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
2.2.2 Trauma

Bitto 2010 -0.36 1.1 5 19 01% 0.70 [0.07, 7.47)

Bochicchio 2006 -0.36 0.48 95 1072 0.5% 0.70[0.27, 1.79] R

Gale 2007 -1.56 1.48 13 90 0.1% 0.21[0.01,3.82] *

Kao 2006 0.22 0.05 9203 334047  4.6% 1.25[1.13,1.37] -
Mowery 2009a -0.17 0.66 26 134 0.3% 0.84 [0.23, 3.08] I

Subtotal (95% CI) 9342 335362 5.6% 1.23[1.12, 1.36]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 3.43, df = 4 (P = 0.49); = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.21 (P < 0.0001)

2.2.3 Surgical

An 2007 0.92 1 5 19 01% 2.51[0.35, 17.81] —
Cheng 2007 -0.11 03 41 217 1.1% 0.90 [0.50, 1.61] i
Diez 2009 0.67 0.19 282 634  2.1% 1.95[1.35, 2.84]

Engel 2009 0.14 0.15 3531 7059 2.7% 1.15[0.86, 1.54] T
Frioud 2010 0.81 047 187 455  0.5% 2.25[0.89, 5.65) 1
Grinlatsos 2008 256 1.7 5 19 0.0% 12.94[0.45, 369.27] ]
Mowery 2009 -0.21 033 99 826 0.9% 0.81[0.42, 1.55] ]
Nair 2009 -0.42 058 55 138 0.3% 0.66 [0.21, 2.05) ——
Pieracci 2008 0.58 0.48 41 905  0.5% 1.79 [0.70, 4.58] —
Ranucci 2008 044 0.22 807 3739 1.7% 1.55[1.01, 2.39]

Rosamel 2005 19 0863 9 89 0.3% 6.69 [1.94, 22.98)

Rose 2009 047 0.45 18 186  0.6% 1.60 [0.66, 3.87] =
Sayed 2009 1.54 1.07 57 63 0.1% 4,66 [0.57, 37.98] ]
Smith 2007 067 02 133 674  2.0% 1.95[1.32, 2.89]

Svircevic 2009 0.12 0.16 1585 6404  2.5% 1.13[0.82, 1.54] T
Thielmann 2006 0.57 048 79 175 0.5% 1.77 [0.69, 4.53] =
Wasir 2006 0.38 0.59 330 670 0.3% 1.46 [0.46, 4.65] I
Yavas 2009 0.39 0.21 90 115 1.8% 1.48 [0.98, 2.23]

Zangrillo 2006 0.28 0.22 7 5692 1.7% 1.32 [0.86, 2.04] 7
Subtotal (95% CI) 8103 28225 20.6% 1.59 [1.28, 1.97]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.11; Chi® = 43.38, df = 19 (P = 0.001); I* = 56%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.22 (P < 0.0001)

2.2.4 Medical

Angstwurm 2005 0.05 0.27 75 233 1.3% 1.05 [0.62, 1.78] —
Boyer 2009 022 041 27 7 0.7% 1.25[0.56, 2.78] ]
Chen 2006 0.75 0.34 29 73 09% 212[1.09, 4.12)

