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The effect of foot reflexology on fatigue in hemodialysis patients: 
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Highlights: (1) This study found that foot reflexology 
reduced fatigue levels. (2) The 10-session foot reflexology 
was the most effective. (3) This study will guide nurses 
and health workers. (4) Reflexology is one of the non-
pharmacological methods used to relieve fatigue.

Objective: this meta-analysis study analyzed the effect of foot 
reflexology on fatigue in hemodialysis patients by combining the 
results of independent studies on this subject. Method: meta-analysis 
study. A literature search was conducted in seven databases. The 
methodological quality of the included studies was assessed using tools 
proposed by the Joanna Briggs Institute. Comprehensive Meta-Analysis 
v3 was used for meta-analysis. Results: eight studies were included 
in the meta-analysis. The result of the meta-analysis standardized 
mean difference = 1.580 (95% Confidence Interval = 1.075 – 2.085 
p = 0.000). The result of the subgroup analysis performed based on 
the number of foot reflexology sessions standardized mean difference 
= 1,478 (95% Confidence Interval = 1,210 – 1,747, p = 0.000). 
Conclusion: it was concluded that foot reflexology can be used to 
reduce fatigue in hemodialysis patients. No information was provided 
in the investigated studies about the possible side effects and negative 
effects of foot reflexology. 

Descriptors: Hemodialysis; Fatigue; Reflexology; Foot Reflexology; 
Meta-Analysis; Hemodialysis Patients.
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Introduction 

The application of hemodialysis, one of the treatment 

methods in individuals with chronic renal failure, aims to 

improve quality of life and prolong life span in patients(1-2). 

The signs and symptoms of kidney failure are brought 

under control with the help of hemodialysis treatment. 

However, renal failure and hemodialysis treatment may 

cause other problems as well. Depending on the treatment, 

patients experience fluid and electrolyte imbalances, 

hypotension, muscle cramps, nausea, vomiting, fatigue, 

fever, uremic itching, tendency to infection, and endocrine 

anomalies. These effects cause physical, emotional, and 

psychological problems and deterioration of general 

health status(3-4). Symptoms of fatigue, which occur as 

muscle weakness, waste accumulation and inflammatory 

processes and create a feeling of burnout in patients, 

are among the most critical problems associated with 

hemodialysis(5). According to the literature(6-7), fatigue 

was reported in 80-85% of the patient. 

According to the literature, hemodialysis patients 

have lower physical functions compared to individuals 

with other chronic diseases(8). It has been reported that 

patients with fatigue experience limitations in their social 

lives and physical activities, difficulties in business life, 

and difficulty making use of their spare time(9-10).

Studies indicate that non-pharmacological methods 

should be used to manage symptoms such as weakness, 

muscle cramps, and fatigue caused by hemodialysis(11-13). 

Yoga, meditation, acupressure, social support systems, 

and exercises are among the methods used to relieve 

the symptoms of fatigue(12-14). Reflexology is one of the 

non-pharmacological methods used to relieve fatigue 

in hemodialysis patients(15). Reflexology is a technique 

based on applying pressure to the reflex points on the 

feet, hands, and ears as representative of all organs, 

glands, and parts of the body(16). Using pressure to the 

determined reflex points with the fingers helps maintain 

homeostasis and alleviates or even eliminates individuals’ 

health problems by non-pharmacological means(15-17). 

Reflexology increases blood circulation, nerve stimulation, 

and endorphin release. Reflexology is a safe, easy-to-

apply, cost-effective non-invasive practice that is effective 

for many symptoms when correctly applied(16-18). It was 

reported(18-20) that foot reflexology applied to hemodialysis 

patients decreased their fatigue levels and increased their 

physical activities.

This meta-analysis study analyzed the effect of 

foot reflexology on fatigue in hemodialysis patients 

by combining the results of independent studies on 

this subject. 

Method

This systematic review and meta-analysis was 

reported according to the updated Preferred Reporting 

Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses 

(PRISMA) guidelines. The review protocol was registered 

in PROSPERO (CRD42020223148). 

Search strategy

A literature search was conducted in PubMed, 

Cochrane, Google Scholar, Scopus, ScienceDirect, Ovid 

Total Access, and EBSCO databases. Medical Subject 

Headings (MeSH) terms and text words were used 

as follows: (“hemodialysis” OR “dialysis”) AND (“foot 

reflexology” OR “reflexology”) AND (“fatigue’’). The 

following filters were used in all databases in the search 

strategy: ‘’Full text’’, ‘’2010-2022 years’’, ‘’Article types: 

randomized controlled trial, research articles’’, ‘’English 

Language’’.  The studies that were accessed after the 

review were examined in regard to inclusion criteria to 

determine which studies to include in the meta-analysis. 

The literature review covered the studies conducted 

between 2010 and 2022. The literature review was carried 

out by two independent researchers. 

Inclusion criteria

The PICOS framework was used to determine the 

inclusion criteria for the meta-analysis: Population: 

adult patients (≥ 18 years old) undergoing hemodialysis 

therapy; Intervention: foot reflexology interventions; 

Comparison: patients in the control group received 

usual care. Patients in experimental group received foot 

reflexology. Pre- and post-test comparison in studies 

with a single sample group; Outcomes: studies that 

reported fatigue as a side effect of hemodialysis, and 

Study design: randomized controlled studies, case-control 

studies, experimental studies, quasi-experimental studies. 

Others inclusion criteria: studies conducted between 2010 

and 2022; that provided the necessary findings for meta-

analysis; studies with full text available and published in 

English language.

Exclusion criteria

The study excluded the following: reviews, systematic 

reviews and meta-analyses, case reports, descriptive 

studies and articles that were not suitable for the purpose 

of the study. 
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Data selection and extraction

Results from electronic databases were downloaded 

and saved in EndNoteX9. Duplications were identified 

and removed through the EndNoteX9 program. After 

subtracting duplications, the remaining results were 

scanned by two investigators (SŞ and SG) - titles and 

abstracts. The researchers then reviewed the studies’ full 

texts that met the inclusion criteria. After taking the full 

text of potentially relevant articles and uploading them to 

the EndNote software, the researchers conducted a full-

text-level evaluation to select the appropriate articles to 

be included in this meta-analysis. Finally, studies that met 

the inclusion criteria in the meta-analysis were identified. 

At each step, disagreements and inconsistencies were 

discussed and resolved with an independent reviewer 

until a consensus was reached. 

A data coding system was used for the included 

articles in the final stage. Author, year, origin of the 

studies, study design, intervention time and sessions, 

scales, analyses used, pre and post-test results, and test 

results such as t and p were recorded. Each researcher 

separately extracted the characteristics of the studies. 

It has been checked and verified on two datasets by an 

independent researcher. Any disagreements were resolved 

through discussion among all authors. The authors 

were contacted for further information if necessary (for 

example, if data were not explicitly reported).

Literature quality appraisal (Risk of Bias in Included 
Studies)

The Joanna Briggs Institute Checklist (JBI) was used 

for quasi-experimental studies and randomized controlled 

trials. According to JBI, quality assessment of randomized 

controlled trials are evaluated in 13 categories. Quasi-

experimental studies are evaluated in nine categories. 

The risk of bias was rated as unclear, low, and high. The 

risk of bias for each trial was assessed independently 

by five review. Two of the evaluators are the authors of 

this study and three are independent evaluators from the 

study. Each study was reviewed to determine whether 

it had minimized the possibility of bias in its design, 

conduct, and analysis. Each study was scored based 

on adherence to the appraisal tools (Yes = 1, Unclear 

or No = 0), and an overall percentage was applied(21). 

According to the results of the quality evaluation made 

according to JBI, score and risk status of the studies are 

given in Figure 2.

It was summarized using The Grading of 

Recommendations, Assessment, Development and 

Evaluation (GRADE) approach, which assesses evidence 

from multiple perspectives, including certainty, study 

design, risk of bias, inconsistency, indirectness, and 

precision. GRADE divides the certainty of evidence into 

four levels: high, moderate, low, and very low.

The assessment was conducted in GRADEpro by the 

primary author and verified by a second author.

Data analysis method 

Comprehensive Meta Analysis V3 (CMA), a statistical 

package program, was used for meta-analysis. EndNote 

X9 program was used to store the studies obtained after 

review to separate duplicates and Microsoft Office Excel 

program was used to save the data of these studies and 

transfer them to CMA.

As the studies used different measures for the 

outcomes of interest, the standardized mean difference 

was calculated (standardized mean difference) to 

determine the effects of the intervention in the 

experimental group compared to the control group. Effect 

size magnitudes were interpreted as 0.2 ≤ standardized 

mean difference < 0.5 = small, 0.5 ≤ standardized mean 

difference < 0.8 = moderate, and 0.8 ≤ standardized 

mean difference = large. When the studies measured 

outcomes at multiple follow-up time points, post-test 

outcome measures, conducted immediately after the 

intervention, were used.

This study utilized the standardized effect size 

when the effect sizes were calculated for each study(22). 

The standardized mean difference was calculated at 

the 95% confidence interval (lower and upper limit). I2, 

p and Q values were evaluated to determine the level 

of heterogeneity. An I2 value higher than 75% indicates 

marked heterogeneity between studies and 75%, 50%, 

25%, and 0% were shown as high, moderate, low, and 

no heterogeneity, respectively(23).

