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A Meta-analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials: Effects of
Heparin and Saline Flush on Maintaining Patency and/or
Preventing Phlebitis

Suporn Wongkpratoom, Sujitra Wara-asawapati, Sithiporn Chantopas, Sutera Tangtrakul, Amporn Kulvechakit,
Kanjana Simajareuk, Waraporn Padee
Nursing division, Srinagarind Hospital, Faculty of Medicine, Khon Kaen University.

UANNITUALLUANA: AINNTANEIBATATIZN 2 Ld‘}m Background: Two meta-analyses, combining the results
Lﬁﬂqﬁ’um@m@qnqﬂ%{iqﬂqLm_]fﬁuu@g; qj‘@g@qg{iq INA% of controlled and uncontrolled trials, evaluating the use of
NARNADALADAAIFANITITIA LAYV ABALAD A A LL@Z/‘M% heparin versus saline flush for peripheral intermittent
AN9IRAARALARASISAL LWL mﬂ%ﬁﬁmmﬂﬁuﬁﬂ infusion devices concluded that heparin flush had no
194 mm’iﬁmﬁwdammLﬁﬂmoﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁmﬁmmﬂﬁm
1 Ay ﬁ?ﬂfmmﬂﬂjmmLaﬂﬁa‘uuﬂiimumummnu
ﬂﬂﬁ‘sLT ’1?@v@’1ﬂu"|mﬂ‘ﬂ @EI’NVI@TW\ iﬂmmmmw‘wm
mfaﬂfsLﬂiﬁwumﬂu\ﬂm'wmLLuuwuﬂ’]imumNLL@; effects of heparin versus saline flush on maintaining
laifin1sAaunaw mmmﬂ‘mammemmﬂmmm patency and preventing phlebitis.
mmwmwmmmum meuﬂumwLm@aﬂimm@qm@u@ Design: Systematic review and meta-analysis.

benefit over normal saline flush. However, there are no
systematic reviews in assessing the controlled trials to
verify the evidence-based.

Objective: The objective of this study was to verify the

M@ﬂ’«ﬁﬂumdﬂ?ﬂﬂw Sampling: Purposive sampling of 14 published
qmnﬂﬁ‘y Qﬂ waamm:r’m@m@qmﬂmuﬁmLaﬂqiuu,@w randomized controlled trials between 1970 and 2001.
NrazansInAusavaeadanssaninitlalasaes  Methods: The methods used were a demographic data

PADALARAAT LL@L’/W@M?Lﬂﬁ‘w@@m@@mm@ﬂL 1 form, a quality assessment form, and a data analyses form.

= . o el ane RS 2o Measurements: The data were analyzed by using STATA
gﬂLL‘LI‘lJﬂ’]‘a‘ﬁﬂ‘l:}’l. unns “waneinuiaalaeis

anaAIER

NANAIDENE TIENIUNTIRETINARBIANUI 14 Faq
szwinedl .. 1970 - 2001 difference in maintaining patency between intravascular
‘Lmiﬁﬂﬁq' Iduuy iﬂiwmﬁﬂmmﬁ'ﬁ’ﬂ wuuuiin catheters flushed with 4,10, and 100 U/ml of heparin, and
nsliAz LLuuﬂmmwmmw uag WUUFAIITYNIUINY  hormal saline solution (SMD = 0, 95%Cl = - 0.15 - 0.10,
LL@"JH'\‘H@N@QWL@@ELL@ ﬂ']L‘LIENL‘LIuN'][ﬂ?ﬁ'\u‘II@\?ﬂWi p = 0.662). There were no significant difference in
Lﬂmtmsﬂ@\‘mmm@@mmLmemuﬂﬁimmMa@mL@@mm preventing phlebitis between intravascular catheters

