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ABSTRACT

Objective: To evaluate the efficacy and safety of antifungal drugs in the
prevention and treatment of oral and esophageal candidiasis in HIV patients. Methods:
Searched international and Thai electronic databases. until 30 September 2019, and
randomized controlled trials were included. The primary outcome was prevention and
treatment of primary oral and esophageal candidiasis and recurrent infections. We
combined the results with a frequentist framework-based network meta-analysis using
randomized analysis and estimated SUCRA using Bayesian statistics to rank the efficacy
and safety of each antifungal drug. Prevention 15 studies (3597 HIV patients) Treatment
37 studies (6019 HIV patients) were included. The results of the network meta-analysis
showed that the administration of antifungal agents did not prevent primary candidiasis
in both the oral and esophageal. However, daily and weekly use of fluconazole and
daily doses of itraconazole It prevented oral candidiasis statistically significantly better
than the placebo group (RR=0.27, 95%Cl 0.16-0.44; RR=0.65, 95%Cl 0.47-0.90; RR=0.43,
95%Cl 0.25-0.75) and receiving these two forms of fluconazole also prevented
recurrent esophageal infections by 83% and 79% respectively compared to
clotrimazole lozenge. In the field of treatment Candida infection in the oral and
esophageal Daily and injectable fluconazole were effective, respectively, with no
reports of serious AEs. Conclusion: Antifungal agents did not prevent the initial oral

and esophageal candidiasis of HIV patients. But it is effective in preventing and treating



this recurring infection. The most effective drug for preventing re-infection of oral and

esophageal candidiasis in HIV patients was daily fluconazole.

Keyword : antifungal drugs, prevention, treatment, efficacy, safety, oral and

esophageal candidiasis in HIV patients, Systematic Review and Network Meta-analysis
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miﬁﬂwﬁﬁmimaawfuuejuLLazmimuauLﬂ%uLﬁsmm A fugnuaen C
Wibuifieusn B fugmasn C usldfimsfnwil3ouiiouesn A wazen B Tnemse My
mATsuUUMARDITiinsduLazMIAUAN FBnsiTsuifisunanedeuainsniisuiiioy
NaYede1 A Augn B Inan1sAuiukaduivs (Relative effect) lneifisuiu@asan (Common
comparator) Faduemann C
WU WaN13ANYY RCT WisuWlauseninen A wazeviasn C U Dacgrec
NaN13AN®Y RCT WSsuiiguseninaen B uazeuaen C WU Dec giect
NAN1SAN®YY RCT W3suiieuseninaen A fugn B 119883 10U Dagingiect

FIHT0AUIN DAB—indirect = DAB-indirect' DBC—direct

2. MIATIwAUSsULisumMadenainiate (Mixed Treatment Comparison)
I o~ a o o € [y . . [y
HunsiSaume unaduivngsInvemang1un1emse (Direct evidence) fiu
wangIuneeu(indirect evidence) Wsefiulunsaiiaenndesiu wininligenndaasly

nangIunemsi(direct evidence) AsuandtunIng 4

O

a v o a ¢ = =
AN 4 LLa@QﬂQ’]ﬂJaNWUﬁWLUﬂ"IT}LﬂiqngﬂiﬂUW‘EJUVH\TL@E]WW@']WW@"IEJ
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2.1.4. Fumpumsianizsing (Analysis) uagmsudanadmumsiaszviefisany
38918 (Network meta-analysis)
FupoumsiATIYina (Analysis)
2.1.4.1 NSFUNANITINEINIEAU (Pooled estimate)

o Ao o

Tngduneuiifunsusafiuinnsauddefidadenduniuaunsasuiuld
vzl FamnnisanwannsosuiuldAavduduneunissime nsenedieisnaan
dielildnasinvesvuindvdnaven1sfinw (pooled effect size)(18) lag3sn1s5u
HaN1TIFBLLIRI8AU (pooled estimate) 31 2 35 1A Fixed-effect model way Random-
effects model

1. Fixed-effect model Tdlun1snageuadnuin 9uideiiviunsiuiudl
aruwnsnsuegnslifitedfyvneadn Tneduiinisfidiviundn treatment effect fidies
Adnazfuiisssnifendiynanuidedosnismaneu Tne Fixed effect Usznausie 3
lawea oA

1.1 Inverse variance — weighted method uasldruily T4l
nsdlrmaidednudes uidunddeisindnunlungusnegiaunelvg
1.2 Mantel-haenzel method 14lun15533 odds ratio (OR) Iumﬁﬁ
fimssunanuddesvunundunuidsesundn wiesiuiuiegefianwiies
1.3 Peto method 14lun357U57% odds ratio (OR) nseifiaawive
Frnutes umdunuitevunelng vies uiusegafidnwiun
2. Random-effects model lHlunsvagavadinuii sdseiiiun

FWTIIMINLensiuegltudAMIsEdR tlaunsavenltainmunusUTILININ

]
v a o [y

awwnla Random effect fvosauufignuin vuidediihunsiudududiegianisgulu
Usgnsiuansnaiu Tngsn Treatment effect fiumnenefusnatnanaulsusumely uas
AMUWUTUTIUTENINNUINY

lunsidenlfuuudaesanunsadonldlin Fixed-effect model ude
Random-effects model Tumsliasei mMnrasmvasmMsAnwwazamudoiurasiides
wuusaadliunndrann vilfaunsoaguldmansinuniausuadaitutuninden
LUUTI88Y N155IURNATTLTEU (Pooled estimate) #ANWU Heterogeneity 93ABdu
a1 uazdansAnumiiuaineonainmslinsey s¥rndurhmanusaidedie iy
(Pooled estimate) vl 1ngld Fixed effect model iwuifis nsdifilianansomanivinues

