Diabetic Non-diabetic Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup log[Odds Ratio] SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
2.1.1 Trauma

Britt 2006 -1.61 1.15 14 186  0.5% 0.20[0.02, 1.90] *

Ong 2009 1.16 0.44 41 164 2.0% 3.19 [1.35, 7.56]

Wu 2008 -1.94 0.66 0 0 12% 0.14 [0.04, 0.52]

Zhao 2008 -1.91 0.65 0 0 1.3% 0.15[0.04, 0.53]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 3.08; Chi* = 24.52, df = 3 (P < 0.0001); I1> = 88%

Subtotal (95% CI) 55 350  5.0% 0.37 [0.06, 2.37] e
Test for overall effect: Z=1.06 (P = 0.29)

2.1.2 Surgical

Kermarrec 2008 0.73 0.79 9 18  0.9% 2.08 [0.44, 9.76]

Markogiannakis 2009 0.15 0.46 19 104 1.9% 1.16 [0.47, 2.86) I
Murthy 2007 0.69 0.27 100 586 3.0% 1.99 [1.17, 3.38] SR
Nasraway 2006 0.15 0.35 79 314 25% 1.16 [0.59, 2.31] =
Swoboda 2008 -0.14 06 18 52 1.4% 0.87 [0.27, 2.82] —_—s
Subtotal (95% CI) 225 1074 9.7% 1.48 [1.04, 2.11] =3

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 2.94, df =4 (P = 0.57); P=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.19 (P = 0.03)

2.1.3 Medical

Andrikos 2009 -0.15 0.22 53 117 3.3% 0.86 [0.56, 1.32] -1
Auburtin 2006 0.96 0.43 19 137 2.1% 2.61[1.12, 6.07) ——
Bodi 2005 0.01 0.22 121 408 3.3% 1.01[0.66, 1.55] —t
Degoricija 2006 -0.19 0.21 140 174  3.4% 0.83 [0.55, 1.25] =
Erbes 2006 -0.05 0.85 8 50 0.8% 0.95 [0.18, 5.03] —
Georges 2009 0.88 057 18 64 15% 2.41[0.79, 7.37] -

Gong 2006 0.2 0.35 33 178  2.5% 0.82 [0.41, 1.63] —
Labelle 2008 -0.48 0.41 38 73 22% 0.62 [0.28, 1.38] N E

Lan 2006 -0.16 0.38 89 142 2.3% 0.85 [0.40, 1.79] —
Lemant 2008 -0.73 0.69 11 22 11% 0.48 [0.12, 1.86] —
Lorente 2009 0.88 03 49 143 2.8% 2.41[1.34, 4.34] —
Martin-Loeches 2010 -0.58 0.34 33 104  26% 0.56 [0.29, 1.09] —

Nseir 2006 -0.22 0.21 17 542  3.4% 0.80 [0.53, 1.21] -

Patel 2009 092 0.62 11 20 1.3% 0.40 [0.12, 1.34] —_—
Rammaert 2009 -0.99 0.65 23 93 1.3% 0.37 [0.10, 1.33] —_—
Riachy 2008 0.65 0.59 17 45  1.4% 1.92 [0.60, 6.09] —1
Rodriguez 2009 0.4 0.43 44 140 2.1% 0.67 [0.29, 1.56] —
Ruiz-Bailen 2005 0.68 0.32 36 115 2.7% 1.97 [1.05, 3.70] —
Senthuran 2008 -0.13 0.63 31 39 1.3% 0.88 [0.26, 3.02] —
Tseng 2009 -0.02 0.48 29 31 1.8% 0.98 [0.38, 2.51] S
Valente 2008 041 1.23 3 28  04%  1.51[0.14, 16.79]

Wang 2009 -0.54 0.47 26 60 1.9% 0.58 [0.23, 1.46] — 1
Wilson 2005 0.18 0.57 14 82  15% 1.20 [0.39, 3.66] NS A
Yu 2009 0.1 0.61 13 27 1.4% 0.90 [0.27, 2.99] ——
Subtotal (95% CI) 976 2834 48.3% 0.97 [0.79, 1.18] 4

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.08; Chi* = 36.68, df = 23 (P = 0.04); = 37%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.33 (P = 0.74)

2.1.4 Mixed

Barlage 2009 0.11 0.5 18 133 1.8% 1.12[0.42, 2.97] T
Chan 2005 -1.08 0.68 16 1 1.2% 0.34 [0.09, 1.29] LEESSSLEEESS i

Chen 2008 0.77 0.52 37 35 1.7% 2.16 [0.78, 5.98] 1 =
Egi 2006 -0.56 0.17 728 4218  3.6% 0.57 [0.41, 0.80] =

Fortaleza 2009 044 0.29 39 83 29% 1.55[0.88, 2.74] T
Graham 2010 -0.06 0.07 5928 30486 4.1% 0.94 [0.82, 1.08] T

Leroy 2009 1.46 0.31 29 239 2.7% 4.31[2.35,7.91] e
Lundelin 2010 -1.61 1.1 11 27 0.5% 0.20[0.02, 1.73]

Mascia 2008 -0.06 0.49 17 256  1.8% 0.94 [0.36, 2.46] B
Pratikaki 2009 0.66 0.36 28 120 24% 1.93 [0.96, 3.92] I =
Reintam 2008 -0.37 0.48 22 174  1.8% 0.69 [0.27, 1.77] =T

Rhodes 2006 0.22 0.87 7 45  0.8% 1.25[0.23, 6.86] -

Sakr 2006 0 0.22 81 977  3.3% 1.00 [0.65, 1.54] -1

Santini 2010 0.64 0.32 45 107 2.7% 1.90 [1.01, 3.55] =
Varela 2005 0.2 0.95 4 20 0.7% 1.22[0.19, 7.86] N
Whitcomb 2005 -0.65 0.2 574 2139 34% 0.52 [0.35, 0.77] et

Zaragoza 2009 1.14 0.54 12 41 1.6% 3.13[1.09, 9.01] I 7O
Subtotal (95% Cl) 7596 39111 37.0% 1.14 [0.85, 1.54] >

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.22; Chi® = 65.52, df = 16 (P < 0.00001); I* = 76%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.87 (P = 0.39)

005 0.2 5 20
Favours diabetics Favours non-diabetics

Total (95% ClI) 8852 43369 100.0% 1.03 [0.87, 1.22] ?
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.18; Chi? = 136.66, df = 49 (P < 0.00001); I = 64% 1
Test for overall effect: Z=0.34 (P = 0.74)



