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	With placebo
	 the overall SSI rates 
	
	Risk with placebo
	Risk difference with the overall SSI rates 

	Comparison of the overall SSI rates

	4779
(19 RCTs)
	serious
	serious
	not serious
	not serious
	publication bias strongly suspected
	⨁◯◯◯
Very low
	460/2403 (19.1%) 
	294/2376 (12.4%) 
	RR 0.61
(0.48 to 0.78)
	460/2403 (19.1%) 
	75 fewer per 1,000
(from 100 fewer to 42 fewer)
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	With placebo
	With Comparison of the superficial SSI rates
	
	Risk with placebo
	Risk difference with Comparison of the superficial SSI rates

	Superficial or deep SSI rate in patients after abdominal surgery between With WP and Without WP groups

	3850
(14 RCTs)
	serious
	serious
	not serious
	not serious
	publication bias strongly suspected
	⨁◯◯◯
Very low
	301/1935 (15.6%) 
	210/1915 (11.0%) 
	RR 0.68
(0.50 to 0.91)
	301/1935 (15.6%) 
	50 fewer per 1,000
(from 78 fewer to 14 fewer)
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	With placebo
	With the rates in each subgroup
	
	Risk with placebo
	Risk difference with the rates in each subgroup

	Comparison of the rates in each subgroup - Sesarean Section

	920
(4 studies)
	serious
	very serious
	not serious
	not serious
	-
	 ⨁◯◯◯
Very low
	30/469 (6.4%) 
	21/451 (4.7%) 
	RR 0.38
(0.06 to 2.26)
	30/469 (6.4%) 
	40 fewer per 1,000
(from 60 fewer to 81 more)

	Comparison of the rates in each subgroup - Colorectal Surgery

	965
(6 studies)
	serious
	serious
	not serious
	not serious
	-
	⨁◯◯◯
Very low
	108/481 (22.5%) 
	60/484 (12.4%) 
	RR 0.58
(0.38 to 0.90)
	108/481 (22.5%) 
	94 fewer per 1,000
(from 139 fewer to 22 fewer)

	Comparison of the rates in each subgroup - Hepatic-biliary-pancreatic Surgery

	297
(2 studies)
	not serious
	very serious
	not serious
	not serious
	-
	⨁⨁◯◯
Low
	44/146 (30.1%) 
	33/151 (21.9%) 
	RR 0.69
(0.34 to 1.39)
	44/146 (30.1%) 
	93 fewer per 1,000
(from 199 fewer to 118 more)

	Comparison of the rates in each subgroup - Gastrointestinal Surgery

	809
(2 studies)
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	not serious
	-
	⨁⨁⨁◯
Moderate
	101/410 (24.6%) 
	48/399 (12.0%) 
	RR 0.49
(0.36 to 0.67)
	101/410 (24.6%) 
	126 fewer per 1,000
(from 158 fewer to 81 fewer)
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	With placebo
	With Stratified analysis according to wound cleanliness
	
	Risk with placebo
	Risk difference with Stratified analysis according to wound cleanliness

	Stratified analysis according to wound cleanliness - Clean-contaminated Wound

	3084
(15 RCTs)
	serious
	serious
	not serious
	serious
	none
	⨁◯◯◯
Very low
	231/1543 (15.0%) 
	161/1541 (10.4%) 
	RR 0.64
(0.46 to 0.89)
	231/1543 (15.0%) 
	54 fewer per 1,000
(from 81 fewer to 16 fewer)

	Stratified analysis according to wound cleanliness - Contaminated or Dirty Wound

	619
(5 RCTs)
	not serious
	serious
	not serious
	not serious
	none
	⨁⨁⨁◯
Moderate
	100/316 (31.6%) 
	58/303 (19.1%) 
	RR 0.61
(0.41 to 0.92)
	100/316 (31.6%) 
	123 fewer per 1,000
(from 187 fewer to 25 fewer)


CI: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio

