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Conclusion:

e No Significant Differences for Partial Flap Loss,
Venous Congestion, Recipient Site Infection,
Recipient Site Hematoma Donor Site
Herniation and Donor Site Infection

e Bilateral DIEP breast reconstruction carries a
moderately higher risk of complete flap loss
but remains a viable option

Bilateral DIEP  Unilateral DIEP Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Beugels J et al. 7 208 9 322 13.6% 1.21 [0.44, 3.30]
Bodin F et al. 0 22 5 110 1.6% 0.43[0.02, 7.99]
Laurent R et al. 1 42 4 157 2.8% 0.93 [0.10, 8.57]
Moellhoff N et al. 35 1341 57 3236 75.5% 1.49[0.98, 2.29] -
Wade RG et al. 5 194 3 371 6.6% 3.25[0.77, 13.73] ]
Total (95% CI) 1807 4196 100.0% 1.48 [1.02, 2.14] @
Total events 48 78
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Test for overall effect: Z = 2.07 (P = 0.04)
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