
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
  

Study or Subgroup
Montecalvo
Kortbeek
Taylor
Kearns
Minard
Day
Davies 2002
Montejo
Hsu
White
Acosta-Escribano
Davies 2012

Total (95% CI)
Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.02; Chi² = 12.33, df = 11 (P = 0.34); I² = 11%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.56 (P = 0.01)

Events
4

10
18

4
6
0
2

16
5

11
16
18

110

Total
19
37
41
21
12
14
31
50
59
57
50
91

482

Events
6

18
26

3
7
2
1

20
15

5
31
19

153

Total
19
43
41
23
15
11
35
51
62
51
54
89

494

Weight
3.9%

10.4%
20.6%

2.5%
7.2%
0.6%
0.9%

14.2%
5.1%
4.7%

17.5%
12.4%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI
0.67 [0.22, 1.99]
0.65 [0.34, 1.22]
0.69 [0.46, 1.05]
1.46 [0.37, 5.78]
1.07 [0.49, 2.34]
0.16 [0.01, 3.03]

2.26 [0.22, 23.71]
0.82 [0.48, 1.39]
0.35 [0.14, 0.90]
1.97 [0.73, 5.28]
0.56 [0.35, 0.89]
0.93 [0.52, 1.65]

0.75 [0.60, 0.93]

Small Bowel Gastric Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
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Study or Subgroup
Montecalvo
Kortbeek
Davies 2002
Montejo
Acosta-Escribano
Davies 2012

Total (95% CI)
Total events
Heterogeneity: Tau² = 0.00; Chi² = 3.18, df = 5 (P = 0.67); I² = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.52 (P = 0.01)

Events
4

10
2

16
16
18

66

Total
19
37
31
50
50
91

278

Events
6

18
1

20
31
19

95

Total
19
43
35
51
54
89

291

Weight
5.7%

16.8%
1.2%

24.3%
31.4%
20.6%

100.0%

M-H, Random, 95% CI
0.67 [0.22, 1.99]
0.65 [0.34, 1.22]

2.26 [0.22, 23.71]
0.82 [0.48, 1.39]
0.56 [0.35, 0.89]
0.93 [0.52, 1.65]

0.72 [0.55, 0.93]

Small Bowel Gastric Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI
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