program using means and standard deviation to calculate
patency and number of phlebitis.
Results: It was found that there were no significant
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N9IANA: LUTUNTN STATA ANUINULUIATANHARIN
mwmesiﬁw@mm@?n'ﬂl,mmmﬁmmummgm
299011910 TAU89NABALADAATLALAIUAIUANTLA A
NARALABAANENL LIR9NgHAILIANLAZNGNNAGEN
NANNSIRE: mﬂmmmmmimmm 4,10 Uaz 100 gia
Fafladans WAL 1ATANLLNINAEVFaVARAIADA RN
sannaitnlasresasnidann wudn liAnuwansnai
(SMD = 0, 95%Cl = 0.15 - 0.10, p = 0.662) waznngld
mmmﬂwummm 0.5, 1, 4, 10 Uaz 100 gilnsalanans
LAY NTaTANEIINAUdeuARAIAAAAANTIIAA
naRAReAAIeN, U wudnliiANNuANFNeTY (RR =
95%Cl = 0.87 - 1.1DS, p = 0.87) 3
_gil: asazanzdnaedlsy T BN WIBARa T UMNEN
i 3ulunisvaevaendaanmsenisilalasaes
NARAABART LAY/MTENTNANABALREAAISNL U

P 1 e AR thenE i 19asanetinae
mMallalasrearannlaann NNANABAABAAISNL U

flushed with 0.5, 1, 4,10, and 100 U/ml of heparin,

and normal saline solution (RR = 1, 95%CIl = 0.87 - 1.18,
p =0.87)
Conclusion: It can be concluded that saline flush is

as effective as heparin in maintaining patency and
preventing phlebitis.

Key words: meta-analysis, heparin, normal saline,
patency, phlebitis

AEUASUNSIY 13 2551; 23(3): 240-9

Srinagarind Med J 2008; 23(3): 240-9

VNI

mwﬁqma%mmL%’Jw@fﬂm%@mﬁw ‘nudanusinu
gunsal wiulienduniensng (Peripheral Intermittent
Infusion Devices; PlIDs) fiadld 1razananaanasnlaanmi
15’5Lﬁ@ﬂ@qﬁuﬂmﬁm§uL%@mqmﬁﬂum@mLaﬂmﬁf]‘u‘?ﬁmm
mm\uwm'ﬂnu@ﬂmm wamﬂwz\iwmmﬁﬂmﬁﬂﬁ
e il ”Lm wi Wiﬂwﬂﬂﬂu’]m@ﬂ uazteneEu
ALy SnnsldthealBunnnicdesas 70
Tneunninnududuseningnalsuly 12azans
ﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁ‘ﬁmﬂm@mLﬁﬂmﬁfﬂﬁmml,mnrimﬁué?\iLwi
1-1000 giinsieiiadans’ aulunfinisldihanalsu
100ﬁumm@umﬂmmﬂm ¥Rz 40" uaznazumIndau
finuanndi NG mmm@mm@mmﬂm ‘LIT‘ﬂF;I@" 65° LAY
N@Wﬂﬂiﬂ%ﬂi@ﬁl@"’ 26" wananbnnTldine el FuRg
Fued 10 %ummmmm mg‘l,ulmmmﬁ%mmmm
FoLTARLAY Waldle LL@VVTW‘LﬁLﬁ@Lﬁ@u"}mmﬁumﬂié’
Faud T pA 1970 Vl,mum?m 1792 mﬂmm@@m
THudenaanlaonm 1504970 17aaNEINAeT]

ABUATUNTING 15 2551; 23(3)

* Srinagarind Med J 2008; 23(3)