Heterogeneity (linuauwanssvesnis@nwilidtluniyula ) agld Random effect
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' 1%
1 U =<

model unu agdlsfinmunsinsziiag 2 lunaaglinadnsfisaiuane Juiudnuuy
LAEHANEYRINSANWTITIUT AT IEY
2.1.4.2 gdadldlunisfne (Statistical synthesis and analysis)
1. maudesiudesas 95% (95% Confidence interval)
szim%aﬁuﬁ’mumzmamqum parameter 8¢} 95% (100 F1ai¥esiuaz
ATEUARNANATIUBIUTEINT 95 Frailesiu ) &1 95% CI Asex null value (1 Tunsdl ratio)
wnUIIAMAdeUaLNAgILT a = 0.05 Tagld statistics WenfutimsmunAYinderty
LAENINAFBUALNFATINIENUTN p-value > 0.05 /e
2. AAandesdining (Relative risk)
19w Relative Risk (Risk Ratio %58 Rate Ratio, RR) 1Jusns1d1use1ing
guAnmsaimaAnmnnsaifanla (event) MWlunsdlffiuieufisudoyananisinuain 2
nau azvenislemalumaAmmamsalfugtiedadunaaneniiaulafnuiieuiieut

nauAIUAYN MNTAYINTU 1 WARII MUTANULANFAAUTZIING 2 nay mniA1NINATT 1

WA LALIUDIUUIAALFUNUSIANLN T

v 6

L. A/A+B
ANULAYIFUNNG = —————

C/C+D

AN5199 1 WAAIADE19ANTIE 2X2 VDIANULFLIEURNS

NANNNULINIT nauflanueINRAUNA

a Q-’-NI & d' Gl 1

RaUndnaulanse faulavselinavauss 73U
AOUAUDINBNIT fNN1S5NWYT (non-case)

AW (case)

LYY

duatadeunsalasuy

N353 (Exposure) A B A+B

lidudadade viali
TAsuUn153 NN C D Cc+D

(Non-exposure)

33U A+C B+D A+B+C+D
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3. AN9nEIULAND (Odds ratio)
Odds viieudude Aednmaiuszmidenmaiintulummnisaila
wansainiisuagloniafiagliiRnaimenisnity
uiusiovesnsduiiatiedelunguiinuemsiinund = A/C

winsiaveseInsdutaladelunguilinueinisiinun@ = B/D

A/C AD

=l

PATILANAD = —— Y98 —
B/D CB

1%
v A

Tunrsuwdawaan OR wntesnIN 1 dAnununenadl
whumavaINsaurataduluauiiannsiaunftesnInAunltiaNn1siaUnR

wAUABYBINISARANURAUNALUAURdUN AT nTesnIAun luduiatade
AsEuEaTad8YIN I anANUL AN UBINISIARANURAUNR

WaLYIN OR WU 1 JAuvunenadl
whumavasnsauataduluarunaNuRaUnRWINfuYRIrunliTnuRaUN G

wAUABYBINISIARANURAUNALUAUNdUN AT Y eINAuvasPun e autat ey
sauatlade iyl EsweIn1siANURAUNRLINTUNS ot DAY

TfaudunussEnININSEUNALAENSRRANURAUNR

AN 2 WARIADENIANTIE 2X2 VBIANDRSIAIULALAS

nauinuUeINIg naufilinuenms | wdusevesniswy
NAUNR ARG INSHAUNG

i AGNERE

A B A/B
liiguNadady

C D /D
LANABYDINTEUNE A/C B/D
Uy
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4. PUUANANIEIRLRAE (Weighted mean difference, WMD)
waraARdy Ae nasssyinanedslungumaassiunguauay 64
Tunsdifeyailldnimideimanssneuuuunfussuidomaduld iwdosdioniownsin
weaiulunmsiana(19)
5. aukAnAvesAds iU TuluAmn gy (Standardized mean
difference, SMD)
washAadsasg I iusnsdusening nassvesaiader 2 ngu
wazdrudonnnsgiusin veangumaasaznguaugy Mlunsdfifeyaild 9nnuided
MSLANKATUUUUNG udauAdeusiazidos Tumsiaunnsstulunsianasgrasiodtunisi
whrafildunieuiisuuas oty Sududeadadieglusuvemarsaiade
193514 Feagliiailidfivihevesmsiauifeidesiuanindvina (19)

'

AN 3 WAANTRATDINASNSHAENISIANITADR lUN1SILATE

a s -4 1 NG Y % 6 1
YUAVDINAANS AN YANINAANS I
NAANSADINIY ANMULFLIFUNNS  ANUWANFAIIYDIAINY
1 & 1 =l 1 -'-NI A U 1 v 1
WU Aneviselunie meunsslinie LEHUS MTDORNTIEIULANAD
Uanseliuln
NAANSWUUMBLIDY AIULANANNYDIANRAY KSDAIULANAN
W it dugs seaudinnalungen yoernadeisuluaunsgu

2.1.43  mMsUsBEUAMNANNUTRIUILY (Heterogeneity) &I 3 35 1A

; 2
1. Q-statistic 139 Cochrane statistic YIUN1INTLINYAUY X test

1 degree of freedom i1 k-1 (k=31UUNUINTILUINANITINAU) WA

]

1w megeu null hypothesis TagfvunAludAy7 0.05

2. Percentage of inconsistency index (I2) patnulidenndosvewa
nsn Snnuansilidenndosiuun feil
0 - 40% might not be important
30 - 60% may represent moderate heterogeneity

50 -90% may represent substantial heterogeneity
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75 -100% considerable heterogeneity
3. Graphically #sensaalgateni Ingiansan Forest plot MNWuKa

nsanelUluianansaiuduuansininagiin heterogeneity(19)

2.1.4.4  augEenAdes (Consistency)
AudenAdas (Consistency) wiaisenladntenilain Coherence (Lumley,
2002) LUAMANIANNFURUSITNINMANF N9 54 (Direct evidence) wazWANIUNISDY
(indirect evidence) Lﬁ'a@mmL‘U?ﬂlEJULLU@MWEJIG?’I@JL@@LLUUE@ (Random-effect model) lng
fnsiseuiisusening B uag A C lWSsuiisuiu A wag C Wisuifisuiu B lnanadnsues
B Wlawleuiu A Tiufunadwdues C Wisuiu B agldividunaves C wisufu A auauns

[y

d"®+ d®= " (Lumley, 2002) muaenaass(Consistency) Qﬂﬁwuﬁl,ﬂiwﬁlumu%ﬂﬁ
lailsigniiudnun@nunse (Excluded) Grunsaniidefigndnoonataiinasenisinu 19
ihlugdeazuilligndes(20) msAwramnen Inconsistency factor (IF) Tngldadia
Restricted maximum likelihood (REML) Wiewn Inconsistency test Fawadnssenuiea
P-value 1101 P-value > 0.05 kaAeIN AANUADAARBIVDITDYE FouSsanunsasanrans
‘3meﬁﬁgqmﬂwé’ﬂgmmqma(mred evidence) iU ingIUN980Y (indirect evidence) Tu
N159ANIUATIUNL(21)

