Pruritus needing treatment

Study IT morphine Control Peto OR Wit Peto OR

oF sub-categary T T 95% Cl k2 Q5% Cl

Chaney, 1997; 840 ug 1712 0/z1 B le.2z2 8.71 [0.16, 415_7€]
Techanivate, 2003; 300 ug 1sz20 afzo B lg._87 7.3% [0.15, 372.38]
Mehta, 2004; 560 ug ZSE3 0747 —1 . 23,27 &.73 [0.41, 1l09.8Z]
Togal, 2004; 100 ug 2728 0FZ5 —_1— 33,04 7.70 [0.47, 126.7E]
Total (95% CI 117 113 - 100,00 7.39 [l.48, 36.971]
Total everts: 6 (Treatment), O (Contraol)

Test for heterageneity: Chiz =001, df =3 (P =1.00), F=0%

Test for averall effect: Z=244 (P =0.01)
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Pruritus needing treatment.

0% 1% 2% 3% 4% 5% 6% 7% 8% 9% 10% n=number of patients with adverse effect N= number of patients per group. Cl=confidence interval. OR=odds ratio
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