Chen 2009 -0.05 0.36 34 87 0.8% 0.95[0.47, 1.93] -
Fang 2008 -0.04 032 3 80  1.0% 0.96 [0.51, 1.80] -
Freire 2005 0.15 0.24 113 910  1.5% 1.16 [0.73, 1.86] =
Hays 2006 0.37 0.28 53 182  1.2% 1.45 [0.84, 2.51] b
Henckaerts 2009 -0.03 0.18 132 642 2.2% 0.97 [0.68, 1.38) =
Hsu 2009 -0.49 048 23 17 05% 0.61[0.24, 1.57] ]
Jengq 2007 03 0.3 34 100  1.0% 1.35[0.74, 2.48] 1
Lee 2007 -0.48 042 23 62  0.6% 0.62[0.27, 1.41) B
Lin 2009 -0.62 0.31 7 124 1.0% 0.54 [0.29, 0.99] I
Lin 2009a -0.36 05 13 46  0.5% 0.70 [0.26, 1.86] ]
Martin 2006 -0.14 0.02 1939498 8482803  5.0% 0.87 [0.84, 0.90] "
Murphy 2009 -0.54 0.29 68 144 1.2% 0.58 [0.33, 1.03) -
Rivero-Ayerza 2008 0.08 0.09 2880 7821  3.9% 1.08 [0.91, 1.29] 1
Sailhamer 2009 037 03 59 140 1.1% 1.45 [0.80, 2.61] T
Shah 2007 021 0.36 49 130 0.8% 1.23 [0.61, 2.50] =
Sleiman 2008 -0.07 0.15 333 822 2.7% 0.93[0.69, 1.25] 7
Tseng 2009 -0.48 0.22 108 298 1.7% 0.62 [0.40, 0.95] ]
Vardakas 2009 0.81 048 19 24 0.5% 2.25[0.88, 5.76) b
Vasile 2009 -0.24 03 183 571 1.1% 0.79 [0.44, 1.42] ]
Yoshimoto 2005 032 06 9 63 0.3% 1.38 [0.42, 4.46) I
Subtotal (95% CI) 1943870 8495451  31.6% 0.97 [0.86, 1.10]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.02; Chi* = 37.08, df = 22 (P = 0.02); I* = 41%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.46 (P = 0.64)

2.2.5 Mixed

Babuin 2008 0.33 0.19 249 680  2.1% 0.72 [0.50, 1.04] —
Cagatay 2007 056 0.37 23 153 0.8% 1.75 [0.85, 3.62) b
Connelly 2009 037 0.29 54 165 1.2% 1.45 [0.82, 2.56) 7
Cooke 2008 002 0.09 237 876  3.9% 1.02 [0.86, 1.22) 1
Damas 2008 011 019 199 992 2.1% 0.90 [0.62, 1.30] =
Egi 2008 0.31 0.09 728 4218 3.9% 0.73 [0.61, 0.87] -
Friedrich 2006 089 0.31 39 143 1.0% 2.44[1.33, 4.47)

Garnacho-Montero 2005 044 04 21 60  0.7% 1.55[0.71, 3.40] =
Garnacho-Montero 2007 055 03 46 137 1.1% 1.73[0.96, 3.12)

Garnacho-Montero 2008 1.09 0.55 13 53 0.4% 2,97 [1.01, 8.74]

Graham 2010 011 001 346952 1199352 5.1% 0.90 [0.88, 0.91] .
Holley 2009 02 06 44 145 0.3% 0.82 [0.25, 2.65] —
Iribarren-Diarasarri 2009 048 04 45 332 0.7% 0.62 [0.28, 1.36) —
Jamal 2009 1114 7 17 04%  3.00[0.35, 25.94)

Krinsley 2007 003 011 1111 4254 34% 0.97 [0.78, 1.20] B
Liao 2009 0.19 0.28 43 129 1.2% 0.83 [0.48, 1.43] —
Mitchell 2006 0.04 023 163 770 1.6% 0.96 [0.61, 1.51] —
Quach 2009 026 0.12 470 3308 3.2% 0.77 [0.61, 0.98) -
Rady 2005 04 027 103 419 1.3% 0.67 [0.39, 1.14] —
Rellos 2006 -1.24 069 15 45 0.3% 0.29 [0.07, 1.12]

Sakr 2008 057 03 121 1608 1.1% 1.77 [0.98, 3.18)

Silva 2006 02 05 12 116 0.5% 0.82[0.31, 2.18) —
Vandijck 2008 0.16 044 23 107 0.8% 1.17 [0.50, 2.78) —
Vincent 2009 0.02 008 1336 12460  4.1% 0.98 [0.84, 1.15) 1
Ylipalosaari 2006 062 0.31 70 265  1.0% 1.86 [1.01, 3.41)

Zarrilli 2007 0.63 0.41 27 47 0.7% 0.53[0.24, 1.19] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 352151 1230851 42.2%  0.97 [0.88, 1.08] {

+

—
Tsai 2008 1.88 0.38 18 86 0.7% 6.55[3.11, 13.80] I

L 4

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.02; Chi* = 58,31, df = 25 (P = 0.0002); I = 57%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.50 (P = 0.62)
Total (95% CI) 2313466 10089889 100.0% 1.08 [1.00, 1.15] '
Heterogeneity: Tau?® = 0.02; Chi? = 241.96, df = 73 (P < 0.00001); I* = 70%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.08 (P = 0.04)
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