Tngn19itasIzieiunuAIed1e (Network meta-analysis) 913911115
WisuieuradnsldtunisTinssiuuneAniy (Meta-analysis) fin1sTiasevivay 1891y
KRNI UNAENEVRIMENFIUNMTY (Direct evidence) S¥NINFILNTNUYILAALE
(Pairwise analysis) Tneviluleusanunadie nswwewsavinden (Forest plot) 3sanunse
inafinsieseiiinanundisudisvaredunenatiunadnsitdannsiesgieAuu

w3098 (Network meta-analysis) F9agaagliifiuiauunldumsofianswamaans 91nnnns

Anszaeguuuuindululuwnmadeiuniely

2.1.4.5 N1SNARDUVUINVIENONA (Test effect size)
1. MTAATIBNNGUERE (Subgroup analysis)

NTIATIEVNGNEBY (Subgroup analysis) HnQUIEaIANEABINITNITIU

'
v =

HANSENUTDY Baseline MafUs91e q Nasnasanadnslundazngudosvaslady Feagi

'
v aa

IlonanisAnwndianugnaesvesteaillunmsiu uasluwsavnguessvesladeniiaviana

ilnlavaawenuglunisiilldlnegrumnsan wihirluwiagsmalmsisingudoslivodnin



19

o o

A998 LnTL 19Tl 3 Usenis Ao Ol-error WINTU B1UNINISNARDUANAT AT IWTDLIUNI

=b.

[ (% '

Pu astuieUosiulgnifinan Astudwedin1selauNaUNTIATIZH AU
I3IUNTTUNDAUM AU TTIAINAHOHATNTVDINWITENUANGATU N1THUAIDENT waN1T
WATILVINGUERY NMTAATIEVTBYS uarNITATUNE(22)
2. myas1zrnull (Sensitivity analysis)

@ ax ' av v ° .o

{Wuisnsnsiaaeulmasmilaannnisvin Network meta-analysis 3
ALLIUAY (Robust) annteeiiiasls Feilalaenisiudsullastanimun nszurunislunis
FIUTIWNATFLATIZNANTITEY visewRsunUastoyaluludnuugsing 9 udwihnsinsen
Toyaluwsaranwaylnil mntuihnanlnainmsliesgilrdilSeuiiguiunailaluneunsn
A oA | aa & vy AV v o a A ™
Pilanuuanaeiuvsell 35nstiszvenlainteagunlalinnuduasiieds nnanlalad
AULANANAY uansIanBalzvasmuUsTudsulUduldfinansenusonaves Network
meta-analysis 13A51g3l6 [WuI1TIINaN15IBTLRAINNTANYILUU Open-label study 2y

Mlian1sIesIzlasunlaavse kil

2.1.0.6 MIIATIVEOUBARAINAITANUN (Publication bias)
TUNNSTIVTINNTIUNTTY 919azymsUsediudiielriulanldduny
I5saunssuiiiededtdasudan Tnen1svi Funnel plot 3y Scatter gram wans
AuduTusveIWIATRINSAnYAEITUAN Risk ratio Tnefindnnisdn nsfinwvuelve)
gouldan Risk ratio Tlnanuassluvasiinsanwauindnanssuazlaen Risk ratio 7
UINNIMIBUBINTIAINITINTLIANTEAWBYNIIAUADINT I Fauidlosins@nwivans
Funsmuansaudiiusuesuian1sinunifuen Risk ratio axugunseriusimnlaildsy

nTead Auansitenaziymisosnnuddeslunsiiuiinfiudiamzsienuilanauin

R ERIRY
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Pooled Estimate

/ of treatment effect

o] o 4
_O_D___O_Q__
0CJ o]
o

ATLERN AYEY Sample Size

0
O

O
- T
e}
o
o]

o]

o]

Favor Intervention Favor Control

HUNAEBIHAN SN

AN 5 kanans1w Funnel Plot gﬂammml,mmdﬂziﬁ Publication Bias

Biased cslimate Unbiased estimate
3 (publication biased)
£ b
“ ol o
g |
£ O
§ ©
=
& o]
=
z oi lo
Q
@] Q
Favor Intervention Favor Control

AUIRTEIHANT 'i%‘l"l‘l!ﬁ

AN 6 wanINsIN Funnel Plot Mlianimswanadanisil Publication Bias

2.1.5. msuUanakazsngaung (Interpretation of results)
n1sutana (Interpretation of result) ABAITUNUTUNYDINATILA LUNUNIUNIALAI
anansaneuAnaIdulavielil wazaugnsies (Reliability) 1eanss (Validity) 184013
I3 ' I A A A v = vy v P v
numnwduegals mnuuntediefiunndesiiieds nasnaulviveaguiasdeiauowusiiioln

Fenurunsnumuegrsdussuuladaduladiluujunle

1551891 UANANEAINNTIATITTBALIULATBUE (Network meta-

. = v 6 I J aa al ol = I 1 N 1
analysis) Feuanswadnsoonunduaenanltlunisisuisunadenas 9 naulaveus

ave\USouiiieu 1w Odds ratio (OR), Risk ratio (RR), Mean difference uaz 95% CI) s
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LarN13InaIAUTeIInGendn o taula Fedsduuulunsnenuwanisfinuiteranulely

£%
v a

NUITBAITIATIENDANIUATEUNY (Network meta-analysis) il

1. Network graph wansnisiUSeuitumaieniiaulanianun lngldguwuy

o o Y

\AT0YNYRIINTRN TR IINMENF1UNN9RSS (Direct evidence) Wausariu uahiausuas

| a

ayleglunslieniiu Yreligeulselivlassasimemdnguiileylaiesau wandunin
= = = ! v & v A ! A d'
17 Tneiglrnaniivwiasduduiunuveamaionusazniaieniiauls wavuuinves
FNAURAAIIIINELINTINATEluaFeniiy 4 daudunideuseseninaunauiiu
= - g A = Y v A = o aw
mnefaadeniudiuTeuliisuiy wazaNUMI Yo LAUTBNLARITTIUINYENITY
o = &
UNGRIEEIRIANIR

