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Figure 751: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — mean rate of healing in patients improved

> 40% (cm?/week)
Alginate Dextranomer Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
30.4.1 Dextranomer
Sayag 1996 355 218 47 215 36 45 100.0% 1.40[0.18, 2.62] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 1.40[0.18, 2.62]

Heterogeneity. Mot applicatie
Tiest for owerall effect 2= 224 (P= 0032

1
T

4 20 2 1
Favours control Favours experimenta

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicahle

Figure 752: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — mean rate of healing (cm?/week)

Alginate Dextranomer Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
30.5.1 Dextranomer
Sayag 1996 239 354 47 027 321 45 100.0% 2.12[0.74, 3.50] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 2.12[0.74,3.50]

Heterogenaity: Mot applicsble
Test for overall effesk £= 3.01 &= 0.,003)

1
T

-4 -2 0 2 4
Favours dextranomer Favours alginate

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable

Figure 753: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — proportion of patients with an infection

Alginate Dextranomer Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
30.6.3 Dextranomer
Sayag 1996 2 47 2 45 100.0% 0.96[0.14, 6.51]
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0%  0.96 [0.14, 6.51]
Total events 2 2

Heterogeneity: Wot applicable
Test for overall effiect Z= 0.04 (P = 0.98)

0.002 01 1 10 500
Favours alginate Favours dextranomer

Figure 754: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — proportion of patients with
hypergranulation

Alginate Dextranomer Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
30.7.2 Dextranomer
Sayag 1996 1 47 3 45 100.0%  0.32(0.03,2.96] 1—
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 0.32[0.03, 2.96]
Total events 1 3

Heterogensity: Mat applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.01 (F=0.31)

0.002 0.1 10 500
Favours dextranomer Favours alginate

187



Pressure ulcers
Appendix I: Forest plots

Figure 755: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — proportion of patients with skin irritation
Alginate Dextranomer Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

30.8.2 Dextranomer

Sayag 1996 1 47 1 45 100.0% 0.96[0.06, 14.85]
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 0.96 [0.06, 14.85]
Total events 1 1

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test far overall efiect. Z= 0.03 {F = 0.98)

0.002 01 1 10 500
Favours dextranomer Favours alginate

Figure 756: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — proportion of patients with bleeding

Alginate Dextranomer Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl
30.9.2 Dextranomer
Sayag 1996 0 47 3 45 100.0% 0.12[0.01,1.22] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 0.12[0.01,1.22]
Total events 0 3

Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.73 {P=0.07)

0.002 0.1 10 500
. : Favours dextranomer Favours alginate
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable

Figure 757: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — proportion of patients with pain

Alginate Dextranomer Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
30.10.1 Dextranomer
Sayag 1996 0 47 § 45 1000%  012[0.02,071] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 0.12[0.02,0.71]
Total events 0 5

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=2.34 {(P=0.02)

0.002 01 10 500
. . Favours alginate Favours dextranomer
Testfor subagroup differences: Not applicable

Figure 758: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer — proportion of patients with pruritus
Alginate Dextranomer Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

30.11.1 Dextranomer

Sayag 1996 0 47 1 45 100.0% 0.13[0.00,6.53]
Subtotal (95% CI) 47 45 100.0% 0.13 [0.00, 6.53]
Total events 0 1

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect: Z=1.02 (P=0.31)

0.001 0.1 10 1000
. ) Favours alginate Favours dextranomer
Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable
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Figure 759: Alginate dressing versus dextranomer —mortality
Alginate Dextranomer Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Sayag 1996 5 47 6 45 100.0% 0.80[0.26, 2.43]
Total (95% ClI) 47 45 100.0% 0.80 [0.26, 2.43]
Total events 5 6

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.40 (P = 0.69)

1 1 1 ]
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours alginate Favours dextranomer

Figure 760: Silver dressing versus silver cream — mean percentage reduction in ulcer area
Dressing Cream Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Chuangsuwanich 2011 36.95 5613 20 2506 56.13 20 100.0% 11.89[-22.90, 46.68]
Total (95% CI) 20 20 100.0% 11.89[-22.90, 46.68]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable _1'00 _5:0 fl 5'0 1ﬁ0

Test for overall effect: Z= 0.67 (P = 0.50)

Figure 761:

Favours dressing Favours cream

Silver dressing versus silver cream —percentage reduction in PUSH score

Dressing Cream Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Chuangsuwanich 2011 2815 0 20 3451 0 20 Mot estimable
Total (95% CI) 20 20 Not estimable
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle ._1 0 _510 5 6'0 100.

