NKR 44: Secondary intervention for work related hand eczema
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Figures
Figure 1 (Analysis 1.1)
Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Bvents Total Weight I, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI ABCDETFG
1.1.1 Symptomer
MECormick 2000 14 18 8 36 1000%  1.63[0.82 3.23] —t 77000872
Subtotal (95% CI) 28 26 100.0% 1.63 [0.82, 3.22] -
Total events 14 g

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for averall effect Z=1.39{F=016)

Risk of bias legend
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(B) Allocation concealment

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel
(D) Blinding of outcome assessors

(E) Incomplete outcome data

(F) Selective outcome reporting

(G) Other sources of bias
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Favours Intervention  Favours Control

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Barrier cream vs Control cream (oil-contaning), outcome: 1.1 Svaerhedsgrad af eksemet, leengste follow up.

Figure 2 (Analysis 2.2)

Intervention Control Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG
2.2.1 HECSI, lower is better
Ibler 2012 497 465 123 853 B.2724 132 100.0%  -3.66 [4.81,-2.21] ! @200 0e®
Subtotal (95% CI) 123 132 100.0% -3.56 [-4.91,-2.21]
Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test for overall effect £=5.17 (P = 0.00001)
Total (95% CI) 123 132 100.0% -3.56 [-4.91,-2.21] <
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable -'10 _|5 b :'3 1ﬁ

Test for overall effect Z=5.17 (P = 0.00001}
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicahle
Risk of bias legend
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(C) Blinding of participants and personnel
(D) Blinding of outcome assessors

(E) Incomplete outcome data

(F) Selective outcome reporting

(G) Other sources of bias
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Forest plot of comparison: 2 Radgivning (eksemforebyggende) vs Kontrol, outcome: 2.2 Sveerhedsgrad af eksemet, laengste follow up.

Figure 3 (Analysis 2.3)

Intervention Control Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG
2.3.1 HECSI <10
Ibler 2012 122 19048 123 2 24393 132 100.0% -0.78 [1.32,-0.24] i Ll 11117
Subtotal (95% CI) 123 132 100.0% -0.78[-1.32,-0.24]
Heterogeneity, Mot applicable
Test for overall effect: 2= 2.86 (P =0.004)
Total (95% CI) 123 132 100.0% -0.78[-1.32,-0.24] "-
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 12 i1 p 1i é

Test for overall effect: 2= 2 86 (P = 0.004)
Test for subgroup differences: Mot applicahle
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Forest plot of comparison: 2 Radgivning (eksemforebyggende) vs Kontrol, outcome: 2.3 Livskvalitet, longest follow up.
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