Treatment A

Treatment B _
I'reatment D

Treatment C

AN 7 ta@ns Network graph 184156038 ULBUU T2 AN AIMNNITSNEIA87564 9

2. MIlATEieRuLUURLAN wanmanTInTsiefuuLuURLANTuRaY
fiUSounitou sadunaiildanudngiumanss (Direct evidence) enaazuansraluzuves
m314 Ingaguidunansfnuisisuiisvresmadendiaula e19gmenurans@nyiiu
doyastavsierilas (Continuous outcome) viodayanansanuitidululdaesmis Binary

outcome) AIFIBYNNLENIIUAITIN 4
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MTNN 4 LEAINTIATIBROAUULUUALALYRINAREE T UTIEY

Treatment comparisons

Results of pair-wise meta-analysis

AvsD

BvsD

CvsD

AvsC

BvsC

AvsB

).33 (0.18, 0.52)
0.45 (0.10, 1.78)
1.49(1.22, 1.88)
0.39(0.25, 0.70)
0.89 (0.69, 1.58)

21(0.14, 0.65)

3. League table wanwnan1sinszienunuaietislugirewnsng wanaiy

AadaniglunsSeuiisumadensing q naulaveusiavailseuiieulduanslinng

Y

~ ~ Ql' a 4 o aAa Y Y = & q'
LWIBULNYU ANNAT1N ImUﬁLﬁaﬂ@Jﬁ@’]WLiﬁﬂﬂu W']@JLLU’JL&UV]LLEN@JNLLﬂ@QGUE]‘W'NLa@ﬂW

foan1siUSyULgy GU’PJJJEWILLﬁﬂQE]EJWTUﬁ'N“UENLa‘LWlLLEJ\‘ilIlILLEﬁGNNaﬂT‘ELU’iEJ‘ULVIEJ‘ULLWaxﬂl

Y
Wibuigu LLau‘UE]Zi,JaVlLLﬁﬂ\‘i’eJEJWTN‘U‘USUENL?IUWLLEJ\‘iiliJLLﬁﬂﬂNﬁﬂ’ﬁLU‘iEJ‘ULV]EJUSUENLLG]ﬁB@:

LUiEJ‘UL‘VIEJ‘U‘VI?,JLLﬁﬂﬂiuﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂuV]’Nmiﬂ ‘mamagamaQmuuusuaaLaumwmummﬂuﬁwmuma

MTIATIEEnAdeiy o levhiniuanuansiasizinanila sudnddunisned 5

A15991 5 UaR9 League table UaIn1SiUSHUIBUNAAWS NN Se1311981 A, B, C wag D

A - - -
0.21
B - -
(0.14-0.65)
0.39 0.89
C -
(0.25-0.70) (0.69-1.58)
0.33 0.45 1.49
D
(0.18-0.52) (0.10-1.78) (1.22-1.88)
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4. Forest plot LaAINaNITIATIZHOANIULATEUIEAIENTIN NSiansuatiagll

6

Wz iueIeteifinadensiuiusnnusensssiunldlalunsdfesnsuaninsiingz
Wasuilsugos (Subset) vasnsiUTouiioundn Sudnnisudanadsll

4.1 \duv219 waneda A1 95% confidence interval, Cl vasrafidanmléann
msfnwvidenmaass lagrailfnainnisdmnalusuves odds ratio (OR) relative risk (RR)
vidomNuAIYeIARAY T INgUMARDILazNaNAIUAN (risk difference, mean effect,
mean difference)

4.2 WEuia vide “Wu no effect” uduiiuansAn OR = 1 %1% RR = 1 %30
ALY = 0 FIMUNBAMLIININTTUAIIVAGEA (intervention 158 treatment) lallduansua
wanagluanAanssumuuni (placebo wse standard care)

4.3 ALYV AEUVIN FuduidunainuueSaruneAwAsuey g

1% 1

93U18TNANATINVITNAMUTOIU FITAIUENNUSAUASBINITNAZU (power) VDS

o

NIty Snuidedimawensveaeuiidnlewnnndnguiieguuindn ¥19au

[y 1 o 1

Forwarning uatidunuideningudieg1sunasviniliaaveansveaeuas uazyas

q

Ansdesiuaziaua

rnnidurnsiadeududaviodu “no effect” uansiuidetivouiy
auyAgIuing (null hypothesis) daanenit lifinrsumnsidlusnuusiidnyvienad
AUNATENINNAUNAABLALNENATUAN Lwi{ﬁmﬂiwLé’umwﬁagjw%ﬂiﬂ%ﬂwﬁwENLé’ué?q

LRI UG Es null hypothesis

4.4 \pFRNgAmMABNMTY H Judydnualegnsiiainasvaaduring
WiotnAUeliuATemINeluaniAl “point estimate” Fanunefia AUszanailuge

I\ _aado v W | v 4 \ Aa A A .
GzJENmaammmmmlmmﬂﬂqmmamq (sample statistics) kazAIULLNGIAAYT (single

o |

value) A9t A1 point estimate MUIINYUULELLEAIYINAMURBIUTMILEDS A1UTEUIUN

ANGAYDINANIANIINAINTTUNITNAGDY WBNIINUIUIATBIFMANSANITT0E AL A

(%
o Y

UMNI191UIBLAaZIT03lUNTIATIZR Meta-analysis edasuivunnlg uandan

1 Y 1

ay o S % v § v o o v v v o A =~
\TWU']GUEJLﬁ@ﬂu&lﬂallG]'JE)EJWﬁsﬂuqﬂiﬁmf\]ﬂwqiﬂmuqﬂUﬂN']ﬂLL@%IUV]'Nﬂa‘Uﬂu DALY UUVUIN

9
(%
[

AnuannniTeiiivuanguiegradnyluiiumindes
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4.5 dydnwelguines (diamond) ‘ Judadnuaiiuanswasiu (pooled

data %38 combined results) VBINANISANYIVNUANTIUTINUN ANLIARINNITIASIZA

meta-analysis AIUNINAMULWIVINVBIFUNYT 8D BRANUTOIUYBINATINT

AL

ii.

ii.

iv.

vi.

i

<>

Intervention group does

hetter than control

AT 8 uanIRoNLAULAzdgY

OR = 1.0
(no effect)

