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Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010).

For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic gentamicin for Méniéere’s disease or

Risk of bias table

Authors’
Bias Support for judgement
judgement PP Judg

Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Allocation concealment (selection bias) Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Blinding of participants and personnel Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic

(performance bias) gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) | Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Selective reporting (reporting bias) Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Other bias High risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)
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Bias Support for judgement
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Random sequence generation (selection bias) Unclear risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)
Allocation concealment (selection bias) Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)
Blinding of participants and personnel Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
(performance bias) gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) | Low risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)
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Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) High risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Selective reporting (reporting bias) High risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)

Other bias High risk For more information see: Pullens, Bas, and Peter Paul van Benthem. "Intratympanic
gentamicin for Méniére’s disease or syndrome."
Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 3 (2010)
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Postema 2008
[Empty]
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[Empty]
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Casani 2012
[Empty]
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[Empty]
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[Empty]

Sarafraz 2015
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Data and analyses

1 Gentamicin vs Placebo

’Outcome or Subgroup Studies Participants | Statistical Method Effect Estimate
1.1 Sveerhedsgraden af Tinnitus (distribution of |1 26 Mean Difference (IV, Fixed, 95% ClI) 0.10[-0.48, 0.68]
tinnitus severity score) 12 mdr efter start af
behandling
1.2 Anfaldshyppighed (No. vertiginous attacks | 1 22 Mean Difference (IV, Fixed, 95% ClI) -11.00 [-19.39, -2.61]
per year) 28 mdr efter start af behandling
1.4 Horetab (Fletcher index) 12 mdr efter start |2 49 Mean Difference (IV, Random, 95% ClI) 3.70[-8.29, 15.69]
af behandling
1.5 Sveerhedsgraden af vertigo (distribution of |1 26 Mean Difference (IV, Fixed, 95% Cl) -1.30 [-1.99, -0.61]
vertigo scores) 12 mdr efter start af behandling
1.6 Aural fullness (distribution of aural fullness) |1 26 Mean Difference (IV, Fixed, 95% ClI) -0.90 [-1.77, -0.03]
12 mdr efter start af behandling
Figures
Figure 1 (Analysis 1.1)
Gentamicin Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDETFG
Postema 2008 23 08 16 22 07 10 100.0% 0.10[0.48, 0.68] LTTTITIT)]
Total (95% CI) 16 10 100.0% 0.10[-0.48, 0.68]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable 54 52 3 é ji
Test for overall effiect Z=034 (F=074)

Favours Gentamicin Favours Placebo

Risk of bias legend

{A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
(D) Blinding of autcome assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Gentamicin vs Placebo, outcome: 1.1 Svaerhedsgraden af Tinnitus (distribution of tinnitus severity score) 12 mdr efter start af behandling.

Figure 2 (Analysis 1.2)

Gentamicin Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDETFG
Stokroos 2004 0 10 12 11 10 10 100.0% -11.00[19.39,-2.61] E 3 1002000
Total (95% CI) 12 10 100.0% -11.00[-19.39,-2.61] <
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable . — } t
Test for overall effiect 2= 2.57 (P =0.01) a0 8 L 5 50

Favours Gentamicin  Favours Placebo

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Gentamicin vs Placebo, outcome: 1.2 Anfaldshyppighed (No. vertiginous attacks per year) 28 mdr efter start af behandling.
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Figure 3 (Analysis 1.4)

Gentamicin Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Fosterna 2008 8.1 181 16 oor 11 B59%  BA10[0.78 1698
Stokroos 2004 54 20 12 588 20 10 341% -4.80[21.58 11.98]
Total (95% CI) 28 21 100.0%  3.70[-8.29, 15.69]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 36.28; Chi*= 177 df=1 (F=018), F= 44%
Test for overall effect. £= 0.60 (F = 0.59)

00 -a0 ] 500 100
Favours Gentamicin Favours Placebo
Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

(D) Blinding of autcorme assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Gentamicin vs Placebo, outcome: 1.4 Haretab (Fletcher index) 12 mdr efter start af behandling.

Figure 4 (Analysis 1.5)

Gentamicin Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Postema 2008 05 06 16 18 1 10 1000% -1.30[1.99,-061] | | L TTTTY ]
Total (95% CI) 16 10 100.0% -1.30[-1.99,-0.61] L 2
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable —t

E

Test for overall effect £=3.71 (F=0.0002) Favours Gentamicin Favours Placebn

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
(D) Blinding of autcome assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias

Forest plot of comparison: 1 Gentamicin vs Placebo, outcome: 1.5 Sveerhedsgraden af vertigo (distribution of vertigo scores) 12 mdr efter start af behandling.
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