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n=number of patients with adverse effect N= number of patients per group. CI=confidence interval. OR=odds ratio

Review: Morphine intrathecale
Comparison: 18 urinary retention                                                                                          
Outcome: 01 urinary retention, all studies                                                                             

Study  Treatment  Control  Peto OR  Weight  Peto OR
or sub-category  n/N  n/N  95% CI  %  95% CI

 Yorukoglu 100              3/20               5/20         31.20      0.54 [0.12, 2.51]        

 Karaman 357                0/12               0/12                Not estimable         

 Jacobsohn 387              0/22               0/21                Not estimable         

 Liu mo 500                 8/10               8/19         31.91      4.39 [0.97, 19.93]       

 Turker 820                 2/22               0/21          9.28      7.41 [0.45, 122.53]      

 Chaneyb(97) 840            0/19               1/21          4.74      0.15 [0.00, 7.54]        

 ChaneyC (99) 860           3/20               0/20         13.53      8.23 [0.81, 84.07]       

 Chaney A(96) 4000          2/30               0/30          9.35      7.65 [0.47, 125.22]      

Total (95% CI) 155                164 100.00      2.35 [1.00, 5.51]

Total events: 18 (Treatment), 14 (Control)
Test for heterogeneity: Chi² = 8.52, df = 5 (P = 0.13), I² = 41.3%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.96 (P = 0.05)
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