[

an

Intervention group does
worse than control

walluns vl Forest plot

4.6 Rankograms Wannaasun s uLfigunnadionsdnd o Aen153naau

I I~ 1 a r.:l' ] I~ o W &
AMUU1ALUUINNMNLEDNE NU1LUUBIAULINNTD

o v a

AeuiwnlsludnuSeuiieunauainyii

A159A5129 10 TER1519UTDUNUNNLAAINANITINAINU AILAAILUAINA O

Probability

0.6 -

0.4 4

0.0

v
awunl

Rank of A

Probability

0.6 4

0.4 4

0.0

Probability

0.6 -

04 4

0.2

0.0

AWUN 3

4

Rank of B

2

0 1 2 3

Rank of C

A9 9 uansnsInanuAuUasilulunaansnilegseninen A B uay C
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4.7 SUCRA uansnan1sinsesituglveansmidinisiSeuiieuseniname
Yot udazaiatuudaznsm lneuny X wwielasidudvadlonalunisilueifnan
(Cumulative Probability) Wazunu Y Wnua81198unU (Rank of Best-Worst) lagnaans
Y0INNTANINAUTANT Mgl ssiureing I (Rank best) Feuansfnsiiesidud

[V 1

Cumulative Probability g4 wagadsduiusluiianiaseiuiue pbest (Probability of

oA =

being best) Faduarnvsuanislenmalunisdueiiuszdvsnanafan Feasyieiiueiy

YALAUYDINAGNS IALUNDITY FILAAILUNINT 10

PLA ALP ANT
© © b
©w © ©
= = =
o~ o~ o~
o o o
81234567 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 12 3 4 5 6 7
35 ACU EAC SAC
= © @ ©
o g < <
? ~ o~
g ° ° °
g1234567 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
=
(@]

024681

&
N+
w -
N
o
D
-

Rank

AN 10 WARINITTIBUNATBINTIN SUCRA Wisuiigusenineusiasyiin
2.2 Yayangriulsafnvesuauaniludesuinuazainavesiuisfaatayled

guRnIsalvainIsinidesiuunIulunassuik L duiunsiaeuntu
lusgmamasiaun  nsiiiuduvednsnsinersineItasiuu1adady wu n1sldiu
Uaey, xerostomia, M33nwMmeeUTaue, N13uIniv, N1530a15871113, ANURAUNRA

noulivie, ogteiiuduresyau, n1sanAunmvainITdosiuraudazynaa
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2.2.1 ANUYNUATNANTENY
Tsafnidoruauialutesnuazdiee (unddulseansedinfinuesiigaues
Q’ﬂwﬁam%al’a%’masnlﬁ [HIV] 19 90% mammaﬁamsﬁmaﬂaﬁ Oropharyngeal candidiasis
fiamgunannite Candida usnlduszanas 150 win dadudelsamelomalives 4 vl

WANISAABLREUNAUNIBLS DS

2.2.2 mAtdduuazviinvesdsa
aa o v aa < o X K a &
nifadelsaldonnisnianedtindundn Juegiunisusziliuseslsaveawnmg
wAgaunsadudulaensnIanwisalURnnseendeganssatvete Candida wnda
Aalunisueniae Candida Tudesuan leun direct examination %38 cytological smear,

culture of microorganisms and biopsy

2.2.3 aapagnalnnisiin
awinvaslsa liuA 1We Candida albicans Jaduiiolungu Deuteromycetes 39
Judesildanysaiuuy veneiuglaglisesandeina dnvazvessaslanuaradiedod
(Yeast) Fuludaddinwadifen wivnnsagadetadneneenadneae s liiingiy
! s ! E N [d & a ! ¢ = 14
FENINULAANFENTT Pseudohypha Washlidnwuiduiweuninusanievesysd danula
nYesUnunigauassusssnnTulunywduszana 50% Avilidu candidiasis 81113

aa A [ a [y & o A [ PN
NNAAUNUNAYLUU UBTUTZELIRYUNAY, TLULLID wazsealsndu 9 AaLanlumis1an 6

AN5197 6 NIFILUNDINITNARTNVDLIARATDILAUAA I UTDIUIN

Acute Chronic Other lesions

Pseudomembranous Psendomembranous Angular cheilitis

Erythematous Erythematous Denture-associated erythematous
Hyperplastic Median rhomboid glossitis

2.2.4 duwenstesiunas Inw
U 3 U a dgj a |
NMISNHINULLINIINITATIDS N arUosiunsinialealed Usemelne U
2560(10) wag Guidelines for the Prevention and Treatment of Opportunistic Infections

v
v A

in HIV-Infected Adults and Adolescents(23) 1nau



1. MNsUBINUATILSN
Talwugdnnnslden

2. 115501

AN5199 7 WUININISSNEnlsARaRI luteuIn

gman | Clotrimazole oral troches 10 un. auduas 4-5 asudunan 7-14 Yu

Fluconazole 100 un. Auduazasa Wual 7-14 Ju

&1 Nystatin oral solution 500,000 %18 wealulnTuag 5 A5

nden L‘ﬁUL’JEﬂ 7-14 U

ltraconazole capsule 100 un. AWIUAZAT Junan 7-14 Yu

ltraconazole oral solution 100 - 200 un. Auduazase Wuan 7-14 Ju

Amphotericin B 0.3-0.5 un./nn./u mavaeaidens Wunal 7-14

Miconazole mucoadhesive buccal tablet 50 mg: Apply to mucosal

surface over the canine fossa once daily(23)

Posaconazole oral suspension 400 mg PO BID for one day, then 400

mg daily(23)

d‘ U a ‘&J o
ANS199 8 WUINNITINYILSARABIIIUA1AD

gman | Fluconazole 200 un. Autuazass wWuian 14-21 Su

Fluconazole 100 mg (up to 400 mg) PO or IV daily(23)

&1 ltraconazole capsule 200 un. Autuay 2 aSadunan 14-21 Fu

MAUEDn | Itraconazole oral solution 200 un. Awluay 2 A Wuian 14-21 Ju

Amphotericin B 0.3-0.5 un./nn./3u neviaeaidena [Wuran 14-21 u

3. N5UBINUASINEDY
v 1 dy 1 o ¥ % % a ¥ d‘d
YoUsT : hiwuziliedesiunaaannmiganlsa RSN S1eNd

LY [ 5 A A
NNINAULUUIIUBY 9 LLaz/Vii@ll@?ﬂ’]ﬁi;‘LlLLN
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A15199 9 wuININSUaetulsARAaI luYRUNNLAYA1ADATINEDY

lsARmi@situ | fluconazole 100-200 Un. AWiuazASI(10) 1138 3 ASIRBEUANN(23)

