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3.4 Uncategorized chemical burn  
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3.5 Time to management (days)
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3.6 Visual acuity initial
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3.7 Visual acuity follow-up
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3.19 Epithelial defect area (mm2) follow-up
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3.20 Change in epithelial defect area (mm2)
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3.21 Schirmer
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3.22 TBUT
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3.23 Time to epithelialization
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3.24 Healed epithelial defect
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3.25 Limbal ischemia (hours) initial
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3.26 Wound/ocular infection
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3.27 Corneal ulceration
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3.28 Vision loss
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3.29 Symblepharon
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3.30 Symblepharon follow-up
[image: ]
3.31 Ectropion follow-up
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3.32 Corneal vascularization
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3.33 Corneal vascularization follow-up
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Tamhane 2005 120 11 24 4% 1200067.216] -
Tandon 2011 17 38 18 36 708 0.89[0.55,145]

Tandon 2011 19 38 18 41 73% 1141071182 -

Total (95% CI) 191 198 100.0% 101 [0.89, 1.15] +

Toml everts 94 95

Hetzrogenehy: Taw? = 0.00; ChP = 1.17, df = § (P = 0.98); F = 0X
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.18 (P = 0.87)
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image4.tiff
Surgery  No Surgery Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup _Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Cabalag 2017 2 49 8 277 33X 141[0.31,6.46]

Singh 2008 50 50 50 50 067%  1.00[0.96,104]

Total (95% CI) 99 327 100.0% 1.01(0.76, 1.34]

Toml everts 52 58

Hetzrogenehy: Taw? = 0.02; ChP = 1.07, df = 1 (P = 0.30); F = 7%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.08 (P = 0.94) oL o 100

Favors [Surgery] Favors [No Surgery]




image5.tiff
Surgery. No Surgery Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup _Mean _SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Cabalag 2017 079 L8 17 06 09 11z 2608 0.8 [-0.33,0.60] ——
Sharma 2015 7 28 18 66 24 20 167%  0.15[-0.49,0.79] -1
Sharma 2016 39 15 15 42 14 15 13.2% -0.20-0.92,0.52] — 1
Tandon 2011 5116 25 7 17 25 2208 -0.14[-0.69,0.42] —
Tandon 2011 75 116 25 7.5 12 25 221% 0.0 [-0.55,0.55] —r
Total (95% CI) 100 197 1000%  0.01[-0.25,0.28]

Hetzrogenehy: Taw? = 0.00; ChP = 1.19, df = 4 (P = 0.88); F = 0X
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.11 (P = 0.91)

Favors [Surgery] Favors [No Surgery]




