%

Study (Year) RR (95% CI) Weight
|
ICU only }
Dumigan (1998) — 0.65 (0.50, 0.84) 14.32
Huang (2004) | ¢ 0.72 (0.54, 0.96) 13.27
Jain (2006) ¢ 0.64 (0.33, 1.20) 7.82
Seguin (2010) } ¢ 0.98 (0.51, 1.83) 4.61
Titsworth (2012) ¢ 1 0.30 (0.10, 0.75) 10.25
Subtotal (l-squared = 30.9%, p = 0.215) <> 0.63 (0.47,0.78) 50.26
1
not ICU only
Topal (2005) — 0.53 (0.25, 1.06) 8.42
Stephan (2006) M- 0.41 (0.19, 0.82) 10.49
Crouzet (2007) . 1 0.15 (0.01, 0.82) 8.42
Apisarnthanarak (2007) - 0.24 (0.15, 0.37) 15.68
Rothfield (2010) 1 ¢ 0.76 (0.07, 4.67) 0.51
Bruminhent (2010) ¢ w 0.21 (0.02, 1.08) 6.21
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.672)<___> | 0.27 (0.17, 0.36) 49.74
|
|
Overall (I-squared = 68.9%, p < 0.001) <> 0.47 (0.30, 0.64) 100.00
|
NOTE: Weights are from random ?ffects a‘nalysisl ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 .25 5 .75 1 1.25 1.5 1.75 2

Appendix Figure 1. Meta-analysis of rate ratios (RRs) for catheter-associated urinary tract infection (CAUTI)
episodes per 1000 catheter days, for intervention vs. control groups, stratified by focus on intensive care units
(ICUs). CI, confidence interval



