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Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
. q Quality
Ne of Study Risk of . q A Other q Relative Absolute
Sigles design bias Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision L i Heparin | placebo (95% Cl) (95% Cl)
Mortality at 12 months
8 randomised | Not Serious not serious serious none 735/1464 | 594/1066 | RR0.93 39 fewer per 1000 o0
trials serious (50.2%) (55.7%) (0.85t0 | (from 11 more to 84 Low
1.02) fewer)
Symptomatic VTE
7 randomised | Not not serious not serious not serious none 38/1338 57/926 RR 0.55 28 fewer per 1000 DD D
trials serious (2.8%) (6.2%) (0.37to | (from 11 fewer to 39 HIGH
0.82) fewer)
Major bleeding
9 randomised | Not not serious not serious serious 1 none 30/1624 | 23/1219 RR1.3 6 more per 1000 [SISTSN
trials serious (1.8%) (1.9%) (0.59 to (from 8 fewer to 35 | MODER.
2.88) more)
Minor bleeding
7 randomised | Not not serious not serious serious 1 none 85/1365 50/980 RR 1.05 3 more per 1000 oo}
trials serious (6.2%) (5.1%) (0.75t0 | (from 13 fewerto 23 | MODERA
1.46) more)
Health-related quality of life
1 randomised | serious ! | not serious not serious serious 1 none 0/0 0/0 not not estimable 1 0@)
trial estimable Low
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Welcome to the GDT!

You have not created any project yet. Projects group all the information related to & set of questions. In GRADEpro, profile groups played the same role. You can create a project either by importing it from GRADEpro or RevMan, or create a blank new project
and enter the questians manually
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Summary of findings
N2 of patients Effect

Relative Absolute Quality
95%C) 95% C1)

Quality assessment
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| | meof
@® score studies

Risk of bias Inconsistency Indirectness Imprecision  Other considerat'8 Heparin placebo

$64 (50.2%) 594/1066 (55.7%) RR 0.93 39 fewer per
(0.85t0102)  |1000 (from 11
more to 84
fewer)
59.33% 42 fewer per
1000 (from 12
more to 89
fewer)
jrmptomatic VIE 4
57/926 (6.2%) RR 0.55 28 fewer per
(037t0082)  |1000 (from 11
fewerto 39
fewer)
217% 10 fewer per
1000 (from 4
fewer to 14
fewer)

a DOCUMENT SECTIONS

i COMPARISONS

EVIDENCE TABLE
RECOMMENDATIONS

3 DISSEMINATION
24 (13%) 23/1215 (19%) RR13. 6 more per
(059t02.88)  |1000 (from &
fewer to 35
more)

Explanations ~
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“ | Mortality at 12 months 4
[ ECCCIERTEECTotesy (5 randomised | not sericus | serious & | not serious | net sericus | none 7351464 (50.2%) | 594/1066 (35.7%) | RR093 39 fewer per
1 trisls (085t 102) | 1000 from 11
4 COMPARISONS o
— 1 fewer)
R | 59.33% 42 fewer per
SEARCHING 1000 from 12
| more to 89
fewer)
S— | Symptomatic VTE
i i 7 randomised not serious | notserious | not serioUs | not serious | none 38/1338 (2.8%) 57/926 (6.2%) RR 0.55 28 fewer per
e trials (037t082) | 1000 tfrom 11
| fewerto 39
P fewen)
| 217% 10 fewer per
EVIDENCE T4BLE 1000 (from 4
3 fewerto 14
RECOMMENDATIONS fewen)
) DISSEMINATION Mejor bleeding
B randomised | nat serious | not serious | not serious | serious | none 30/1624 (18%) 23/1219 (19%) RR 13 & more per
trisls (059t0288) 1000 (from 8
fewerto 33
more)
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“ | Mortality at 12 months 4
B RCaiL i ntie g o e sl | e s 7351464 (50.2% | 594/1066 (55.7%)  |RRO93 3enerper | @@ IMPORTANT
1 trials (085t2102) 1000 (from 11 | MODERATE
4 COMPARISONS o
— 1 fewer)
R | 59.33% 42 fewer per
T 1000 from 12
| more to 89
fewer)
D | Symptomatic VTE 4
R l [ randomised | not serius | not serious | not serious | not sericus | none 38/1338 (2.8%) 57/926 (6.2%) RR 0.55 28 fewer per | DD CRITICAL
— trisls (037t20.82) | 1000 from 11 HIGH
| fewer to 39
fewer)
217% 10 fewer per
1000 (from 4
fewerto 14
RECOMMENDATIONS fewer)
Major bleeding 73
s randomised | not sericus | not serious | not serious | serious 2 | none 30/1624 (1.8%) 23/1219 (19%) RR 13 & more per @O®O MPORTANT
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more)
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@ No
® score Probably no
B DOCUMENT SECTIONS § 15 there a problem priarity? Er”;;a":l‘y”m
£ COMPARISONS g Yes
Varies
@

ative mportance Certainty of the
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What is the overall certainty of this

evidence? = yat 12 = A
loderate ortality at 12 months IMPORTANT Iy

CRITICAL OO0

y c
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IMPORTANT

[celle)
MODERATE

EVIDENCE TABLE

Health-related quality of life IMPORTANT
RECOMMENDATIONS Is there important uncertainty about 9
how much people value the main

) DISSEMINATION T variabi ummary of findings: placebo

v
2
S
& - (474 to 568)
w [
B DOCUMENTSECTIONs | | & 552 per
@
Z | Are the desirab d effe 10
£ COMPARISONS = laremve lesirable anticipates cts - (504 to 605)
= large?
| larg
@
i 34 per 1000
o €2per1000 | "ol )
B ]
Ui 22 per 1000 “s“’igm
Are the undesirable anticipated Probably yes (8t018)
effects small?

25 per 1000 | 1000 (from 8
(1t054) | fewerto3s
more)
@ o ajor bleeding
RECOMMENDATIONS T 2 more per
o 8per1000 | 1000 (from 3
Peri00 | “i019) | fewerto12
more)

19 per 1000
EVIDENCE TABLE

) DISSEMINATION Are the desirable effects large

relative to undesirable effects?

0 per 1000

Hezlth-related quality of life 0 per 1000 00
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