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	Author, Year,
Country
	MRSA Strategy
	Control
	Intervention
	p value
	Diff (I-C)
	Statistical Test
	Multivariate Analysis

	Harbarth et al., 2008,5 Switzerland
	Screening of Surgical Pts Vs No Screening
	0.99 per 100 procedures
	1.14 per 100 procedures
	Number of surgical site MRSA infection: control periods 60; intervention periods 70
	Rate Ratio: 1.2 (95% CI 9.8-1.7)
	Chi-square, Fisher's exact test, Wilcoxon rank sum test
	Poisson regression with GEE approach 
Analysis adjusted for monthly number of admitted patients with previously known MRSA carriage, study month, monthly use of alcohol-based hand rubs, and antibiotic selection pressure exerted by antibiotics without activity against MRSA

	Harbarth et al., 2000,6 Switzerland
	Screening of High Risk Pts Vs No Screening
	0.75 per 10000 patient-days
	0.27 per 10000 patient-days
	p<0.001
	
	
	Poisson regression 


	Muder et al., 2008,12 USA
	Screening of Surgical Pts Vs No Screening

Screening of ICU Patients Vs No Screening
	1.91% for the facility for the overall intervention periods
	1.91% for the facility for the overall intervention periods
	p=0.60 for chi-square test for trend.
	
	
	

	Robicsek et al., 2008,15 USA
	Universal Vs No Screening
	2.83 (95% CI 2.10 to 3.75)
	1.63 (95% CI 1.19 to 2.18)
	p=0.008
	-1.20 (95% CI -2.07 to -0.34)
	
	Segmented regression

	Robicsek et al., 2008, 15 USA
	Screening of ICU Risk Pts Vs No Screening
	2.83 (95% CI 2.10 to 3.75)
	2.06 (95% CI 1.40-2.93)
	p=0.165
	-0.77 (95% CI -1.85 to 0.30)
	Segmented regression
	


C: Control; CI: Confidence Interval; Diff: Difference; I: Intervention; ICU: Intensive Care Unit; MRSA: Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus; Y: Yes
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