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healed
SWC PNMD Odds Ratio
Stud S Weight
yor Subgroup / Events | Total | Events | Total . M-H, Fixed, 95% CI |

Lazaro-Martinez 2007 24 128 36 128 44 4% 0.59[0.33,1.06]
Veves 2002 39 138 51 138 55.6% 067 [040,1.12]3

Total (95% CI) 266 266 100.0% 0.64 [0.43, 0.93]

Total events B3 a7

Heterogeneity: Chi*=0.11,df=1 (P=0.74); F=0%

Test for overall effect: £ =232 (P =0.02)
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Comparison: 1 Protease-modulating dressing (PMD) vs standard
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SWC PKMD Std. Mean Difference
Studyor S
yor Subgroup / Mean | SD | Total | Mean | SD | Total | IV, Random,95% Cl
Lazaro-Martinez 2007 461 274 18 264 31 19 067 [0.01.132]
Lobmann 2006 18 212 15 18 273 18]  057[1.27,043]
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Review: Prophylactic antibiotics to prevent surgical site infection after breast cancer surgery

Comparison: 1 Preoperative antibiotics versus none or placebo 1

Outcome: 1 Wound infections

Study ar subgroup m G/ Risk Flatin:-\ Weight RishFatio

9 M-H,Fixed,35% C) M-H.Fixed,35% CI

1 Preoperative antibiotic vers, \g
Amland 1995 e e— 3.0% 061 [0.15, 2.53]
Bold 1998 — 6.6 % 0.31 [0.09,1.09]
Cabaluna 2012 —— 129% 088 [048, 1.60]
Cupta 2000 - 21.3% 0.93[0.59,147]
Paajanen 2009 —8— 8.7 % 063 [0.27,148]
Platt 1990 —— 17.5% 0.65[0.36,1.18]
Wagman 1990 4% 0.60[0.15 240]

Subtotal (95% CI) 891 893 73.4% 0.74 [ 0.56, 0.97 ]

Total events: 80 (Antibiotic), 109 (Contral) \ /

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 3.62, df = &6 (P = 0.73); ¥ =0.0%

Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.21 (P = 0.027)

2 Preoperative antibiotic versus none
Chow 2000 uyda uyl4 Mot estimable
Culluaglu 2013 94187 25/182 —— 171 % 0.35[0.17, 0.73]
Hall 2006 1073211 14/307 —a— 9.5 % 0.71[0.32,1.56]

Subtotal (95% CI) 526 513 - 26.6 % 0.48 [ 0.28, 0.81 ]

Total events: 19 (Antibiotic), 39 (Contral)
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.60, df =1 (P = 0.21); I? =38%
Test for overall effect: £ = 2.73 (F = 0.0064)

Total (95% CI) 1417 * 100.0 % 0.67 | .35 ]

Total events: 99 (Antibiotic), 148 (Contral)

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 7.36, df = 8§ (P = 0.50); ¥ =0.0%

Test for overall effect: £ = 3.29 (P = 0.00099)

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi* = 2.04, df =1 (P = 0.15), I* =51

n0.01 0.1 1 10 100
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