Autaandy warnwudnilse” Wﬁmwsl,umj‘ﬂmnu
mimmmJL@@m@mmuvl,mmﬂmqnu@mwuﬁ 1AnY° s
FoaangnINnnIAaTe ananaAnlFanauay Lmﬂumi
iR swenuna®’ VlﬁlﬁW?;lﬁU’]@NL’)@’]@LLﬂQﬂmeﬂﬂﬂJu
wI9191891UNN3988NIATIZBY Goode LATATUY'
WAy Peterson & K|rchhoff ¢ VLm iﬂmmwm@ﬂm\mum
M3ld razanariindeuastinaatsuiilsy nEaw
Tun1silnlasreavanniaensi liuans1eii wAnnTAnEn
aulviiunisuBeuiieuntsld 1sazaneriindery
ﬁm%aﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬂ?mmmwLimﬁuﬁmﬁu wazldls
Lﬂummﬂmmmmmmumi Nm@mmmumimmu
‘m‘wm (Randomized Controlled Trials=RCT) '?Nm‘a“ﬂﬂ‘tr’]
ulugiiiuddalugaadlug) @QHQINN‘H@ 71w
mjwLmﬂmmnuﬂ?ﬁmmmmmmummmmLamiu‘wh
muﬁmﬂmmh 78 [mLmuwn,l,mmml,@wmmmLmn”“
*ﬂummmﬂwwmammmm IuTasTey Lamww
rsaraneiluniansauazasnigly asazans fous
U ad 1990 Wudunn Asdinisdnedsefansunnsld

241



aa 7 H a H
DNIAUATICH : wammmﬂ%’mmwﬂﬁuua: ﬁa:mammﬁ@ .

A Meta-analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials: Effects of Heparin

¥eniiunay 1razansininAsusananalien s
‘L}A;ﬁﬂfmmmLL@zLﬁnEnu@ﬂﬂﬁaq WAZNLN N9azane
ﬁ’]Lﬂa’ﬂ'flﬂitaw?ifp‘wéluﬂWiLﬂfl‘l:@i\‘i?J’a\W@’a@La‘ﬂﬁﬁ’]
Tugilheinfifongfous 28 ATl wananniised
AMTAReIEmaaesEnaa Faanudn nsld sazane
ﬁﬁmﬁfml,mi”iﬂmLaﬂﬁwdwmm@amﬁmaiumnrﬁh\ﬁu”
miRda ¢ adneld 1sazarsviinaeisludiaun
wazdlunjfiAufiRetvlsieasiitlsy " vanmannii o

andsy unisainisUfuAntanenunaresausEian
wudn lunedilaesine aeslsanenunaiuaiung dnns
LMTENLLZ‘IW‘L% ﬂmvmwmumm@fammummﬂuuu
uﬂﬂmﬂuﬂﬂﬁmmm pRs st e U o
NsavaNEINGD 1 HaRART AnuTuRutlsyannl 13 1w
T Ald ’]i@‘;’@’]ﬂ{iﬁhﬂa’ﬂ 1 dadans AnLTluRu
Uszanas 5 um FaawmminnslinenelBuinlidlae
uazAsauAi viralsaneruase garldanely aull
wnay sy ludssmelnadslaifingsdnm ?ﬂmmﬁl
mmmmwmﬁﬂgumwmmm@mq% mm”mm@mmw
VL‘]JSWSL‘MLT]@‘]J%IEI“IJ“LW]LL‘V]"QN@?;I’NVLE FauAemasiinns
“warzianisadiedseftnzy Tnadinauiae
Reafunsld WT@”ﬂﬂﬂﬁdﬂﬁﬂﬂmLaﬂmﬁ’]ﬁLﬂuﬂﬁi‘ﬁm&r’]
3T maanavLe Hnsdssifiugnuninenudd uay
nunuetNuduszUL LW@IMiMJ’ﬂN@V]NﬁQ’]NL“ﬁ@O@VL@
waati ?ﬂw@mm@ﬂuwuuuj”lﬂLﬂuLmefLuma‘wwm

Aunnistfiianisneunaliiiadssland o asie
¥ 1
Hilaasialil

'Jﬂﬂ‘ij'i‘” Qﬂ‘ll@ﬂfni?ﬂﬂ
e qLmﬁ”mmqwmmﬂummmmﬂmmm
@1TunaY 1aTaNHTINAaNdanaeAlAe A A se
n7llnlaI0INAaAIARAAN (patency) LAZ/MIANTLAA
UADALABAANENL U (phlebitis)

ad =
IHNMIANHI
neAnATL IH A INIuTa LA N ATUENSTNNNS
A388790N19998 lunyeel wvnAnedureuwny Wunis