Fp3U1n itraconazole AL 100-200 Un. AUIUALASI

Tsafnaslu | fluconazole 100-200 un. AuiuazAS

el Posaconazole oral suspension 400 mg PO BID(23)

msvegalien | galasueiuieyletauiidnuiu Cod > 200 cells/mm? Tuglg)

o

Jpenu

2.3 YoyafuAleIAIULaT

2.3.1 foyamly
gduderwiinfuuseniu uvadu 4 ngu Ae(2a)
1. Griseofulvin
2. Polyene : lgn Nystatin
3. Azole compounds - l9uA Ketoconazole, Itraconazole, Fluconazole
4. Allylamine : Terbinafine

Tuntlagveyais ermldlun1sfinw lawn ngud 2 uag ngudn 3

2.3.2 mju Polyene
Polyene aangvstiu fungistatic Tneduiu ergosterol Faduduusznouiiddny
U9 cell membrane sumt,%ai’l
Nystatin ifuenilldlduaiame e Candida wihdu ediafulszmuagliignge

FUINMIBAUDINNT 903 N LR NIz NIRRT B LUUNNWALNILAUDIMNTINUU

2.3.3 Ny Azole compounds
Azole compound aangy5 fungistatic lnelunengs cytochrome p-450
demethylase Faldlunisadna ergosterol Fadudruusznouves cell membrane fdode

99NMBANTDIADE19NTI99279
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1. Ketoconazole

mssulsEundtemsuiimsgdosnsaeiidunsalunssmnaiiowia
Mapndu engniaeiifulasdusenmaii uandgimdilaedusenmanie

Nad19LABs WU idiosyncratic hepatotoxicity vil#ALAA fulminant hepatitis
17 Fepastieameanusednseds uazdslinanon15919uY09 cytochrome p-450 enzymes
u adrenal gland, gnanmey $9l9 lauazdu fnaseseuvyinlaingadeninuidnniane,
eynecomastia 3ty dose-related Taimasldlunuiensss msnzanunsasiiu placenta I
\AM teratogenicity

U385 : N1359ATUY0Y ketoconazole Azanadd iy
antacid, H2blocker, anticholinergic, antispasmodic agent 2114 ketoconazole 571MI8aY
ﬁﬂﬁigﬁummdwﬁqqsﬁuﬁaﬂﬁé’ammmsﬁmsﬁ’ﬂ A cyclosporin, chlordiazepoxide,
insulin, warfarin uag sulfonylureas Seauves ketoconazole IuLﬁam%ammLﬁmmﬂgﬂ
metabolized L%l%uﬁﬂﬁiwﬁu rifampicin, phenytoin tag isoniazid %l ketoconazole
Jaufusmani e

1. 87UAuN laun terfenadine wag Astemizole #1 cisapride syl

i%ﬁUﬂﬂL%ﬁ?ﬁQﬂ%ﬂLﬁﬂ cardiac arrythmiaviligthededinle

2. gnanlusiuludonlaun lovastatin, simvastatin tWs1eyinlwseauen

(% [
= =

Wiailgeiueniliiin rhabdomyolysis I

3. gruauvaulalA alprazolam, midazolam, triazolam wsngvinlseau

1 ¥
s =

gmanilgawiiviAn prolong sedation a1aiingunsgla
2. ltraconazole
grgnihanelnefulazdusenmafiantnsionlusiy songnsadne
ketoconazole uazlimsliluaussnssd
UfATensenineen adne ketoconazole usitfpsninilosangisunauns
auvateulesl cytochrome p-450 vasIywdlaeN I
3. Fluconazole
an@ulFR Tqyd hydrophilic aunsaaganetiléd Samuseduelu tissue
fluid legawindulunanaun sedvetlu CSF azwindu 50-90% vesluidonsgnduaieidu
unchanged form Tutlaanie FamsldmennusedinsyidlugUlelsaln ontrgionds Inedu

Y

DNV
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UfAsensenineen aaefinulu ketoconazolenulatay uniiulunsdinloen

lurunga (> 400 mg/d)
2.4 MUINNITaINUUSLANSNALAZANUARANEVBIEIATULTDS)

2.4.1 puUsEanSHakarauAINLUanY

o

WovinsnunIusIanssuiiegItes nundiginnisfinwadieadatuusemui

Aidaula Tagyihnis@nwinanisldedudesvaneviia louA Zhang wazAnelavinnis
nuIIssanIINegdussuLlasMIIAEe A uUsE NS A muaraNUaenfuede

a a

miconazole @usunmgi@osilutin Anwlud 2016 wansAnwINUIIUTEANSAINLAE
AMNUABANYIENIN miconazole way antifungals 8u ¢ luuanatsiuegeiitedAm(25)
o & = A o a = A Y = A &
wensiin1sAnwrnuaninszilun1sdneves Zhang Uszensiansiunsanwiiduniig
oral candidiasis gaflauvarnvanengy elailenquiUlenfnie HIV sghafed uas
antifungal M Ussuifisudslivainvaty nasantudsfinisfneves Lyu wazamzla
MAsnUMUIsIUnIsuegadusruukasnsiAT i AN uUSEANS A NYe9e nystatin
o o & = ' . . v val | '
dawsunmzideslulin wan1sAnwInudn Nystatin suspension llagiuilonin
fluconazole Tun133nw1n192 candidiasis ludestnludnmsnvsedtheelodend uax
N19USMI581 nystatin pastille 98131AEI%T pastille U nystatin suspension N15lgeN
SuAUiUTEANSNaNINAI nystatin suspension LW48E19AYY NISLA nystatin pastille
STEZIAINITINWIUIUDY 4 dUavianansaiiuUszansnmnismeanlsala @ue1nns
U1LABIANUUBEYDY nystatin AD SEUIRLNALALSEUUTUAUDINT(26)

NMSAN®ILUY RCT MRBtasiunsitenvsdanig 9 lun1sshwinme oral
candidiasis nan13Anw RCT wantulvinaunnaenuluniulszansnatazanuiasnduuss
81 antifungal WeotUSeuliisuiu A13AnYY RCT 99 Murray lazAng ANWILUY
multicenter, open-label, third party-masked trial Kan1IANYINUTIT N155NBIAIY
itraconazole oral solution dUs¥ansn nuagtolerated laAni1 Clotrimazole Troches Tu
X Ay o ! & va A = ¢ A Yo ) S & o A
AUrealiAuiuunnses, unsERaeievled / leadllalasueniuagase Wuan 14 Tu
5¥AU P<0.01(27)

dmsunmsAnulusewmelng 19135500 gauANNgURas YAl wauuluded 1o
nsEnwisesmsiaguauslunsguaneinwe AL lutesNveAnitaleyle

