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Infraclavicular Supraclavicular

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean [min] SD [min] Total Mean [min] SD [min] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI [min]

1V, Random, 95% CI [min]

Mean Difference

Abhinaya 2017 9.57 3.19 28 11.53 2.9 28 6.5%
Arcand 2005 4 3.3 40 4.7 4 40 6.5%
Dhir 2018 4.75 2.13 75 5.12 2.23 75 12.5%
El-Sawy 2014 7.73 1.17 30 8.13 1.3 30 13.0%
Fredricksen 2009 5 1.6 60 5.7 1.6 59 13.4%
Gurkan 2012 11.5 3.9 55 12.5 4.8 55 6.3%
Harrison 2015 7 8.2 24 7 7.5 21 1.2%
Mariano 2011 5 3.7 31 7 4.9 29 4.2%
Petrar 2015 5 4.7 64 5 4.7 64 6.4%
Stav 2016 19.48 7.88 23 18.32 9.65 37 1.3%
Tran 2009 6.2 4.5 40 6 2.1 40 6.8%
Vazin 2016 2.98 1.38 40 3.5 0.95 40 13.8%
Yazer 2015 5.6 2.3 32 9.5 2.9 32 8.2%
Total (95% CI) 542 550 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.46; Chi? = 32.75, df = 12 (P = 0.001); I> = 63%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.24 (P = 0.001)

-1.96 [-3.56, -0.36]
-0.70 [-2.31, 0.91]
-0.37 [-1.07, 0.33]
-0.40 [-1.03, 0.23]
-0.70 [-1.27, -0.13]
-1.00 [-2.63, 0.63]
0.00 [-4.59, 4.59]
-2.00 [-4.21, 0.21]
0.00 [-1.63, 1.63]
1.16 [-3.32, 5.64]
0.20 [-1.34, 1.74]
-0.52 [-1.04, -0.00]

-3.90 [-5.18, -2.62]

-0.88 [-1.41, -0.35]

{| || !1441

L 4

-10

_5

A favor de Infraclavicula A favor de Supraclavicula

10










image2.emf
Axilar
Mean [min] SD [min] Total

Study or Subgroup

Infraclavicular

Mean [min] SD [min] Total

Mean Difference

Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI [min]

Mean Difference

IV, Random, 95% Cl [min]

Boivin 2016 5.96
Ertug 2005 15.4
Frederiksen 2010 5.3
Koscielniak-Nielsen 2005 7
Rettig 2005 5.3
Stav 2016 23.35
Tran 2009 8.5
Vazin 2016 3.1

Total (95% CI)

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 2.69; Chi® = 58.79, df = 7 (P < 0.00001); I* = 88%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.56 (P = 0.12)
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Axilar Supraclavicular
Study or Subgroup Mean [min] SD [min] Total Mean [min] SD [min] Total

Mean Difference
Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI [min]

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [min]

Arnuntasupakul 2015 8.2 1.6 20 10.6 2.6 20 26.5% -2.40 [-3.74, -1.06] o
Stav 2016 27.4 9.65 34 18.3 6.3 37  18.3% 9.10 [5.27, 12.93] -
Tran 2009 8.5 2.3 40 6 2.1 40 27.3% 2.50[1.53, 3.47] o
Vazin 2016 3 1.5 40 4 1 40 27.9% -1.00 [-1.56, -0.44] L
Total (95% CI) 134 137 100.0% 1.43 [-1.33, 4.20] *
e 2 _ . 2 _ _ .12 — 969 ; + t J
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 7.04; Chi* = 70.96, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); 1> = 96% 00 -5 ) = 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.02 (P = 0.31)
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