Test for overall effect: Not applicable

Favours cream Favours dressing

Figure 762: Silver dressing versus silver cream — proportion of people with adverse events
Dressing Cream Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Chuangsuwanich 2011 0 20 0 20 Not estimable
Total (95% CI) 20 20 Not estimable
Total events 0 0

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Not applicable

001 0.1 1 10 100
Favours dressing Favours cream

Figure 763: Silver dressing versus silver cream — mortality (all-cause)
Dressing Cream Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Chuangsuwanich 2011 0 20 0 20 Not estimable
Total (95% CI) 20 20 Not estimable
Total events 0 0

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Not applicable

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours dressing Favours cream
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Figure 764:
Dextranomer
Total

Sugar

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events

Sugar versus dextranomer — proportion of patients completely healed
Peto Odds Ratio
Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl

Peto Odds Ratio
Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

32.1.2 Dextranomer

Parish 1979 0 5 4 7 100.0%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 5 7 100.0%
Total events 0 4

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.98 (P = 0.05)

Figure 765:
Dextranomer
Total

Sugar

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events

0.09[0.01, 0.97]
0.09 [0.01, 0.97]

= =

0.001 0.1 10 1000
Favours dextranomer Favours sugar

Sugar versus dextranomer — proportion of ulcers completely healed
Peto Odds Ratio
Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

Peto Odds Ratio
Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

32.3.1 Dextranomer

Parish 1979 0 9 6 14 100.0%
Subtotal (95% ClI) 9 14 100.0%
Total events 0 6

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: 2= 2.23 (P = 0.03)

Figure 766:

0.12[0.02,0.77]
0.12[0.02,0.77]

= =

0.001 01 10 1000
Favours dextranomer Favours sugar

Sugar versus dextranomer — proportion of patients improved

Peto Odds Ratio

Sugar Dextranomer Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
32.2.1 Dextranomer
Parish 1979 0 5 7 7 1000%  0.02[0.00,021] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 5 7 100.0% 0.02 [0.00, 0.21]
Total events 0 7

Heterageneity: Mot gpplicahle
Test far overall effect Z= 3.32 (P = 0.0009)

Figure 767:
Dextranomer
Total

Sugar

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events

0.001 0.1 10 1000
Favours dextranomer Favours sugar

Sugar versus dextranomer — proportion of ulcers improved
Peto Odds Ratio
Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

Peto Odds Ratio
Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

32.4.1 Dextranomer

Parish 1979 0 9 12 14 100.0%
Subtotal (95% CI) 9 14 100.0%
Total events 0 12

Heterageneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=3.93 (P < 0.0001)
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Figure 768: Sugar versus different types of topical agents — proportion of patients completely

healed

Sugar Different agents Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
33.1.1 Different type of topical agents

Rhodes 1979 18 17 9 21 100.0%  2.20[1.32, 3.66] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 17 21 100.0%  2.20[1.32, 3.65]

Total events 16 9
HE‘QI’UQEHEHW: Mt appl‘n‘table

Testfor averall effect: 2= 3.04 (P = 0.002)

1 ! Il
T T

01 02 05 2 5 10
Favours different agents Favours sugar

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable

Figure 769: Sugar versus different types of topical agents — mean healing index

Sugar Different agents Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
33.2.1 Different type of topical agents
Rhodes 1979 16.8 39.65 17 -3.8 3965 21 100.0% 20.60[-4.75, 45.95]
Subtotal (95% ClI) 17 21 100.0% 20.60 [-4.75,45.95]

Heterogeneziy: Mot applicsila
Teet for pvarsll Rifect Z=1.58 P= 011}
-100  -50 0 50 100
Favours different agents Favours sugar

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicahle

Figure 770: Honey versus ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone — proportion of ulcers
completely healed

