Forest plot, pico 5

Experimental Control

Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Jenkins 18 68 12 A6 12.9% 1.24 [0.65, 2.34] 1989 e
Howeard B 25 7 25 6.9% 086 [0.34, 218] 1989 [ —

Stein 4 40 G 22 TE% 037[012, 116 1990 e E

Harne 5 16 3 13 3.3% 1.35[0.40, 463 1990 I B —
Ahbaszadegan 3 22 gq 24 8.5% 036 [0.11,1.17] 1990 —

Roumen g 21 3 22 29% 3.14([058 1004] 1991

Rodriguez-Merchan 7 35 15 35 147% 047 [0.22,1.000 1992 —]

Kapoor 4 18 13 23 11.2% 0.39[0.15,1.000 2000 — ]

Young 2 36 3 a0 25% 093016, 526 2003

Zheng 2 12 gq 17 7.3% 0.31[0.08,1.200 2003 T
Hegermann 2 15 3 17 28% 076015, 393 2004 ——
Foldhazy 19 29 13 22 145% 141 072,172 2010 -

Rahman 21 30 5 an 4.9% 420[1.82 967 2012 e —
Total (95% CI) 367 356 100.0% 0.96 [0.76, 1.21] L 3

Total events 102 101

Heterageneity: Chi*= 3237, df=12 (P=0.001); F=63% 'IZI.EI1 Df1 1'D 1DD'

Testfor averall effect Z=035{F=0.73)

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Ex fix vs. konservativ beh, outcome: 1.1 Functional grading: fair or

poor.

Favours [experimental]

Favours [control]