The meta-analysis results pointed to high 

heterogeneity (I2=86,670). For this reason, the random 

effects model was used in the interpretation of the meta-

analysis results. In addition, subgroup analyzes were 

performed for factors such as the scale used in the studies, 

the duration of hemodialysis, and the foot reflexology 

practice session.

Results

A total of 1233 studies were reached as a result of 

the literature review. Following the PRISMA Flowchart 

(Figure 1), a total of eight studies(18-20,24-28) were included 

in the meta-analysis (Figure 1). 
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Figure 1 - PRISMA Flowchart of study selection. İzmir, Turkey, 2019-2020

Two of these studies(18,27) were randomized controlled 

and six studies(19-20,23-26) were quasi-experimental. The 

total sample size of the studies included in the meta-

analysis was 216 for the control group and 273 for the 

experimental group. The studies(18-20,23-27) were conducted 

with a small sample group (n<50). The characteristics 

of the studies included in the meta-analysis are given 

in Figure 2.

Author (Year)
Country Design Sample size Scale Intervention

Hemodialysis 
frequency 

(times 
per week)

Frequency and 
duration

Risk of Bias 
Assessments

Özdemir, et al. 
(2013) 

Turkey(18)

Randomized 
Controlled 
Research

Experimental 
Group: 40 

Control 
Group: 40

Piper Fatigue 
Scale

Experimental Group: 
Usual care + Foot 

Reflexology
Control Group: 

Usual Care

3

3 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks: 1
Total session:3

Low Risk 
(10 points)

(continues on the next page...)
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Author (Year)
Country Design Sample size Scale Intervention

Hemodialysis 
frequency 

(times 
per week)

Frequency and 
duration

Risk of Bias 
Assessments

Ünal and Akpınar 
(2016)

Turkey(28)

Randomized 
Controlled 
Research

Experimental 
Group:36 
Control 

Group: 37

Visual Analog 
Fatigue Scale

Experimental Group: 
Usual care + Foot 

Reflexology
Control Group: Usual 

Care

2

2 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks:4

Total session:8

Low Risk 
(10 points)

Anushamole, et al. 
(2016) Indıa(20)

Quasi-
experimental 

Research

Experimental 
Group:30  

(Pre-post test)

Piper Fatigue 
Scale

Experimental Group: 
Usual care + Foot 

Reflexology
2

2 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks:3

Total session:6

Low Risk 
(8 Points)

Bazzi, et al. (2017) 
Iranian(25)

Quasi-
experimental 

Research

Experimental 
Group: 26 

Control 
Group: 26

Fatigue Severity 
Scale

Experimental Group: 
Usual care + Foot 

Reflexology
Control Group: Usual 

Care

3

2 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks:5

Total session:10

Low Risk 
(9 points)

Sharifi, et al. 
(2018) 
Iran(27)

Quasi-
experimental 

Research

Experimental 
Group: 45 

Control 
Group: 43

Fatigue Severity 
Scale

Experimental 
Group:Usual care + 

Foot Reflexology
Control Group: Usual 

Care

3

3 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks:1

Total session:3

Low Risk 
(9 points)

Ahmadidarrehsima, 
et al. (2018). 

Iran(24)

Quasi-
experimental 

Research

Experimental 
Group: 26 

(Pre-post test) 

Fatigue Severity 
Scale

Experimental 
Group:Usual care + 

Foot Reflexology
3 

2 times/weeks
30 minutes/time
Total weeks:3

Total session:6

Low Risk 
(8 Points)

Shady and Ali 
(2019) 

Egypt(19)

Quasi-
experimental 

Research

Experimental 
Group: 36

Control 
Group: 36

Multidimensional 
Assessment of 
Fatigue Scale

Experimental 
Group: Usual care +  

Reflexology
Control Group: Usual 

Care

3 

3 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks:3

Total session:9

Low Risk 
(9 points)

Jumadi, et al. 
(2019) 

Indonesia(26)

Quasi-
experimental 

Research

Experimental 
Group: 34

Control 
Group: 34

Multidimensional 
Assessment of 

Fatigue

Experimental Group: 
Usual care + Foot 

Reflexology
Control Group: Usual 

Care

3 

3 times/week
30 minutes/time
Total weeks: 1

Total session: 3

Low Risk 
(9 points)

Figure 2 - Characteristics of studies included in meta-analysis (n = 8). İzmir, Turkey, 2019-2020

Heterogeneity test was performed by calculating 

the statistical value of Q (52.514), p (0.000) and I2 

(86.67). These values indicated that the study was highly 

heterogeneous. For this reason, random effects model 

was used to calculate the overall effect size in the study. 