“9ANZIMNUAAE (Systematic Review) Aeidaaia ANz

IREIAAABNIIENIUNNTIAELLLILAEAY (purposive sampling)
ﬁﬁﬁmﬁmmmi’imdwﬂ A.A. 1970 - 2001 WAZNIUUA
ATUAN LY Fail 1) Lﬂumm@mmmmm 2) #inns
Lﬂ?ﬂumﬂmvmwmﬂmmmLaﬂﬁmu,@" gECERRE
mm@@m@m@m@@mﬂg 3) Sdautsduie nrsldiinen
WUBTULAY 17AZA1UUUNADNARVALALABAAT LAY

242

faudsmnne nnllalasreanannidennn Las/vie
AINANABARBAAISNL U LAY 4) ﬁﬁ’imﬂmﬁmwaﬁ'
NSO AU DIINATRINA (sffect size) LABBATTRRY
lunssausadeya lsiur 1) oy plneasiRenidds
Lﬂummwuﬁmmmnummw 1o mm@mm”

Aaa

Ni"JJJ'J’Q?_I T’ﬂ\‘ﬂu RE( °T]ﬂ'2l’]§‘ 'WLLZQ""]J A.A NANNW ANHOUL

o

soilondtidy Tiun atnaeen1sidn Spguss sAaeg
n3ade fouls dszansuazngusaedne 3an13maaeg
nMAyideya nan1sady uavdalr weuurlun1siesy
2) LLuuuuwﬂmﬂmyuuummmwmmw \upisnedieya
ReafuemAseusasizes Vl,mm Fiauls AZLULLAZABNNT
‘L‘wﬂ WUU AT 3) LULAATIZINIUWIAY Lﬂumfmmm
mmnumwwmmmmmmmmmmwummm IxuA
H09n1A4e ANUIUNGHFIDEN ARt LAZAN Tl
11129913 Al MABARBART ATUIUNIATA
WABALABAAIANL U LATAITIWIATIENHA ALATIvidalys

Taal4lsunan STATA ANUARLUNAN DATLIATDINE

NanNIANE

1. ANHMENgNARLIg

a1nNN13" UAK Mediine WAy Hand search 351314l
A.A. 1970 - 2001 WL mmmmiwmmwmmmwuw
Tuang ﬁa‘mnmqﬂa‘wmﬂm‘wmmmau 21 (eq uaz
finnspfnvinsausnitet] aa. 1984 AnzgRAE IFARTIENI
N53kEen 1w 7 Geq esandannsdnsiily
S0 1 (309 W Single blind"”
AU 1 L‘J’a\i uAdeR I mineR ezl mileuie o e
Ul 3 39 Az Lﬂu\‘mm@wimmammLfmmm”
mLumLuummﬁmmmmﬂﬂm‘tmmwmmL@@mm
UAZANUIUNTINANABALAEAAIENL L' ANl 2 Lﬁ"a\‘i
AUVARINENUN T TN N0 AR ST 14 (ad
mmmmmwmwmﬂmw 13 3 Uszian e 1) Nursmg
Journal 1191 8 Li@xﬂ l%uA Pediatric Nursing AU 2 384
Heart & Lung, JOGNN, Applied Nursing Research, Journal
of Emergency Nursing, MCN tlaz JSPN aiiuay 1 daq
2) Medical Journal @1uau 3 (34 l#uf Obestrics &

WUy Cross sectional'®

Gynecology, Neonatal Network AL Neonatal Intensive Care
auay 1 Li’a\‘i Wae 3) Pharmacy Journal auaU 3 L?’a\‘i
I&un Clinical Pharmacy 911491 2 5849 WA Am J Health-Syst
Pharm S1uaw 1 (3e4

@nwmwﬂ@um@ma Lﬂmwmumm%mwmm
11&N‘]J'JEIV]’]§‘T] 4 Lﬁ"ﬂ\i BJ‘]J"J?;ILfﬂﬂ 6 Li“ﬂ\‘i LL@VmﬂEU 4 Li"rN

ATUASUNTIIY 13 2551; 23(3) * Srinagarind Med J 2008; 23(3)



g
s umlsgny tazaug o

Suporn Wongkpratoom, et al.