Honey Ethoxy Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
34.1.1 Ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone
Gines 2007 5 25 0 25 100.0%  8.83[1.42 54.499] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 25 25 100.0% 8.83[1.42,54.99]
Total events 5 0

Heteroneneity. Mot applicahble
Test for overall effect Z= 233 (P=0.02)

0.002 01 10 500
Favours ethoxy Favours honey

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicable

Figure 771: Honey versus ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone — mean percentage
reduction in ulcer area

Honey Ethoxy Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
34.2.1 Ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone
Glnes 2007 56 28.92 25 13 28.92 25 100.0% 43.00([26.97,59.03] t
Subtotal (95% CI) 25 25 100.0% 43.00 [26.97,59.03]

Heterogemaity, Mot sgplicable
Teel for overgll sfiect 2= 528 (P = 0L00O001)

L 1 1 b
100 -50 0 50 100
) ) Favours ethoxy Favours honey
Testfor subgroup differences: Not applicable
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Figure 772: Honey versus ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone — mean percentage
reduction in PUSH score

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
34.3.1 Ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone
Gines 2007 1262 215 15 655 214 11 100.0% 6.07[4.40,7.74] !
Subtotal (95% CI) 15 11 100.0% 6.07 [4.40,7.74]

Heterogeneity. Mot applicatie
Test for owerall effect 2= 713 (P = 0.00001}

i
T

40 -5 0 & 10
Favours control Favours experimenta

Test for subgroup differences: Not applicahle

Figure 773: Honey versus ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone — proportion of people
with adverse events

Honey Ethoxy Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
35.4.1 Ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone
Glnes 2007 0 15 0 11 Not estimable
Subtotal (95% CI) 15 11 Not estimable
Total events 0 0

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Not applicable

L 1 1 ]
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
. . Favours honey Favours ethoxy
Test for subaroup differences: Not applicable

Figure 774: Honey versus ethoxydiaminoacridine and nitrofurazone — mortality

Honey Ethoxydiaminoacridine Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

Gulnes 2007 0 15 1 12 100.0% 0.11[0.00, 5.44] *

Total (95% Cl) 15 12 100.0% 0.11[0.00, 5.44] = —

Total events 0 1

Heterogeneity: Not applicable f t t |
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z=1.12 (P = 0.26) Favours honey Favours ethoxy

Figure 775: Platelet gel versus other treatment — proportion of pressure ulcers completely

healed
Favours platelet gel Control Risk Difference Risk Difference

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Scevola 2010 0 8 0 8 100.0% 0.00 [-0.21, 0.21]
Total (95% CI) 8 8 100.0%  0.00[-0.21, 0.21]
Total events 0 0
Heterogeneity: Not applicable f f T f |

- -100 -50 0 50 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.00 (P = 1.00) Favours platelet gel Favours control
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Figure 776: Platelet gel versus other treatment — proportion of ulcers improved
Platelet gel Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Scevola 2010 8 g 7 8 100.0% 1.13[0.81,1.58]
Total (95% CI) 8 8 100.0% 1.13[0.81,1.58]
Total events 8 7

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=0.74 (P = 0.46)

Il 1 1
T T T

0.2

Favours control

05 1 2 5
Favours platelet gel

Figure 777: Platelet gel versus other treatment — mean percentage reduction in ulcer volume
Platelet gel Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Scevola 2010 55 229 8 172 881 8 100.0% 37.80[32.01,107.61]
Total (95% ClI) 8 8 100.0% 37.80[-32.01,107.61]
ity i —t——1+—
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 2h0 0 10200

Test for overall effect: Z=1.06 (P = 0.29)

Favours control Favours platelet gel

Figure 778: Hyaluronic acid versus sodium hyaluronic — mean percentage reduction in ulcer
area (stage )
Dressing Sodium Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Felzani 2011 90 21.29 10 70 21.29 10 100.0% 20.00[1.34, 38.66]
Total (95% CI) 10 10 100.0% 20.00 [1.34, 38.66] -
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle Qo0 20 ;) & 100

Testfor overall effect: Z= 210 (P =0.04)

Favours sodium Favours dressing

Figure 779: Hyaluronic acid versus sodium hyaluronic — mean percentage reduction in ulcer
area (stage ll)
Dressing Sodium Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Felzani 2011 70 26.28 10 40 26.28 10 100.0% 30.00[6.96,53.04]
Total (95% CI) 10 10 100.0% 30.00 [6.96, 53.04] ‘
Heterogeneity: Not applicahle R0 20 B e 100

