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. Statistical ISSues
— Assoclation test significant p<<.05
— Heterogeneity test acceptable p>.1
— Effect size determination >.4




Vieta=analysisis Qualitative approach
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Qualitativerapproachy: Impact. factor
(36 papers)(15 journals)s
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Quantitativerappreach (effect size)
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Quanitable approach (effect size)
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Rhetmaterdrarthritis

GAIEIEY 262 patients ; 18titems tested : 5 statistically significant)

SVrrotens N of NKeli patlents Effect size
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hermarthirese : aRCIT thermal treatmentof

THERMAL | CONTROL | TOTAL
TREATMENT | GROUP

RANDOMISED

REFUSAL, 28 23 o1
GROUP CHANGE

6 MONTHS ITT 195 187 382

O MONTHS ITT 175 174 349




Minimumrelinically: Important
InpeVveEment (jp=.005)




worse unchanged

patients = control




DEEIORs OPINION, - p=<.004

patients = control
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Effect sizes of the different treatments

TREAM ENT EFFECT SIZE

Chondroitin (unbiased studies) 0.03

Education 0.06
Massages 0.10
Weight reduction 0.13
~ Acetaminophen 0.21
== Diacerein 0.22
NSAID (unbiased studies) 0.23
Muscular Streghtening Exercises 0.32
Hyaluronic Acid 0.32
SPA Therapy (litterature) 0.46

SPA Therapy (Thermarthrose) 0.55
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Pain duration
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I_e el conclusive trials and of well
|eved trials

- :—any [tems statistically tested and
“Significant but very limited number of
= papers and patients for most of the

Items : level of evidence Il or silver

® A need for well achieved and
conclusive trials (some tested items
can be useful)