WarATaUATI WHANSANYINUTY LUsunsuAIsARUREIRUNITLANIEAAYBTIWAURAT Y
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gosnausaduwuimeniivsz@vsam mafiunuaug eziuueioanuilunisgua

1 a o o

auleslunguVeaeIanIINguAIUANeg 1 it A AN EiAnsEau 0.05 TunduaAvesin

a o ]

& a =l 1 [y 1 a [y =3 1
LGUBLBGUIGU lummwmmﬂmaﬂuama Uggney F’]BLL‘U‘ULQ@EJ?JEN?%@‘UWJ’]%JLQUU’J@I‘UﬂQQJ

'
LY aada v

NAaBWNIINGUAIUANL 1 ITdAYN1ERANTEAU 0.05 NsMEveIHaluNguVAaDE
WNNINGUAIUAN28) wipgnslsimuauiislaguuildilifionddewuy SRMA 53usu
NsAnwUTEANEHaYeY antifungal Tunistesiunnzesludesliniasnasne1misees

IoLAU
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unN 3

A5andunisIY
3.1 JUWUUTIRY

L{IUﬂ73WUVIUU'§3§mﬂ5§l@8‘WﬂL‘ﬁu’i%U‘ULLa%ﬂTﬁaLﬂﬁqgﬁaﬁﬂqumga‘ﬂqEJ
(Systematic review and network meta-analysis) lng@uAuNUITeNYINA1SANYIUTEENSNE
wavauUaendevesnsideniietesiunasSnvidesuauinilutosnuazaineveiae

a d’lj = Y o % 4 1 d‘ o =
fndaevled Ineluidadnneuniuw kagdraannvinnIsany
3.2 109NN kY luN15IY

3.2.1 wuutuiinge viseaindeyanuidefiniunisanidinsing
= =3 1 [ dy
UUTLLAUANY ¢ AeU

VA v %

1. Toyanaluvesnuide kA Y913y Yoiide andunasUseinaiinnis

Y

v A

380 YR JUNUUNTITE n1sdu n1sUnTe SeapaNnsiee

2. foyaieiulsznnsiviinisinu Tiud Sruautszanslunsazngy
dneue o1gads meidadelse Aadeduiu CDa srdudeTwilnduildsiu msldsu
81 HAART 374

3. Jayaruunsn1stunudde loua susuunsiine viiae wwinen 35T
sgprnanslien lunduiFouifisuuasnduvaaes

4. ToyAMUHAENENSANYY LakA T5N15UTEIUNAANS JUssIuNaans
szppnalunsussduna tanadndudnuaznadnsses Inetufinnaidusiuautefifoug
Sndustazetns uazsrzimnsndudug suvimadunnulasatovessniuidon

5. ToyaNANSUTEHIUAMNAMYBARZIIWITEAY Risk of bias 2.0 tool

3.2.2 WUUUsEHUAMAINIWITY

wuuUsEIIUAMAMNANY Risk of bias 2.0 tool
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3.3 JUABUNISANLEUNISIRY

3.3.1 sarueiseuasimun criteria 1150 protocol
3.3.1.1 farnnnueide
el miunuiuaz vietoatulsaidosuauialudesinuay
Srolufthefndoiodlolivsraniuauazmnulannioiduatils uarednudondiledd
UsgAvBnauazaaasafunnilan
3.3.1.2 AMUUA criteria %39 protocol
1. iNau9In5ARLINTINNSANE (Inclusion criteria)

1. Humsfnuiifnu sy Andnauas/vidonulasadevoamslioduie
swnsULuuLiietesiu vi3e3nwin1iy oral candidiasis ¥3e esophageal candidiasis 1
fefndeienle?

2. LﬁumiﬁwﬂuwwégﬂLLUUEjuLLazﬁﬂajmmU@m (Randomized clinical
controlled trial)

2. \NIIN1IARDRNAINNISANEI (Exclusion criteria)
1. 1ElAsan15338 (study protocol) WiemsAnwitlidfinisseauna

ANSANYN

3.3.2 NTAUAUITIUNTIY
3.3.2.1 ;udeya
MINAUALIINAIEAINg UTeYa MEDLINE, EMBASE, The Cochrane
Controlled Trials Register, Clinical.gov, ProQuest, WHO, Web of Sciences, Scopus &g
msduAuanguteyavessemnelng laun Thai Library Integrated System (Thai LIS)
3.3.2.2 ANAUAU

P o

{Adufmunfdudumumdn PICOS veamsanunitauls desznoude
P (Participant) : fhoerleitidulsadenuauinludesunuay
dpe Adufidmun fie “oral candidiasis’v3e “thrush”w3e “oropharyngeal
candidiasis”%#3® “oral moniliasis”#3® “esophageal candidiasis”uag “HIV Infections

(MeSH)”
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| (Intervention) :  &1AULTOT1 ANAUNATYUA AB “azoles (MeSH)” %3
“Antifungal Agents” %39 “clotrimazole” wsa“fluconazole” 38“miconazole” 3®
“ketoconazole” 130 “itraconazole” %38 “nystatin”

C (Comparator) : @Ussuiisu F9lunisfinedl Ae e1vaen 819U W30N13
U dl
Snwou

O (Outcome) : wadwsupINIANYINIUTEAVEHALAZANUUADAAEVDIY
1Y &

AR T

S (Study) - SrimnsduAY Tnedenenensanwiiidu Randomized

Controlled Trial AAUTAIYUA AB “randomized controlled trial” %s® “rct”
Tgrugenluiitaieiuie OR elildnadnsfiaseuaguuniign waslddniou
FENINTNuANA9UAIE AND ielulanadnsnTnnizianzasnndu Tnggukuunishidem

dAgluduay azuandiulunisduAuangudeyausdazunas Jeagusuuuunsdudu

o

[
v 1Y

& a
WWou faandlunisned 10

M1399 10 wansgULuuNsAUAULUBIRU PICOS

P (Participant) | oral candidiasis OR thrush OR oropharyngeal candidiasis
OR oral moniliasis OR esophageal candidiasis AND HIV