ﬂJmeﬂmmﬁ@"ﬂﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬂm ‘W‘Llfj’] inng
HNguFR9E 1LY Double-blind S 11 Bad Az
VLN‘JT.,,‘]_I’Jﬁﬂ’]ﬁ‘ AU 3 Lifm ﬂammﬂmqmmmmm
47-160 A mfmwmummmmLaﬂﬁa‘uﬂmmm 0.5, 1
uaz 4 gilnsedadans atuaz | Fas 1u1m 10 tiimsie
Nanans mmu 9 589 UAZILIA 100 ylimsiadanans
S 2 (e mw@w@famm@mmmamim ANNIIAN
NN 4 uaz 12 dalus athiaz 1 B0 NN 6 Falue Ao
5 G‘?I?N uaTyN 8 Falag A1uan 3 Baa laisy YA AU
4 Bas waniduilddauna 246 @mfm 4 (3ae 2uA
20-24G UAZ 18226 St WY 3 (309 TUNM 18246
9 1 o9 Tdszyaunm anuou 3 fog (M99 1)
ﬂ@jmﬁq@ﬂw%wmﬁﬁﬁmu 1,683 AW uilaflu
NANAILAN 785 AU WASNANNAADBY 798 AU AnlaAe
mﬂqmﬂﬂmimm@\mmmLzmmm NENAILANDETTNIN
25.662.8 alua NANNAADIBEITNINN 27.3-56.5 dalua
LmvmL‘ummumm‘mummmﬂﬂm‘immwmmmem
NANATLANAETENING 18.6-40.7 T NANNAABIDE]
39 17.7-46.1 Fa4 LAZANUIUNTIRAVARALABAR
a0t U wulunguAduAn 204 AL annFLIe
wnaldin 889 sumie uazlungunaaed 190 suuil
ANNFANUMLIR LN 865 WML (ANT197 2)

2. nqitﬂmidwmuaamaamﬁﬁ
mﬂmmmmmmmmm 4,10 waz 100 giinsialadans
LAY "TATANETINAaVFavaenIADamsanisiTlnTa
YBINADALADAATNIBNIATIZINLIIN HATEUINITENNY
n139ae Il wnnFENeiU (Chi-squared = 12.72, p = 0.079) uay
NNTIATIZHIUIATRINATINNLIT N3 L1 aliTu
1WA 4, 10 uaz 100 ylnFalaRAnT LAY 19aTANt
mmafammﬂﬂm‘imu@@mL@ﬂmmvl,ml,mﬂmwnu(SI\/ID 0,
95%Cl = - 0.15 - 0.10, p = 0.662) LazN13NININ forest
plot A AU heterogeneity WL AMSAN®I289 Hamilton
wazANKE? A NUHUEN 9 9 qummnmmm Golberg

LATADLY ﬁm’muuumm N2 ([ﬂ’]ﬁ"W\Wl 3)

3. mstﬁmuaamﬁamﬁqﬁm 1
mi‘lmmmmmmmmm 4,10 uAT 100 YHUAFNARARNT
LAY 1TATANEININAVAAVASALADAAAANTTIAA
PABALABAATIENL LNIIATITYNLIN NATIUING9ENU
A998 ldumnFN9i (Chi-squared = 13.56, p = 0.330) Laz
AR TILN ATRINATINNLTY Ang el T3

ABUATUNTING 15 2551; 23(3)

* Srinagarind Med J 2008; 23(3)