Figure 3 presents the findings regarding the heterogeneity 

test and the overall effect size. 

According to the result of the meta-analysis, the mean 

effect size was determined to 1.580 (95% CI = 1.075 – 

2.085; p<0.001), i.e., very strong, based on the random-

effects model. According to this result, foot reflexology 

reduced fatigue levels in hemodialysis patients. The effect 

size of all studies were found to be positive (intervention 

was in favor of the experimental group) (Figure 3).

(continuation...)

Figure 3 - Effect size of studies and forest plots (n = 8). İzmir, Turkey, 2019-2020
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Due to the high heterogeneity of the meta-analysis, 

subgroup analyses were conducted to determine the 

source of heterogeneity and the factors affecting the 

meta-analysis result. First of all, the scale types used 

to determine the effect of foot reflexology on fatigue 

were examined in the investigated studies. A significant 

difference was found between the scales used to determine 

the effect of foot reflexology on fatigue according to the 

results of the subgroup analysis conducted according to 

the scale types used in the studies which were included 

in the meta-analysis (p=0.004). The result of the meta-

analysis based on the scales showed a very strong mean 

effect size (Qbetween) which was 1.503 (95% CI = 1.275 

– 1.735; p = 0.004).

There was a significant difference between the scales 

and by looking at the effect sizes, we can argue that The 

Multidimensional Assessment of Fatigue, Fatigue Severity 

Scale, Multidimensional Fatigue Scale, Visual Analog Fatigue 

Scale and Piper Fatigue Scale can be used respectively in 

regards to the effect of foot reflexology on fatigue (Table 1).

Table 1 - Subgroup analysis according to scales used in the studies (n = 8). İzmir, Turkey, 2019-2020

Scales Study 
Number

Standard 
Mean Effect 

Standard 
Error

95% IC*
Z† p‡

Lower 
Limit

Upper 
Limit

MAF§ 1 2,665 0,333 2,012 3,319 7,998 0,000

FSS || 3 1,652 0,646 0,386 2,918 2,557 0,011

MFS ¶ 1 1,552 0,269 1,025 2,079 5,773 0,000

VAFS** 1 1,157 0,253 0,662 1,653 4,576 0,000

PFS†† 2 1,318 0,174 0,976 1,660 7,559 0,000

Qbetween
‡‡ 8 1,503 0,116 1,275 1,731 12,910 0,004

*CI = Confidence Interval; †Z = Effect Size; ‡p = p<0.05; §MAF = Multidimensional Assessment of Fatigue; ||FSS = Fatigue Severity Scale; ¶MFS = 
Multidimensional Assessment of Fatigue Scale; **VAFS = Visual Analog Fatigue Scale; ††PFS = Piper Fatigue Scale; ‡‡Qbetween = Total mean size between scales

Subgroup analyzes were conducted based on the 

number of sessions to determine the effect of the foot 

reflexology application sessions on fatigue. There was a 

significant difference between the number of sessions 

applied to determine the effect of foot reflexology on 

fatigue based on the results of the subgroup analysis 

performed according to the foot reflexology sessions in 

the studies in the meta-analysis (p<0.001). The average 

effect size (Qbetween) was very strong with standardized 

mean difference = 1.478 (95% CI = 1.210 – 1.747; p = 

0.000) as a result of the subgroup meta-analysis based 

on the number of sessions. 

However, since there is a significant difference between 

the number of sessions according to the Qbetween value, we 

can argue that the most effective application in the effect 

of foot reflexology on fatigue was achieved by performing 

10 sessions, followed by three sessions, nine sessions, eight 

sessions and six sessions, respectively (Table 2).

Table 2 - Subgroup analysis of foot reflexology by practice session (n = 8). İzmir, Turkey, 2019-2020

Session Study 
Number

Standard 
Mean Effect 

Standard 
Error

95% IC*
Z† p‡

Lower 
Limit

Upper 
Limit

10 session 1 3,515 0,442 2,648 4,382 7,945 0,000

3 session 3 1,624 0,473 0,697 2,550 3,434 0,001

9 session 1 1,552 0,269 1,025 2,079 5,773 0,000

8 session 1 1,157 0,253 0,662 1,653 4,576 0,000

6 session 2 0,985 0,264 0,497 1,503 3,724 0,000

Qbetween
§ 8 1,478 0,137 1,210 1,747 10,798 0,000

*CI = Confidence Interval; †Z = Effect Size; ‡p = p<0.05; §QBetween = Total mean size between scales

The heterogeneity could derive from various sources, 

e.g., participant’s demographic information, sample size, 

studies design, outcome measure, duration of follow-

up, tc. In order to investigate heterogeneity, sensitivity 

analyzes were conducted and the heterogeneity was 

constantly existence. In another sensitivity analysis of 

only studies that lower standard mean effect, the pooled 

adjusted from seven studies was 1.580 (95% CI = 1.075 – 
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2.085, p<0.001). Additional sensitivity analyses excluding 

one study at a time and then pooling the remaining studies 

showed high heterogeneity (I2=86.67) and standardized 

mean difference 1.580 (95% CI = 1.075 – 2.085, 

p<0.001). Therefore, the random effects model was 

adopted in the final meta-analysis process to incorporate 

in the heterogeneity among the studies.

