Draft Post consultation

Table 98: Clinical evidence profile: Comparison 9. Cohort segregation + individual segregation versus cohort segregation
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Draft Post consultation

observatio  very no serious no serious  not none 7%3 15%3 VER CRITICAL
(Chen nal studies serious inconsistenc indirectnes calculable Y
2001) 7 y s z LOW
1 observatio  very no serious no serious  not none 9.3%° 31.2%° - - VER CRITICAL
(Franc nal studies serious inconsistenc indirectnes calculable Y
e 4 y s 2 LOW

2008)
Abbreviations: Cl: confidence interval

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 1999; comparison group: data from 1992. Intervention introduced in 1996.

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

5 Intervention group: data from 2005; comparison group: data from 1994. Intervention implemented in 2000.
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