OPERATION TIME

Da: Iacono C, Verlato G, Ruzzenente A, Campagnaro T, Bacchelli C, Valdegamberi A, Bortolasi L, Guglielmi A (2013) Systematic review of central pancreatectomy - The Dagradi-Serio-Iacono procedure - and meta-analysis versus distal pancreatectomy. Brit J Surg, 100:873-885
. metan nTreat meanTreat sdTreat nCont meanCont sdCont, random label(namevar=Author,yearvar=year) texts(150) group1(middle) group2(standard) xlabel(-2.5,0,2.5,5,7.5) boxsca(150) nowt

           Study     |     SMD   [95% Conf. Interval]  

---------------------+---------------------------------

Yamaguchi et al (200 |  5.006       3.848     6.164    

Schibata et al (2003 |  4.341       2.512     6.170    

Balzano et al (2003) | -0.311      -0.865     0.242    

Su et al (2004)      |  7.170       4.312    10.028    

Muller et al (2006)  |  0.430      -0.014     0.873    

Crippa et al (2007)  |  0.341      -0.013     0.695    

Ocuin et al (2008)   |  0.949       0.195     1.703    

Shikano et al (2009) |  0.572       0.054     1.090    

Lee et al (2010)     |  0.185      -0.365     0.734    

---------------------+---------------------------------

D+L pooled SMD       |  1.497       0.702     2.292    

---------------------+---------------------------------

  Heterogeneity chi-squared = 107.67 (d.f. = 8) p = 0.000

  I-squared (variation in SMD attributable to heterogeneity) =  92.6%

  Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared =  1.2125

  Test of SMD=0 : z=   3.69 p = 0.000
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OPERATION TIME – CHECKING SMALL SERIES BIAS
. metan nTreat meanTreat sdTreat nCont meanCont sdCont,random
* (to create _ES _seES)

. metabias _ES _seES,graph(egger) symbol(Oid)

Note: default data input format (theta, se_theta) assumed.

Tests for Publication Bias

Begg's Test

  adj. Kendall's Score (P-Q) =      18

          Std. Dev. of Score =    9.59 

           Number of Studies =       9

                          z  =    1.88

                    Pr > |z| =   0.061

                          z  =    1.77 (continuity corrected)

                    Pr > |z| =   0.076 (continuity corrected)

Egger's test

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

     Std_Eff |      Coef.   Std. Err.      t    P>|t|     [95% Conf. Interval]

-------------+----------------------------------------------------------------

       slope |  -1.122745   .4992492    -2.25   0.059    -2.303282    .0577916

        bias |   6.246201   1.672567     3.73   0.007     2.291209    10.20119

------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 

. metafunnel _ES _seES
note: default data input format (theta, se_theta) assumed
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. metafunnel _ES _seES,egger
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ENDOCRINE FAILURE
. metan eventTreat noevTreat eventCont noevCont, fixed label (namevar=Author,yearvar=year) texts(150) group1 (middle) group2(standard) xlabel(.33,1,9) boxsca(150) nowt

           Study     |     RR    [95% Conf. Interval]     

---------------------+---------------------------------------------------

Yamaguchi et al (200 |  0.855       0.223     3.274        

Balzano et al (2003) |  0.656       0.146     2.949        

Shibata et al (2004) |  0.104       0.006     1.743        

Muller et al (2006)  |  0.043       0.003     0.710        

Crippa et al (2007)  |  0.150       0.051     0.440        

Ocuin et al (2008)   |  0.138       0.020     0.952        

Cataldegirmen et al  |  0.125       0.016     0.947        

Hirono et al (2009)  |  0.206       0.027     1.583        

Shikano et al (2009) |  0.103       0.006     1.743        

Di Norcia et al (201 |  0.304       0.144     0.644        

Lee et al (2010)     |  0.291       0.018     4.609        

---------------------+---------------------------------------------------

M-H pooled RR        |  0.224       0.144     0.349        

---------------------+---------------------------------------------------

  Heterogeneity chi-squared =   9.46 (d.f. = 10) p = 0.489

  I-squared (variation in RR attributable to heterogeneity) =   0.0%

  Test of RR=1 : z=   6.63 p = 0.000

[image: image4.emf]Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.489)
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EXOCRINE FAILURE

. metan eventTreat noevTreat eventCont noevCont, random label(namevar=Author,yearvar=year) texts(150) group1(middle) group2(standard) xlabel(.33,1,9) boxsca(150) nowt

           Study     |     RR    [95% Conf. Interval]     

---------------------+---------------------------------------------------

Yamaguchi et al (200 |  1.016       0.721     1.433        

Muller et al (2006)  |  1.125       0.675     1.876        

Crippa et al (2007)  |  0.321       0.108     0.958        

Ocuin et al (2008)   |  0.346       0.044     2.749        

Cataldegirmen et al  |  0.333       0.098     1.129        

Hirono et al (2009)  |  0.186       0.048     0.716        

Shikano et al (2009) |  1.346       0.088    20.537        

Shibata et al (2004) |  (Excluded)

Di Norcia et al (201 |  (Excluded)

Lee et al (2010)     |  (Excluded)

---------------------+---------------------------------------------------

D+L pooled RR        |  0.587       0.321     1.071        

---------------------+---------------------------------------------------

  Heterogeneity chi-squared =  17.12 (d.f. = 6) p = 0.009

  I-squared (variation in RR attributable to heterogeneity) =  65.0%

  Estimate of between-study variance Tau-squared =  0.3307

  Test of RR=1 : z=   1.74 p = 0.082
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