owg —_ QMEIR004) 485

Vang(011) - o067 €58

Conon(MM2)  —*— REP80,550) 200

Sherakurmeri (208) & TREPN031) 865

27 poty —1-- aRp, 135) P80

MeCermmott (D14) -0- SBEOIW,051) P2

Reghuram (2014) ‘-- wATES, 135) 45

Overall (1=scpered =065% p=0.000) Q 300,033 WR0
H

5 HM&SIXREA TC N
Meta 4>tk #h &

8 ANHIMEE I XA E M TG F1 TC MMM R RE I+
A, p=0.000 (p<<0.1), I?=92.5%; p=0.000 (p<<
0.1, I"'=96.5%; ¥WHEREBKREM, HR ALK
BRI TR . SRNEEAHE . SHER, &3
B E—0.091, 95%CI (—0.764, 0.582), p=0.791 (p
>0.05); —0.810, 95%CI (—1.845, 0.225), p=0.125
(p>>0.05), Hif>J 41 TG F1 TC (FRBRESx BH >
ERERWAEBERITERL (B4, B,
2.3.1.4  FMZR > X AR AN R0 F) Meta 53845 5%

5 ANHANGR S X s B ET ik B MM TR G RG34
#, p=0.000 (p<<0.1), ?=289.7%; p=0.000 (p<<
0.1, I’=85.3%; ¥WHERRMWTEM, HRAREHLN
BRGEFT TR . SRNEREARNE . SHER, 63
Aoni g —1.220, 95%CI (—2.107, —0.334), p=0.007
(p<<0.01); —1.182, 95%CI (—1.914, —0.450), p=
0.002 (p<<0.01); Hfingh>J LHlkds EAET Ik IR FEARARRE 5%
BAZRKERHEFEFEENRITEEL E6. BD.

Stdy *

[ SwBHB3% C neight

72 (2008) DWEST, 0.4 042

—_—
Yang (011) —_-——— BAGRERII, 0.3) T4

227 (013 —_— @GS, -149) 3222
—_—

220 ot ——

Overdl (Isquaed= 897%, p=0.000) 0

277 @13 “PIEREMOS, -058) 827

DWG@TL, -14T) 1035

~ds0sidt, -030) 0,00

6 Hrfingk =) 3 pE A W48 IE R IR LR 1
Meta 5> #r fR Hh &

suly %
D IO C) waicht
22 (DB E—'o-— Y O5) 275
g (01 —o—é- BEGHE ) &
222 o1y —-hE— w179 077) 2819
222 o1y E —_— amner2 053 480
277 Qo4 —_— BT A4 180

Ol (-soured = 86.9%, p= 0.0D) 0 awENa3 079) @
Y

7 Hufngk )3 R A EFSK E R ISR
Meta 5> #r fR Hh &

2.3.2 TAHSIER

&P T BML, I ERON B # AT A S, SRE
7, BN R R R ELR A FIH AT B S (8] 405l B
MR B (R 4.



56 qo0dk K OF

F R OF R

£29%

2.3.2.1 FEREFRELRISFIIMGR #5520 (8] x5 BMI 20 f)
WA

B8 EAfIERAXT BMI R MmAYIEH 547 FR

Ao mnEaRE RN REAN 6 B RHRET BMI
W EEREAL (p=0.000), 0> fEK H R 7EIE® EEKM 3
AT MR RE BMI # BRI (p=0.418) (B &, M
gk > FeSeat Rl > 8 JH Y 6 BT HE T BMI i) B 2 B AIK
(p=0.000), HiME> <8 AW 3 MR MAHRE BMI
BERML (p=0.105) (F4),
2.3.2.2 ELABRIRRASFIEANGR > Regead E] X i R A
T
DI fER R RIEIEH WER 4 RO T Ew
BERK (p=0.008), BZLMERKREERN 1 BHRER
RERBEENBERIK (p=0.274), BZLMEBREZR
B 1 R RGE T 65k R B FEK (p=0.000), 010 %
fEmEREEFTWER 4 BRI E A K ER B EREK
(p=0.012) (FE 41,

£ 4 BWiMESI XA EA BMI F010 E R0 ZR BT H S

BMI K #FIKE
SCHRBE ? SCHRBE ? SCHRBE P
Bz ghed R JAE0
>8 A 6 0. 000 4 0. 048 4 0. 009
<8 J 3 0.105 1 0. 000 1 0. 000
Habpm RS

BgomEsKRER 6 0. 000 1 0. 274 1 0. 000

O ML B PR R T IE R Y 3 0. 418 4 0. 008 4 0.012

HAngs > Bearnd 5> 8 JE 1Y 4 SR R IRE RS EK B
EREE (p=0.048), HfNsh>] FeeeatE>8 M 4 MR
REFHEN BEEM (p=0.009), HiNgI<8 Fm 1
RPFFARIE T 4R E AT I R B EFE K (p=0.000, p=
0.000) (FE 4D,

2.3.3 REREASIER

Egger 1030 & £ MM . 9 & IANHNS > &g BMIL, 5
RN RHINGE > B s AP SR FE . 5 RN GE S B
W A L 8 A S FAIN S T B v i A A SCRR VRS <} T X B 3
B (B 9—& 14); Egger K In 45 R 8w Mg 5% m
BMI., b, W4EE. &FikE. TG, TC KSR LB E &
K FE5.

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

0r ]
© o]
a
=-1r
n
_2 Il L I
0 0.2 0.4 0.6
s.e.of:SMD

9 Hufings >3t BMI Mm% R K <+ B 54

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
2 —

O

Il o 1 ]
0 0.2 0.4
s.e.of:SMD

B 10 Hfings S 3mSR e R B2

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

or @)

-0.5 o
a-10+
&

-150 ©

201 | 0o L

0 0.2 04
s.e.of:SMD

B 1L i TR E R RO 447



%53

KAFE, F: AEIFRFACLE LR EE YA Meta 247 57

Begg's funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits
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Meta-analysis of Effects of Yoga Exercise on Cardiovascular
Risk Factors of Adults

ZHANG Ming-jun, YE Xue-qiu

(Department of Physical Education, Huizhou University, Huizhou 516007, China)

Abstract: Objectives: assess the effect of yoga exercise on cardiovascular risk factors of adults. Method: search over the MED-
LINE, CNKI, WanFang in Chinese periodical Database to acquire literature references of previous assessment concerning the
effect of yoga exercise on cardiovascular risk factors of adults, and evaluate the literature quality, and then make meta-analysis
by Stata 12. 0. Results: Thirteen articles are adopted to conduct meta-analysis. (1) Decrease degree of BMI and blood pressure
in yoga groups are greater than that in control groups (p<<C0.01). (2) Subgroup analysis shows that decrease degree of BMI in
yoga groups with exercise duration of more than eight weeks is greater than that in control groups (p<<0.01), duration of yoga
intervention does not influence the overall effect of blood decrease. (3) Publication bias by Egger test. Funnel plot of nine arti-
cles about effect of yoga on BMI, five articles about effect of yoga on systolic and diastolic blood pressure, five articles about
effect of yoga on blood sugar and eight articles about effect of yoga on blood lipid, is symmetrical and there is no significant pub-
lication bias (p<C0.01 ). Conclusion: The available evidence indicates that yoga significantly reduces BMI and blood pressure
levels of adults with cardiovascular risk factors. For those who have cardiovascular risk factors, or those who do yoga exercise o-
ver 8 weeks, the decrease of BMI is more obvious.

Key words: Yoga; adults; cardiovascular risk factors; Meta-analysis