1UIA 05, 1, 4,10 Uaz 100 gilnsaiadans Laz 19azant
vindesanisiinvanniaenmén. Uldunnsiafi
(RR =1, 95%Cl = 0.87 - 1.18, p = 0.87) WAZNTNININ
forest plot NA DU heterogeneity Wi N19ANENUR
Garrelts LazADE? HANNLLUEN 3.0 qumiﬂﬂmﬂum
Nelson WazAnLe'® umﬂmmumm M (AN3797 4)

J05aiNaMIANEN

mnm@pwﬁnwm%\iﬁwudﬁ AslfrinenaFuuas
17ALANUUNNABNABUABALABAAN A AITNLANANSTY
ANARDINLNANIANET89 Goode WATAMLE AWLTN
rsazantnAeTilsy YEn WAL eEL Y
‘Lumilﬂmidwmm@mﬁﬂmﬁﬂ n19tlaeiunIsiia
NABALRBAAENL U LL@yﬂ’]iLWNivﬂvLﬂﬂﬁluﬂﬂﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂi‘m
iU lenduaiena  uAaRuEan1sAnEn
989 Peterson WAYARLY® TWLAN 17aTanEe eeTiin
VLsJﬁmmLLr;mﬁh\iﬁu‘l,unw,ﬂm‘lldwra\ma@mﬁ@mfﬂ uay
N@mi'ﬁﬂwwm Randolph uazALE® # gluannsidndn
nsldrenalEu 10 ylimsiadindnns m'amﬂm@@mm
uﬂiy‘lﬁmumummnumi’lm Nsavanetnae atnlsia

naAne I wiesdgluunisidavanouny aulngy
=2 a o L7 Wt 1 1 va o
dunisAneidelugieedlugy  uarldldinangu

nstssidiunmnineudde inlide qiuanisidudy
laldmian
‘Lumiﬂﬂmm\mmmvm@ﬂvl,mﬂmL@@ﬂimmummw
mLflummwmmmmwwmmmm@ﬂwmmmuum
WA Nﬂ’]ﬁ“ﬂ‘i HUAMUNINIIUISE UBNANNTIIENY
mmw‘wwumumim‘wmm@um@mnwm"wmmmm
wnuazg memmunamq@mwmmi‘mmLWWW@
Tunsshanduans O mnmqimﬁmmﬂmmm
flanuidede uay Nunsn a‘ﬂm@mmw”lmfmmumu
1. madlelasemaonidans wudn ansldinen
iE5uTWnA 4, 10 uax 100 gilasteliadans uaz 13azane
mm@famamuﬂm‘lﬁ@wmm@m@fmmimmnmwnu
@mﬂ@mﬂummﬂmLfﬂwmm@uj il & ian
BAMATIZT 20 geinglafin HeeaUNNAfTIMAaes
mwmwwydﬂmﬂ%ﬁwmLaﬂﬁumwmmlﬁﬂmﬁﬁndw
rrazangndeed el ATy lAun n1sAnedaly
glemian® ma‘ﬂﬂmq@ﬂumﬂqmmﬂm*318 LATNNTANEN
qwhmﬂawm&mma 722 8 sonaifludnEnisiany
mmn@umﬂmq‘wmmwma‘mﬂumim@nh 198ZAY
vaavARAABAANTIvIN: usiell

243



an ¢ H - H
AIATIEY : waveamsldieneihsuay 1savaeiunde . A Meta-analysis of Randomized Controlled Trials: Effects of Heparin