Test for overall effect: Z=2.55 (P = 0.01)

Figure 780:

diameter (days) (stage I)

Favours sodium Favours dressing

Hyaluronic acid versus sodium hyaluronic — time to 50% reduction in ulcer

Mean Difference

Dressing Sodium Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Felzani 2011 9 6.39 10 15 6.39 10 100.0% -6.00[-11.60,-0.40]
Total (95% CI) 10 10 100.0% -6.00[-11.60,-0.40] E 5

Heterogeneity: Not applicahle
Testfor overall effect Z=2.10 (P =0.04)
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Hydraluronic acid versus sodium hyaluronic — time to
diameter (days) (stage Il)

Figure 781:

50% reduction in ulcer

Mean Difference

Dressing Sodium Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Felzani 2011 95 585 10 15 585 10 100.0% -550[-10.63,-0.37]
Total (95% CI) 10 10 100.0% -5.50[-10.63,-0.37] e
Heterogeneity: Not applicahle 30 10 b 10 20

Test for overall effect. Z=2.10 (P =0.04)

Favours dressing Favours sodium

Figure 782: Hyaluronic acid versus sodium hyaluronic — time to 50% reduction in ulcer
diameter (days) (stage Ill)
Dressing Sodium Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Felzani 2011 129 6.71 7192 671 7 100.0% -6.30[13.33,0.73)
Total (95% CI) 7 7 100.0% -6.30[-13.33,0.73] e

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect Z=1.76 (P = 0.08)

Figure 783: Zinc gauze dressing versus streptokinase-streptodorn
with skin reaction

2010 0 10 20
Favours dressing Favours sodium

ase — proportion of patients

Peto Odds Ratio

Zinc Ointment Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Agren 1985 0 14 1 14 100.0% 0.14 [0.00, 6.82]
Total (95% Cl) 14 14 100.0%  0.14[0.00,6.82]  —————
Total events 0 1
Heterogeneity: Not applicahle 0001 01 10 1000

Test for averall effect. Z=1.00 (P =0.32)

Favours zinc Favours ointment

Figure 784: Zinc gauze dressing versus streptokinase-streptodornase — proportion of patients
with an infection
Zinc Ointment Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Agren 1985 0 14 1 14 100.0% 0.14 [0.00, 6.82)
Total (95% Cl) 14 14 100.0%  0.14[0.00,6.82] o ——
Total events 0 1
Heterogeneity: Not applicable D001 01 10 1000

Test for overall effect Z=1.00 (P =0.32)

Favours zinc Favours ointment

Figure 785: Zinc gauze dressing versus streptokinase-streptodornase — mortality (all-cause)
Zinc Ointment Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Agren 1985 0 14 0 14 Not estimable
Total (95% CI) 14 14 Not estimable
Total events 0 0

Heterogeneity: Not applicable :0 o7

Test for overall effect: Not applicable
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Hydrofibre versus resin salve — proportion of patients completely healed

Figure 786:
Hydrofibre Resin salve Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Sipponen 2008 4 9 12 13 100.0% 0.481[0.23,1.02] [
Total (95% CI) 9 13 100.0% 0.48 [0.23,1.02] e
Total events 4 12
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable o o5 3 >

Testfor overall effect: Z=1.92 (P = 0.06)

Favours resin salve Favours hydrofibre

Hydrofibre versus resin salve — proportion of ulcers completely healed

Figure 787:
Hydrofibre Resin salve Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
Sipponen 2008 4 11 17 18 100.0% 0.39[0.17,0.85)
Total (95% ClI) 1" 18 100.0% 0.39[0.17,0.85] B =
Total events 4 17
Heterogeneity: Not applicahle 1'3.05 012 é 2E'l

Test for overall effect: Z=2.37 (P=0.02)

Favours resin salve Favours hydrofibre

Figure 788: Hydrofibre versus resin salve — proportion of ulcers improved
Hydrofibre Resin salve Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Sipponen 2008 10 11 18 18 100.0% 0.90[0.72,1.13) —
Total (95% CI) 1 18 100.0% 0.90[0.72,1.13] oo
Total events 10 18
Heterogeneity: Not applicahle 075 Uf? ] 175 é

