2690

5 KR 559 B2 5

J Clin Pathol Res 2017,37(12) hittp://lcblL.amegroups.com

doi: 10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2017.12.030
View this article at: http://dx.doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2017.12.030

[ =]

eSS 35

EFRIEHEEP BN BB E T PICC SF
HERERRE Meta 5347
kTR
(RAT IR B YLD T B B R, 1L WY1 725000)

BH: RS0 BT 00U 09 2 L e 385 50w X 350 B o e S8 5 e R A S bl Bk B 8 (peripherally
inserted venous central catheter, PICC) I KIE B AR . Hik: AR E W8 AERMN - R
GG R P SCEIEE . JT 7. 4T . PubMed. Web of Science, 44 A LT (5 (0 4E L2 4 3R
g~ 5 98 A B AhPIC C 48 I A AE B AH S I IR 5E . 2 IR 583 &% Bk <7 P04 T STk A5 1) L% i
PEAE 55, DATJCH 8 4 09 . A b B B £ B X IO DG BUA , JF X A A SCHER 2R AT 5 1k 5
F s A, R Review manager S.3FIFHEAT AR CHE AR B I Meta 73T, TH5 G IR 09 LA LE (odds
ratio, OR){H X H95% 7] {5 X [] (confidence interval, CI), MHEZN AWIITE A kB2 BT &£
Pt keIl . Z5R . Ly AN 6Wiffsy, ate7slirMiE e /bPICCHE B E N AN . Metady
Prali SRR o B T 0005 09 4 S 1 47 33 W B8 AT R AR e S8 2 B A PIC C 3 I R 1 3 4 I i &
4% (OR=0.25, 95%CI 0.08~0.77, P<0.001). ‘45 YL K4 (OR=0.25, 95%CI 0.11~0.59,
P<0.001) . #lk# &4 (OR=0.23, 95%CI 0.06~0.91, P<0.001). JZkidfikk 4% (0OR=0.27,
95%CI 0.08~0.86, P<0.001). IMFH L4 (OR=0.28, 95%CI 0.14~0.56, P<0.001). & IFHI%
WFFE R AR W] W B GE 2= S Btk oS58 45 T IR B A Be S PIC C B A S8 3 A BR il b A S e
FERERE AR AR A PICC B IF e, LI IR e B o

i B AMA PO ERIKE S U SELEEY L MetadR T

Effect of continuing care based on WeChat in prevention
of peripherally inserted venous central catheter in patients

with cancers: a Meta-analysis
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Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the effect of continuing care on WeChat in prevention of peripherally inserted venous
central catheter (PICC) in patients with cancer. Methods: Electronic databases including periodical full text
database of science and technology in China, periodical full text database in China, Wanfang Database, Weipu

Database, PubMed, and Web of Science were searched and two independent reviewers identified relevant parallel
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trials, assessed trial quality and extracted data. Review Manager (version S.3) was applied to conduct a meta-

analysis of the extracted data to obtain the value of odds ratio (OR) and their 95% confidence interval (CI). The

checking of the publication bias was conducted according to the number of studies. Results: There were six studies

having altogether 678 cancer patients with PICC included. There was significant difference on the incidence of
catheter extrusion (OR=0.25, 95% CI 0.08-0.77, P<0.001), catheter-related infection (OR=0.25, 95% CI 0.11—
0.59, P<0.001), phlebophlogosis (OR=0.23, 95% CI 0.06-0.91, P<0.001), skin allergy (OR=0.27, 95% CI 0.08—
0.86, P<0.001), and thrombogenesis (OR=0.28, 95% CI 0.14-0.56, P<0.001), in the treatment group compared to

control group. Conclusion: The existing data supported that continuing nursing care can significantly reduce the

occurrence rate of complication of PICC in cancer patients.
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Figure 1 Literature screening flow chart
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AR

e eS| EYEE YN
B LIS XFHRAY
far4smt, 2016 BEALTEE 110 55 55 AERER, SRR, BAEMEsE, SR, mIE
BB, 2017" XHHRWFSE 140 70 70 SAEEGE, RTE, SEBAL
FAAe, 2015 FEALXIIR 202 102 100  PAEMEZE, SR, SN, Rt R,
HAEH, 20177 BEHLMER 100 50 so WAl R, Tk, PR, R
SR, MK, SERM, BEEE
Fp4R, 2016 FEHLXIE 50 25 25 SR, SRR, SAEIEGE, S, R, ERbkR
JiAaE, 2016 XFHRWRSE 76 38 38 AR, SAEHEZE, SEMBH, e, kR, OinBi

2.2 YAXBHAEZER=E

2.3 Meta DHTER

JI AT AN B 6 TLATE 52 249 A% A 1 25 o =2 T It B
AL B0 o D O U7 3 BEAT O ik SR PR AN
Herp e TS AR 4l 1 BEHL Y BT ¥, 3BT S fE
B 7 T R S BRI o 6 TIURIE S v Y RS ¥ 1437
A e AU o 45 R 48 AR DT Bl 5 A LI Sy e UG

2.3.1 B T 4S04 3E 4 37 28 33 12 9) PICC A 9 &
HFEHERAERN YA

6L 5% TP 1) STTUAHF 5% 4 e Be A PIC C 45 i
BEFEHIENEAR, TGN ES My 2
MW A2700 B, KRN A 26801 %, Meta

FEARA Tk Z W IEdE (K2, 3).

g
0
3
= —_—
e 8
2 5 S
S B &
[ =4 o -3 —_—
S —_ = 153 )
5 &8 B £ 9=
& 5 g = & 8
1= S & (5] = <
S © = £ ¥ 2
= o) L] g - =
58 £ & g & &
=4 = P a2 © a
53 5 ¢ & 8 8
[<5) E s b3 £ =)
S © 2 £ c
@ S = e = 5
. e = = = S
o g o i) o I
& = B B L £ a2
1S L =2 > 2 2 8
o © = = = B 'E
T 8 2 8 § 8 &
< = = = =3 [ =
¥ T @ m £ » O
figzr2016 | @ | @ (@) 7 (& @S| 7
Tz @ | ? @7 @O @S| 7
awezo1e | @ | @ (@ | S| @S| 7
s w2017 | @D | @ @) (@ S| 7
Hniizoe | @ ? @ O S| (@ 7
wwH2017 | @] ? @ @ @] ?
B2 X#k R ETE N E

Figure 2 Quality assessment of included studies
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Figure 3 Summary on quality assessment of included studies
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Figure 4 Forest plot of the rate of catheter obstruction
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Figure 7 Forest plot of the rate of catheter-related infections
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Figure 10 Forest plot of the rate of wound bleeding
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Figure 11 Forest plot of the rate of thrombosis
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