A9 1 dayadnuurngufAte1909989UN19d I Eases e a3 unay 19azattunaanae

NADALADAA
AU n1suaa
Fagidn/l naustadng | gUluuunside | dheumbdu | veandana | auisauds
(81Um/uA.) (dTaig)
Hamilton, et al., 160 Adult, Double-blind 100 8 18-22
1988 Medical-Surgical
Garrelts, et al., 147General Randomized, 10 12 18-22
1989 Medical-Surgical Double-blind
Nursing Unit
Treas & Latinis- 112 Neonates, Randomized, 0.5 leiix‘L‘l‘ 24
Bridges, 1991 Neonatal ICU prospective study
Shoaf & Oliver, 260 Adult, general & |Prospective, 10 8 13~i?:‘14
1993 cardiovascular Randomized, blind,
surgery controlled trial
Kleiber, et al., 1993|124 Infant & Prospective, 10 6 18-22
Children, Randomized,
double-blind,
McMullen, et al., |142 Children, Double-blind 10 13~i?$‘1.4 18-24
1993 Pediatric Randomized
Hanrahan, et al., |126 Children Randomly 10 6 22-24
1994
Meyer, et al., 1995|64 Adult, Obstetric |Double-blind 100 6 13~i?:‘14
Wright, et al., 1995|80 Children, Medical|Double-blind 1 VLN"J?&‘LJ 22-24
Randomized Trial
Kotter, 1996 57 Neonates, NICU |Prospective, 10 4 24
Randomized,
double-blind,
LeDuc, 1997 150 Children Prospective, 10 Tadazy 22-24
Randomized,
double-blind
controlled trial
Nelson & Gravies, |58 Children, Double-blind 10 8 24
1998 Med-Surg
Heilskov, et al., 62 Neonates, ICU, |Randomized, 10 6 13~i‘i$‘1.4
1998 Intermediate, double-blind,
Newborn units
Golberg, et al., 47 Neonates, Prospective, 4 6 24
1999 NICU double-blind,
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A5G 2 ANUIUNANFIRENN ARRBuazATENLuNIATgIuIeINaTalatreianARennn UAZAIUIUNIAN
UABALRDAANEN, UTZUINNANALANALNGNNAADY (n=1,583 AL

ADAETRY Ay AU
AU msitalasaag NIRTFIULBY | MSINANRBALADARN
Tagiqe/il naNARENg NRAALADAAN nsitlalasaas ant u
URDALADAAN

ALAN | MIARBY | ATUAN | VIARAY | AYLAN | VIAARY | AUAN | NARDY
Hamilton, et al., 1988 80 80 44.3 45.4 18.6 7.7 17/170 71137
Garrelts, et al., 1989 76 71 40.5 34.6 23.1 19.0 90/173 75/131
Treas & Latinis-Bridges, 63 49 62.8 27.3 - - 18/132 13/122
1991
Shoaf & Oliver, 1992 132 128 - - - - 2/27 117
Kleiber, et al., 1993 56 68 38.2 35.4 40.4 29.7 14/56 20/68
McMullen, et al., 1993 68 74 43.6 41.0 40.7 35.5 - -
Hanrahan, et al., 1994 58 68 40.1 354 40.2 29.7 11/58 6/68
Meyer, et al., 1995 31 33 - - - - 4/31 13/33
Wright, et al., 1995 36 44 - - - - 12/36 20/44
Kotter, 1996 24 27 34.5 36.0 - - 4/43 9/75
LeDuc, 1997 77 73 - - - - /77 0/73
Nelson & Graves, 1998 26 32 427 414 30.1 25.5 2/28 3/46
Heilskov, et al., 1998 35 27 418 38.1 30.7 29.4 21/35 15/27
Golberg, et al., 1999 23 24 25.6 56.5 22.7 46.1 8/23 8/24
79U 785 798 204/889 190/865
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A1599 3 HANI9RNNATIEUTIENUNNTIAERIN g IE e FUIUIA 4, 10 UAY 100 YRA/HARART Was 190ATE
dindavaenassniaenafanisilnlaseamaanidaennn uaznsw forest plot

