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	Quality Assessments
	No of patients
	Effect
	Quality
	Importance

	
	
	
	
	

	No of studies
	Design
	Risk of bias
	Inconsistency
	Indirectness
	Imprecision
	Other considerations
	Intervention 1
	Intervention 2
	Relative
(95% CI)
	Absolute
	
	

	A - Enteral Nutrition Group: Sliding Scale Insulin (Intervention 1)  compared to NPH, Premix and Glargine+Lispro Insulins (Intervention 2)

	Mean Blood Glucose (Better indicated by lower values)

	3
	observational studies
	no serious risk of bias
	no serious inconsistency
	very serious1
	no serious imprecision
	none
	56
	135
	-
	MD 2.5 lower (2.65 to 2.35 lower)2
	ÅOOO
VERY LOW
	IMPORTANT

	B- Parenteral Nutrition Group: Glargine Insulin (Intervention 1)  compared to regular insulin added to parenteral nutrition bag (Intervention 2)

	Mean Blood Glucose (measured with: mg/dl; Better indicated by lower values)

	2
	randomized trials
	serious
	no serious inconsistency
	no serious indirectness
	no serious imprecision
	none
	56
	53
	-
	MD 3.78 lower (11.93 lower to 4.37 higher)
	ÅÅÅO
MODERATE
	IMPORTANT

	Hypoglycemia

	2
	randomized trials
	Serious3
	no serious inconsistency
	no serious indirectness
	no serious imprecision
	none
	-
	-
	RR 1.37 (0.43 to 4.32)
	-
	ÅÅÅO
MODERATE
	IMPORTANT

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	0%
	
	-
	
	

	C- Mixed Nutrition Group: Paper based (Intervention 1) versus computer based protocols (Intervention 2) for IV insulin use

	Mean blood glucose (Better indicated by lower values)

	2
	observational studies
	no serious risk of bias
	no serious inconsistency
	no serious indirectness
	no serious imprecision
	none
	745
	410
	-
	MD 5.41 higher (1.4 to 9.4 higher)
	ÅÅOO
LOW
	IMPORTANT



1 It was not possible to make direct comparisons
2 Results for Best ranked insulin NPH vs. sliding scale insulin
3 No sliding was possible for interventions and blinding was not reported