Test for overall effect: Z=0.93 (P =0.35)

Figure 789:

Hydrofibre versus resin salve — proportion of ulcers worsened

Favours resin salve Favours hydrofibre

Peto Odds Ratio

Hydrofibre Resin salve Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto,Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl
Sipponen 2008 1 11 0 18 100.0% 13.96(0.25, 792.93]
Total (95% CI) 1 18 100.0% 13.96 [0.25,792.93] e ———
Total events 1 0
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 0001 01 10 1000

Test for overall effect: Z=1.28 (P =0.20)

Favours hydrofiore Favours resin salve

Hydrofibre versus resin salve — proportion of patients with allergic skin irritation

Figure 790:
Experimental Resin salve Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% Cl Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Sipponen 2008 0 16 1 21 100.0% 0.17[0.00,8.97] ¢
Total (95% CI) 16 21 100.0% 0.17 [0.00, 8.97] == —
Total events 0 1
Heterogeneity: Not applicable 'om Uf1 1'0 100]

Test for overall effect: Z=0.87 (P =0.38)
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Figure 791: Hydrofibre versus resin salve — mortality
Hydrofibre Resin salve Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Sipponen 2008 4 16 3 21 100.0% 1.75[0.45, 6.74] —
Total (95% CI) 16 21 100.0% 1.75 [0.45, 6.74] —~l—
Total events 4 3
Heterogeneity: Not applicable '0.01 0:1 1 1'0 100'

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.81 (P = 0.42)

Figure 792:

granulation and < 25% of original ulcer area) (days)

Favours hydrofibre Favours resin salve

Dextranomer versus chlorinated lime solution — Time to healing (defined as

Dextranomer Chlorinated lime Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean  SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Nasar 1982 39.3 17.67 6 61.8 13.86 5 100.0% -22.50 [-41.14,-3.86]
Total (95% Cl) G 5 100.0% -22.50 [41.14, -3.86] .
Heterogeneity: Not applicable Hoo g 1 % —

Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.37 (P = 0.02)

Favours dextranomer Favours chlorinated lime

Figure 793: Dextranomer versus chlorinated lime solution — mortality
Dextranomer Chlorinated lime Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Nasar 1982 1 8 0 8 100.0%  7.39[0.15, 372.38] >
Total (95% CI) 8 8 100.0% 7.39[0.15, 372.38]
Total events 1 0
Heterogeneity: Not applicable '0.01 011 1' 1'0 100'

Test for overall effect: Z=1.00 (P = 0.32)

Figure 794:

ulcers completely healed

Collagen and foam Foam

Risk Ratio

Favours dextranomer Favours chlorinated lime

Collagen and foam versus foam dressing — proportion of people with pressure

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Piatkowski, 2012 4 5 5 5 100.0% 0.82[0.49, 1.38]

Total (95% ClI) 5 5 100.0% 0.82 [0.49, 1.38]

Total events 4 5

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.75 (P = 0.45)

001 0.1 1 10 100
Favours foam Favours collagen and f(

Figure 795: Dextranomer versus chlorinated lime solution — mortality
Dextranomer Chlorinated lime Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Nasar 1982 1 8 0 8 100.0%  7.39[0.15, 372.38] >
Total (95% CI) 8 8 100.0% 7.39[0.15, 372.38]
Total events 1 0
Heterogeneity: Not applicable '0.01 011 1' 1'0 100'

Test for overall effect: Z=1.00 (P = 0.32)
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Figure 796:
ulcers completely healed

Collagen and foam versus foam dressing — proportion of people with pressure

Collagen and foam Foam Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Piatkowski, 2012 4 5 5 5 100.0% 0.82[0.49, 1.38]
Total (95% CI) 5 5 100.0% 0.82 [0.49, 1.38]
Total events 4 5

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.75 (P = 0.45)
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Figure 797: Collagen and foam versus foam dressing — mortality (all-cause)
Collagen and foam Foam Peto Odds Ratio Peto Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight Peto, Fixed, 95% CI Peto, Fixed, 95% CI
Piatkowski, 2012 0 5 0 5 Not estimable
Total (95% CI) 5 5 Not estimable
Total events 0 0