Classic fail-safe N test was used to determine 

publication bias. For an alpha value of 0.05, the number 

of studies was found to be 505 based on the relevant 

calculation. Insignificance of the p-value-2-tailed value in 

the Begg and Mazumdar Rank Correlation analysis, another 

indicator of publication bias, points to no publication bias 

(p-value-2-tailed = 0.29902 >0.05). Another bias test is 

Duval and Tweedie’s trim-and-fill analysis(29). According 

to the trim-and-fill analysis, there was no study to be 

added to the left of the funnel diagram, but if one study is 

added to the right, the filled effect size would be the same 

as the effect size found in this study. These results also 

indicated that there was no significant publication bias.

Discussion 

This meta-analysis study analyzed the effect of 

foot reflexology on fatigue in hemodialysis patients 

by combining the results of independent studies on 

this subject and presented a meta-analysis of the 

research findings.

Fatigue is one of the most common adverse effects 

of chronic renal failure and hemodialysis. Hemodialysis-

related fatigue adversely affects the quality of life in 

patients(5,12,30). The literature reports that hemodialysis 

patients have moderate to high fatigue statuses(25,27-28,31).

Complementary and alternative medicine offers 

frequently used applications in health care services. 

Generally, patients turn to complementary and alternative 

treatment practices because they fear the side effects of 

drugs. Nurses are getting to be more involved in these 

practices(32-33). Therefore, reducing the level of fatigue 

and making interventions in this regard are important 

responsibilities of nurses.

One of the oldest treatments in the world, reflexology 

is one of the complementary and alternative treatment 

methods and it is based on the scientific massage 

technique developed in China since the ancient times(34). 

In reflexology, the pressure applied to the reflex points of 

the body in the ears, hands, and feet provides a healing 

effect on the body systems by stimulating the inactivated 

areas in the body and soothing the over-activated areas(35). 

The result of the meta-analysis showed the mean 

effect size to be very strong and 1.580 (95% CI = 1.075 

– 2.085, p<0.001) based on the random effects model. 

According to this result, foot reflexology reduced fatigue 

in hemodialysis patients. According to the another meta-

analysis(36), it was found that foot reflexology reduced 

fatigue. However, different patient groups were included 

in the study. Specifically, the findings for hemodialysis 

patients were not presented. 

The total sample size of the studies(19-20,24-27) included 

in the meta-analysis was 216 for the control group and 273 

for the experimental group. It was found that the studies 

were carried out with a small sample group (n<50). The 

number of samples is essential to generalize a research 

result and make high-powered decisions regarding the 

results of prospective meta-analysis studies. As the 

number of samples increases, the meta-analysis effect size 

increases as well(37). It can be argued that the study group 

consisted of patients receiving continuous hemodialysis, 

affecting the sample size due to refusal or withdrawal from 

the treatment, so it mainly was studied with a smaller 

sample group. In addition, the studies did not provide 

adequate information about the possible side effects and 

adverse effects of foot reflexology on patients. Therefore, 

it is essential to consider these aspects in future studies.

Multidimensional Assessment of Fatigue (MAF) scale 

was the first in the list when the order of the effect level 

was considered according to the mean effect sizes of 

the scales. In this case, we can say that the MAF scale 

addresses fatigue with various dimensions.

It can be recommended to apply 10 foot reflexology 

sessions primarily in hemodialysis patients based on the 

mean effect sizes of the applied reflexology sessions. 

However, studies showed that foot reflexology practice 

sessions were significant for each session (p<0.05). For 

this reason, patients who cannot or do not want to have 

a long-term application, three sessions of application, 

which are listed as second according to the average effect 

size, can be used in cases where the effect wants to be 

obtained in a short time.

All the studies in the meta-analysis reported a total of 

30 minutes of application, 15 minutes on each foot. Since 

foot reflexology was applied simultaneously in the studies, 

subgroup analyses could not be performed. However, in 

two studies(36,38) with people with premenstrual syndrome 

(PMS), 60 minutes was the standard time for reflexology 

with the most significant effect on the total PMS score. 

