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Table 93: Clinical evidence profile: Comparison 4. Cohort segregation by location versus no cohort segregation
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Abbreviations: Cl: confidence interval; OR: odds ratio

1 The quality of the evidence was downgraded by 2 because of high risk of bias in relation to sample selection, comparability between groups and outcome assessment

2 Imprecision cannot be calculated with the data reported

3 Intervention group: data from 1991; comparison group: data from 1989. Intervention implemented in early 1990.

4 The quality of the evidence was downgraded by 2 because of high risk of bias in relation to the comparability between groups and outcome assessment

5 Intervention group: data for the period 1 Aug 1983 to 31 Dec 1984, comparison group: data for the period 1 Mar 1982 to 31 Jul 1983. Intervention introduced in August 1983.
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