Draft Post consultation

Table 51: Clinical evidence profile: Comparison 2. Prednisolone/ Prednisone versus placebo
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Adverse effects - Hyperglycaemia (follow-up 4 years) [ mg prednisone]
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Abbreviations: Cl: confidence interval; kg: kilogrammes; MD: mean difference; mg: milligrams; RR: risk ratio

1 The quality of the evidence was downgraded by 1, as allocation concealment and blinding were unclear.

2 The quality of the evidence downgraded by 2 as 95% CI crossed 2 default MIDs.

3 The quality of the evidence downgraded by 1 as 95% CI crossed 1 default MID.

4 The quality of the evidence was upgraded by 1 as there is evidence of dose-response within study

5 Allocation concealment and blinding were unclear, but the quality of the evidence was not downgraded for this outcome
6 The quality of the evidence was downgraded by 2 as 95%CI crossed the null effect line, and it is very wide.
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