No information was given regarding the duration of 

foot reflexology application in the studies. Since the 

meta-analysis results showed that foot reflexology was 

effective on fatigue in hemodialysis patients, 30 minutes of 

application time can be sufficient. However, using different 

application times may change the effect of foot reflexology 

on fatigue. For this reason, it may be recommended to 

compare different application periods in future studies.
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Conclusion

This study found that foot reflexology reduced 

fatigue levels in hemodialysis patients. The order of 

the effect level according to the mean effect sizes of 

the reflexology sessions showed that the 10-session 

foot reflexology was the most effective. These results 

contain important findings for controlling and reducing 

fatigue in clinical practice. The most effective number of 

sessions and evaluation scales are presented for nurses 

who will practice foot reflexology. Therefore, we can argue 

that the meta-analysis results obtained in this study will 

guide the nurses. At the same time, nurses should be 

offered training and practice on this subject since medical 

treatment for fatigue in hemodialysis patients can be 

reduced with foot reflexology.

Blinding and randomization were not specified in the 

two randomized controlled trials included in the meta-

analysis. This situation reduces the quality appraisal of 

the studies and affects the reliability of the study results. 

For this reason, it is recommended that the cases of 

randomization and blinding should be clearly stated in 

future studies.

No information was provided in the investigated 

studies about the possible side effects and negative effects 

of foot reflexology. According to the results of this study, we 

can argue that foot reflexology positively affects fatigue, 

but we cannot present any information about the side 

effects that may be experienced by patients. Providing 

detailed information about the negative effects in future 

studies will provide more detailed meta-analysis results.

References

1.	Ahmadzadeh S, Matlabi H, Allahverdipour H, Khodaei 

Ashan S. The effectiveness of self-management program 

on quality of life among haemodialysis patients. Prog Pall 

Care. 2017;25(4):177-84. https://doi.org/10.1080/096

99260.2017.1345407

2.	Goode P, Brown T, Moore AS. Hemodialysis: Step by 

step. Nursing Made Incredibly Easy. 2020;18(1):21-4. 

https://doi.org/10.1097/01.NME.0000613648.61617.df

3.	Cheshire A, Ridge D, Clark L, White P. Guided 

graded Exercise Self-help for chronic fatigue syndrome: 

Patient experiences and perceptions. Disabil Rehabil. 

2020;42(3):368-77. https://doi.org/10.1080/0963828

8.2018.1499822

4.	Flythe JE, Dorough A, Narendra JH, Wingard RL, 

Dalrymple LS, DeWalt DA. Development and content 

validity of a hemodialysis symptom patient-reported 

outcome measure. Qual Life Res. 2019;28(1):253-65. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11136-018-2000-7

5.	Brys AD, Stifft F, Van Heugten CM, Bossola M, Gambaro G, 

Lenaert B. mHealth-based experience sampling method to 

identify fatigue in the context of daily life in haemodialysis 

patients. Clin Kidney J. 2021;14(1):245-54. https://doi.

org/10.1093/ckj/sfaa124

6.	Akça NK, Doğan A. Problems experienced in 

hemodialysis patients after dialysis and home care service. 

Bozok Med J. 2011;1(1).

7.	Joshwa B, Peters RM, Malek MH, Yarandi HN, Campbell ML. 

Multiple Dimensions and Correlates of Fatigue in 

Individuals on Hemodialysis. Nephrol Nurs J. 2020;47(3). 

https://doi.org/10.37526/1526-744X.2020.47.3.215

8.	Sheshadri A, Kittiskulnam P, Johansen KL. Higher 

physical activity is associated with less fatigue and 

insomnia among patients on hemodialysis. Kidney Int 

Reports. 2019;4(2):285-92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

ekir.2018.10.014

9.	Ju A, Unruh ML, Davison SN, Dapueto J, Dew MA, 

Fluck R, et al. Patient-reported outcome measures for 

fatigue in patients on hemodialysis: a systematic review. 

Am J Kidney Dis. 2018;71(3):327-43. https://doi.

org/10.1053/j.ajkd.2017.08.019

10.	Salehi F, Dehghan M, Mangolian Shahrbabaki P, 

Ebadzadeh MR. Effectiveness of exercise on fatigue in 

hemodialysis patients: a randomized controlled trial. BMC 

Sports Sci Med Rehabil. 2020;12(1):1-9. https://doi.

org/10.1186/s13102-020-00165-0

11.	Dehkordi AK, Tayebi A, Ebadi A, Sahraei H, Einollahi B. 

Effects of aromatherapy using the damask rose essential 

oil on depression, anxiety, and stress in hemodialysis 

patients: A clinical trial. Nephrourol Mon. 2017;9(6). 

https://doi.org/10.5812/numonthly.60280

12.	Cramer H, Lauche R, Klose P, Lange S, Langhorst J, 

Dobos GJ. Yoga for improving health-related quality of life, 

mental health and cancer-related symptoms in women 

diagnosed with breast cancer. Cochrane Database Sys Rev. 