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

100
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. 1
Test for overall effect: Not applicable Favours collagen and foam  Favours foam
1.2.9 Management of heel pressure ulcers
1.2.9.1 Various interventions for management of heel ulcers
Figure 798: Nimbus system versus Carewave system — proportion of people with pressure
ulcers completely healed
Nimbus Cairwave Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI
Russell, 2000 24 55 17 58 100.0% 1.49[0.90, 2.45]
Total (95% CI) 55 58 100.0%  1.49 [0.90, 2.45]
Total events 24 17
Heterogeneity: Not applicable '0.01 0:1 1' 1'0 100'

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.56 (P = 0.12)

Figure 799:

Nerve growth factors Placebo

Favours CAIRWAVE Favours NIMBUS

Nerve growth factor versus placebo — reduction in ulcer area (mm?2)

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Landi, 2003 623 451 18 485 384 18 100.0% 138.00 [-135.64, 411.64] * >
Total (95% CI) 18 18 100.0% 138.00 [-135.64, 411.64] «

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.99 (P = 0.32)
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Figure 800: Hydrocolloid dressing versus collagen — proportion of people with pressure ulcers
completely healed

Hydrocolloid Collagen Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
4.1.4 Heel ulcers
Mdaller 2001 7 11 11 12 100.0% 0.69[0.43, 1.12] i_
Subtotal (95% Cl) 11 12 100.0% 0.69 [0.43, 1.12] -
Total events 7 11

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z=1.50 (P = 0.13)

Total (95% CI) 11 12 100.0% 0.69 [0.43, 1.12] el
Total events 7 11
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z=1.50 (P = 0.13)

Test for subaroup differences: Not applicable
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Figure 801: Hydrocolloid dressing versus collagen - mean time to healing of pressure ulcers

(weeks)

Hydrocolloid Collagen Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
4.6.2 Heel ulcer
Miiller 2001 14 46 11 10 46 12 100.0% 4.00 [0.24, 7.76] i
Subtotal (95% CI) 11 12 100.0% 4.00 [0.24, 7.76]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.08 (P = 0.04)
Total (95% Cl) 11 12 100.0% 4.00 [0.24, 7.76] ‘

1 1

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.08 (P = 0.04)
Test for subaroup differences: Not applicable
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Figure 802: Ornithine alpha-ketoglutarate versus placebo — rate of complete healing of
pressure ulcers at week 6 (cm2/day)

Ornithine alpha Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Meaume, 2009 0.07 0.11 85 0.04 0.08 75 100.0%  0.03[0.00, 0.06]
Total (95% CI) 85 75 100.0% 0.03 [0.00, 0.06]

Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.99 (P = 0.05) -100 -50 0 50 100

Favours placebo Favours ornithine alpha

Figure 803: Ornithine alpha-ketoglutarate versus placebo — mean % reduction in pressure

ulcer size
Ornithine alpha Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Meaume, 2009 595 714 85 54 69 75 100.0% 5.50[-16.28, 27.28]
Total (95% CI) 85 75 100.0% 5.50 [-16.28, 27.28]

! 1 1 ]
-100 -50 0 50 100
Favours placebo Favours ornithine alpha

Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.50 (P = 0.62)
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Figure 804: Ornithine alpha-ketoglutarate versus placebo — mean surface area reduction (cm2)

Ornithine alpha Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Meaume, 2009 2.3 4.2 85 1.7 1.7 75 100.0% 0.60[-0.37, 1.57]
Total (95% ClI) 85 75 100.0% 0.60 [-0.37, 1.57]
ity: i I t 1 t {
est for overall effect: Z = 1.21 (P = 0.23) Favours placebo Favours ornithine alpha

Figure 805: Ornithine alpha-ketoglutarate versus placebo — all-cause mortality

Ornithine alpha Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Meaume, 2009 5 89 3 76 100.0% 1.42[0.35, 5.76]

Total (95% ClI) 89 76 100.0% 1.42[0.35, 5.76]

Total events 5 3

Heterogeneity: Not applicable f t f f |
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.49 (P = 0.62) Favours ornithine alpha Favours placebo
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