Haemoglobin < 5 g/dL
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Random Effects Model

Diagnostic OR [95% CI)

453 [243-844)
11,22 (1.00-125.41)
30,60 (1.78 - 525.30)
776 [4.36-1387)

19.37 (1260 - 29.79)
3355 [18.33-51.45)
13653 [E4.16 - 542.90]
2994 [18.99 - 47.20)

Pooled Diagnostic Odds Ratio = 20,62 [10.07 to 42.24)
Cochran-d = 55.06; df = 7 [p = 0.0000)
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Random Effects Model

Diagnostic OR [95% CI)

561 [302-1043
547 [0.49-60.78]

75 [1.58-35.79)

1070 [5.00-22.91]
2056 [18.39 - 44.39)
90.98  (51.80 - 159.50)
5140 [29.38-89.91)
3900 [23.81 - 53.67)

Pooled Diagnostic Odds Ratio = 21.62 (10.54 to 44.37)
Cochran-d = 62.87; df = 7 [p = 0.0000)

Desai 2002
Getansh 2000
Luby 1995
Muhe 2000
Zucker 19973
Zucker 1957b

Fandam Effects bodel

Diagnostic OR [95% CI)

574 [309-1067]
7.05 [0.E3- 750
1553 [658- 3663
2638 [16.99 - 40.54)
107.76  [50.45 - 1592.00)
3840 [24.29-E0.F1)

FPaaled Diagnostic Odds Ratio = 22,98 [9.78 to 54.02]
Cochrand = 52.27: df = & [p = 0.0000]