2017(1). https://doi.org/ 10.1002/14651858.CD010802.

pub2

13.	Kalani L, Aghababaeian H, Majidipour N, Alasvand M, 

Bahrami H, Sabouhi F, et al. The effects of acupressure 

on severity of depression in hemodialysis patients: A 

randomized controlled trial. J Adv Pharmacy Educ Res 

[Internet]. 2019 [cited 2023 Apr 11];9(S2). Available 

from: https://japer.in/article/the-effects-of-acupressure-

on-severity-of-depression-in-hemodialysis-patients-a-

randomized-controlled-trial

14.	KauricKlein Z. Effect of yoga on physical and 

psychological outcomes in patients on chronic 

hemodialysis. Complement Ther Clin Pract. 2019;34:41-5. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctcp.2018.11.004

15.	Levy I, Attias S, Lavee TS, Avneri O, Cohen G, 

Balachsan S, et al. The effectiveness of foot reflexology 



www.eerp.usp.br/rlae

9Şahan S, Güler S.

in reducing anxiety and duration of labor in primiparas: an 

open-label randomized controlled trial. Complement Ther 

Clin Pract. 2020;38:101085. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

ctcp.2019.101085

16.	Roshanravan M, Jouybari L, Taghanaki HB, Vakili M, 

Sanagoo A, Amini Z. Effect of foot reflexology on fatigue 

in patients undergoing hemodialysis: A sham-controlled 

randomized trial. J Mazandaran Univ Med Sci [Internet]. 

2016 [cited 2023 Apr 11];26(137):32-41. Available 

from: http://jmums.mazums.ac.ir/browse.php?a_

id=7701&sid=1&slc_lang=en

17.	Erkek ZY, Pasinlioğlu T. An Alternative Method for 

Labor Pain: Foot Reflexology. J Hacettepe Univ Faculty 

Nurs [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2023 Apr 11];4(1):53-61. 

Available from: https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/

hunhemsire/issue/27606/331899

18.	Özdemir G, Ovayolu N, Ovayolu Ö. The effect of 

reflexology applied on haemodialysis patients with fatigue, 

pain and cramps. Int J Nurs Pract. 2013;19(3):265-73. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/ijn.12066

19.	Shady RHA, Ali HMA. Effect of reflexology foot 

message on fatigue level for patients undergoing 

hemodialysis. Int J Nurs. 2019;6(1):151-70. https://

doi.org/ 10.15640/ijn.v6n1a17

20.	Anushamole TI, Sr saline SD, Rohini T. Effect Of 

Foot Reflexology On Fatigue And Relaxation Among 

Patients Undergoing Hemodialysis. Asian Pac J Nurs 

[Internet]. 2016 [cited 2023 Apr 11];3(2):52-6. 

Available from: https://mcmed.us/downloads/14690 

10789(apjn).pdf

21.	 JBI. Critical appraisal tools [Homepage]. 202[?] [cited 

2023 Apr 11]. Available from: https://jbi.global/critical-

appraisal-tools

22.	Cohen J. Statistical Power Analysis For the Behavioral 

Sciences. New York: Routledge; 1988. https://doi.

org/10.4324/9780203771587

23.	Cohen L, Manion L, Morrison K. Experiments, 

Quasi-Experiments, Single-case Research and Meta-

analysis. London: Routledge Falmer; 2007. https://doi.

org/10.4324/9780203029053

24.	Ahmadidarrehsima S, Mohammadpourhodki R, 

Ebrahimi H, Keramati M, Dianatinasab M. Effect of 

foot reflexology and slow stroke back massage on the 

severity of fatigue in patients undergoing hemodialysis: 

A semi-experimental study. J Complement Integr Med. 

2018;15(4). https://doi.org/10.1515/jcim-2017-0183

25.	Bazzi MA, İranshabi AM, PourhodkiM R, Abbasi A. The 

Effect of Foot Reflexology on Fatigue Severity in Patients 

Undergoing Hemodialysis Treatment. Pharmacophore. 

2017;8(6):e-1173044.

26.	 Jumadi A, Suprapti F, Supardi S. Effect of Feet 

Reflexology on Fatigue of End-Stage Renal Disease 

Patients with Hemodialysis Treatment. Int J Health Nurs 

Med. 2019;3(2):90-9.

27.	Sharifi S, Navidian A, Jahantigh M, Lori AS. 

Investigating the impact of foot reflexology on severity 

of fatigue in patients undergoing hemodialysis: a clinical 

trial study. Med Surg Nurs J. 2018;7(1). https://doi.

org/10.5812/msnj.81634

28.	Unal KS, Akpinar RB. The effect of foot reflexology and 

back massage on hemodialysis patients’ fatigue and sleep 

quality. Complement Ther Clin Pract. 2016;24:139-44. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctcp.2016.06.004

29.	Bornstein M, Hedges L, Higgins J, Rothstein H. 

Introduction to meta-analysis. West Sussex: John Wiley 

& Sons; 2009. https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470743386

30.	 Tobback E, Mariman AN, Hanoulle IP, Delesie LM, 

Vogelaers DP, Pevernagie DA. Polysomnographic and multiple 

sleep latency testing data in a large sample of patients 

with chronic fatigue syndrome and their relationship with 

subjective scores. Fatigue Biomed Health Behav. 2016;4(2): 

94-103. https://doi.org/10.1080/21641846.2015.1106176

31.	Akgöz N, Arslan S. Examination of symptoms 

experienced in patients receiving hemodialysis treatment. 

J Nephrol Nurs [Internet]. 2017 [cited 2023 Apr 

11];12(1):20-8. Available from: https://dergipark.org.

tr/tr/download/article-file/360008

32.	Balouchi A, Mahmoudirad G, Hastings-Tolsma M, 

Shorofi SA, Shahdadi H, Abdollahimohammad A. 

Knowledge, attitude and use of complementary and 

alternative medicine among nurses: A systematic review. 

Complement Ther Clin Pract. 2018;31:146-57. https://

doi.org/10.1016/j.ctcp.2018.02.008

33.	Tiran D, Mackereth PA. Clinical reflexology: a guide for 

integrated practice. Amsterdam: Elsevier Health Sciences; 

2010.

34.	Wang WL, Hung HY, Chen YR, Chen KH, Yang SN, 

Chu CM, et al. Effect of foot reflexology intervention on 

depression, anxiety, and sleep quality in adults: a meta-

analysis and metaregression of randomized controlled 

trials. Evid Based Complement Alternat Med. 2020;2020. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/2654353

35.	Doğan HD. Healing art of hand: reflexology. Eur J Basic 

Med Sci. 2014;4(4):89-94. https://doi.org/10.15197/

sabad.2.4.16

36.	Lee J, Han M, Chung Y, Kim J, Choi J. Effects of foot 

reflexology on fatigue, sleep and pain: a systematic review 

and meta-analysis. J Korean Acad Nurs. 2011;41(6):821-33. 

https://doi.org/10.4040/jkan.2011.41.6.821

37.	Ried K. Interpreting and understanding meta-analysis 

graphs: a practical guide. Austral Fam Phys [Internet]. 

2006 [cited 2023 Apr 11];35(8). Available from: https://

www.racgp.org.au/getattachment/3fd633d5-2803-4b3d-

90c6-d54f0d464db5/20060805ried.pdf



www.eerp.usp.br/rlae

10 Rev. Latino-Am. Enfermagem 2023;31:e4023.

Received: Apr 11th, 2023
Accepted: July 23rd, 2023

Copyright © 2023 Revista Latino-Americana de Enfermagem
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the 
Creative Commons (CC BY).
This license lets others distribute, remix, tweak, and build upon 
your work, even commercially, as long as they credit you for the 
original creation. This is the most accommodating of licenses 
offered. Recommended for maximum dissemination and use of 
licensed materials.

Corresponding author:
Seda Şahan
E-mail: seda.sahan@bakircay.edu.tr

 https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4071-2742

Associate Editor: 
Maria Lúcia Zanetti

38.	Baghdassarians A, Bagheri Karimi A. The Efficiency 

of Reflexotherapy Over A and D Groups Premenstrual 

Syndrome Symptoms Relief. In: Proceedings of the 

International Conference on Behavioral Sciences and 

Social Studies [Internet]; 2015 Mar 2; Tehran, Iran. 2015 

[cited 2023 Apr 11]. p. 13-25. Available from: https://

civilica.com/l/5783/

Authors’ contribution

Study concept and design: Seda Şahan, Sevil Güler. 

Obtaining data: Seda Şahan. Sevil Güler. Data analysis 

and interpretation: Seda Şahan. Statistical analysis: 

Seda Şahan. Drafting the manuscript: Seda Şahan. 

Sevil Güler. Critical review of the manuscript as to its 

relevant intellectual content: Seda Şahan, Sevil Güler.

All authors approved the final version of the text.

Conflict of interest: the authors have declared that 

there is no conflict of interest.


