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Figure 4. Forest plot of comparison: | Clinically-indicated versus routine change, outcome: .l Catheter-
related bloodstream infection.

Clinically indicated  Routine replacement Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
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Figure 5. Forest plot of comparison: | Clinically-indicated versus routine change, outcome: 1.2 Phlebitis.

Clinically indicated  Routine replacement Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
1.2.1 Continuous infusion
Rickard 2010 18 185 12 177 75% 1.44[0.71,2.89] 1T
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1.2.2 Intermittent infusion
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Testfor subgroup differences: Chi®= 0.38, df=1 (P = 0.54), F= 0%




Figure 8. Forest plot of comparison: | Clinically-indicated versus routine change, outcome: 1.5 Cost.
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