Study | SMD [95% Conf. Intervall % Weight
____________________ ol
Hamilton, 1988 | 0.060426 - 0.164651 0.285503 30.3696
Garrelts, 1989 [ - 0.278042 - 0.603118 0.047034 14.559
Kleiber, 1993 | 0.02439 - 0.329303 0.378083 12.2984
McMullen, 1993 | - 0.068012 - 0.397356 0.261331 14.1841
Hanrahan, 1994 | - 0.249585 -0.601279 0.10211 12.4386
Nelson, 1998 | - 0.047019 - 0.564581 0.470542 5.74351
Heilskov, 1998 | - 0.024852 - 0.5269 0.477196 6.10395
Golberg, 1999 | 0.844984 0.247024 1.44294 4.30286
____________________ o m e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
-V pooled SMD | -0.02768 -0.151717 0.096357
____________________ E m e e e e e e e e e

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 12.72 (df = 7) p = 0.079
Test of SMD=0:z = 0.44 p = 0.662

Standardised Mean diff.

Study (95% CI) % Weight
Hamilton 1988 0.06 (-0.16,0.29) 0.4
Garrelt 1989 -0.28 (-0.60.0.05) 14.6
Kleiber 15983 0.02 (-0.33,0.38) 123
Mehullen 1993 -0.07 (-0.04.0.26) 14.2
Hanrahan 1994 — ', -0.25 (-0.60.0.10) 12.4
Nelson 1998 -0.05 {-0.56,0.47) 57
Heilskow 1998 : -0.02 (-0.63,0.48) 6.1
Golberg 1599 - 0.84 (0.25,1.44) 4.3
Overall (95% CI) <t -0.03 (-0.15,0.10)

| | |
-1.44204 0 1.44294

Standardised Mesan diff.
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AN999 4 Nan1saAdATITiIENIuNRAtednisdineElEuwn 0.5, 1, 4, 10 UAY 100 YHA/NARART LAY
NsaranzuINAsUAeuARALABAATFANTSIAARAABAATIANL U wazna N forest plot

Hamilton 1988
Garrelts 1989
Treas 1991
Shoaf 1992
Kleiber 1993
Hanrahan 1994
Meyer 1995
Wright 1995
Kotter 1996
LeDuc 1997
Nelson 1998
Heilskov 1998
Golberg 1999

Heterogeneity chi-squared = 13.56 (df = 12) p = 0.330

Test of RR=1:z=0.16 p = 0.870

Study

Hamillon 1988

Garrelt 1989
Treas 1991
Shoaf 1992
Kleiber 1553

Hanrahan 1594

Mayer 1995
Wright 1995
Kottar 1996
LeDuc 1997
Melson 1998

Heilskov 1998

Golberg 1559

Owerall (95% CI)

ABUATUNTNY 15 2551;

Risk ratio

1.3629
1.35205
1.52642

8.1008
1.52463
1.18032
8.36346
2.30052
5.66729
8.48922
5.38046
1.42684
2.12385

% Weight

% Weight

7.31384
40.3231
8.98902
0.803415
9.39096
6.17227
2.14441
6.99904
2.20175
0.759264
1.14727
9.50834
4.24734

Owverall (95% CI)

23(3) e Srinagarind Med J 2008; 23(3)

RR [95% Conf. Interval]
0.583333 0.249672
1.10051 0.895767
0.781421 0.400032
0.794118 0.077847
0.85 0.473885
0.465241 0.183381
3.05303 1.11449
1.30436 0.73954
2 0.705804
0.351351 0.014542
0.8125 0.122695
0.925926 0.600864
0.958333 0.432423
1.01311 0.866343
Risk ratio
(95% CI)
S 0.58 (0.26,1.38)
m 1.10 (0.80,1.35)
- 0,78 (0.40,1.53)
0.79 (0.08,8.10)
— 0,85 (0.47,1.52)
- 0,47 (0.18,1.18)
3.05 (1.11,8.38)
- 1,30 (0.74,2.30
B 2.00 (0.71,5.67)
0.35 (0.01,8.48)
0.81 (0.12,5.38)
—-— 0.93 (0.60,1.43)
- 0,96 (0.43,2.12)
1.01 (0.87,1.18)
I I
014542 68.7677
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