Infections

AND

| (Intervention) | azoles OR Antifungal Agents OR clotrimazole OR
fluconazole OR miconazole OR ketoconazole OR

itraconazole OR nystatin

C lalsey

(Comparator)

O (Outcome) alszy

S (Study) Awvualiidu Randomized Controlled Trial OR RCT

MNISAUAUTIBUNSANEINIVNA 1aeliTin1SIARAIUAIYILALIIIIAT LY

nsAne vinsauauautadagiu (Weudueeu w.m.2562)
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3.3.3 ANIAALABNIIUINY
Msfadennuistasdndenmunasinsfa-fneeniinanundnedu Tnoas
Uszifiuaindeides undnge wasauddeatufiy dusuauiivssdivainundngouwdadlsl
anunsnagUvdesindulald Fsmsfinnuidednnsnuazdudunslaegise 2 au fivihau

DATLADNU ANAURNNAMLEDN LAZUINANITAMENUNUTIUMIBUN Y MINTNUITeNARLEDN

va o

Limseiu fIdersdinwmnIeduiiedndulasouiu mndide 2 auldamnseaguannuiu

Yo o A

Sufuld wUsnymsesindudiden 3 luiluiemdeazusauiu

Y

3.3.4 NsAngauarTuindayaannmIde uagn1sUssiunmnNaINIY
3.3.4.1 Msfngauavduiinteyaainnisive

waeaInAndennuITeatunsfnyue Tuduneunistuiinteyauazn1sfn

gateyandfgyainuiazanudde wldfide 2 auvihnudassredulunisdngauazduiin

kY

¥ a

Toyalagldwuuiuiings viveuuvaiadeyamuseazideaiimunll udidmailan

Wisuieuiuienanidesnnuianaiaiianaialatunistuiindeya mniianuuandiaves

¥

AUaNUUNNABIIININTIIABULNBMIANYNABIUAL HATUTIAUTENIGEITE 2 AU 911N

2

/a 1 = | [y 1% =2 A ! v VA v PN = -d'
18 2 ﬂublllﬁ']iﬂiﬂﬁiqﬂﬂ'ﬂ']ﬂJLMUTJlIﬂUVL@ ﬁ]%ﬂiﬂ@"l%?i@i'&ﬂﬂU%ﬂﬂUﬂuw 3 Tuiuiem

1 [y S

pasuTiiu nsdiiswasidunlaladeyansunsedeyariavmeluaziinnsaeunuiugidy

Qe e

FuFewrnunsinsenisanvnediaavseta (Buad)
3.3.4.2 M5UsTEluAMAINLINEY
WoldAdeidrmaunasinsfinu axiinsusaiunuamaiideiidensn

TngldinesiloUsyifiuann mmuuLInIaves Cochrane lagld Risk of bias version 2.0
tool FufiswaziBeavesnisuszdiulagagy fail

Risk of bias tool Liutadesiiefifmurtulasngu Cochrane Wiaidunsou
wuRARdmIUNIIRaNTUNAMEDIAINeAR (Risk of Bias) lun15AnwILUY Randomized
controlled trial M5UszIinUsnoudslastademuysziiume q floraagiliiineaily
nsfnw Tnglunisussduenilundaiildiadostie Risk of Bias 2.0 tool Fswamtusnly

Tugrnsieunatan U 2016 nMsuszliuUszneumelasiasnemean 5 Ussinu dall

1. 9ARMANTUINATLUIUNSAY (Bias arising from the randomization

process)
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2. safifiosananudenuuvesnislifdmeaass (Bias due to deviations
from intended intervention)

3. aARvINToyanadnETivamely (Bias due to missing outcome data)

4. ARUATIANAANS (Bias in measurement of the outcome)

5. 9ARLUNTIEDNTIBIUNANISANY (Bias in selection of the reported
result)

IngluwsazUseiiuasirouligussifiuneu Fasmovasiilddaud 19 (Yes;

Y) 813319 (Possible yes; PS) 819914l (Possible no; PN) iy (No; N) uaglsifiveya
(No information; NI) wagaziluuuusumseuuimislunistedussiiiuaguidnouilldes
UseiluinUsufiusng o fiussdiu Weamwvesuddedl Tlemalunsiinenisysule

521174 11A (High) %o (Low) %38 some concern

3.35 mﬁmﬂzﬁ‘ﬂ'aaﬂa (Statistical analysis) WagN133189UNEA (Interpretation of
results)
3.3.5.1 MyIATIEviveya (Statistical analysis)
1. mfwesildlunsinszideya

Tunsinuadeimmunviinvemadwsiaulafnw 3 2 Usvian tdun nadws
%8N (primary outcomes) LagNaaNgs9 (secondary outcomes) LaghUIILATIZALINAIL
Wvnelunslden wavdrnsfnwfidadniemAselinmsmenunadiamnsasuiuldaednig
sKan15ANY (pool) Inevenaisnadnsudnuarnadndsesnou iesnnuadnsfnan
Agiinananisidonluanalunisiaszi

now 1 nadndvasnsldeiietesiu nadwdndn (primary outcomes) uae
HASNST94 (secondary outcomes) il nadwdndn munedls successful of prevention
yaneds Srnunsndudusideamuiluauuanineresnisine diunadwsses el
nadumLUaenfEvesedudes lunsaneil muned intolerance wae nsmuilaly 3
Usenausie wmnisallaifiausyasd (Adverse events; AEs) viseainislalfisuszasd (Adverse
drug reaction; ADRs), N1308UFIAINNITANY Fadmdunadnssosvasnisanunil lngasie
eniifiarnaends Welin1Aa intolerance Mnnsldsusd e luuansnanngs

[ (% v 6

AUANVEENAULUTEULIEU Lot ndayavemadnsuanuaznaansses Ananaludnasiu u

ad A

NAGWSWUUABINY (Binary outcome) astuAanaidonly Ao muldesdunms (Relative

risk) SaufuAAILEasTuS 08 95 (95% Confidence interval)
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MOU 2 NARNGVBINITINBIAIBYIEIMTUSAY Nadwsuan (primary
outcomes) wazkadnises (secondary outcomes) Tufiii nadnswan mneds §rsn1ssnu
wienemdiin (Clinical cure rate) IngUszifiudume (Cure) waglame (Uncure) d@u
Uszavisraveenfifunadnsses muneds snsinssnvimevende (Mycological cure rate)
Tneuszdiudume (Cure) warlsine (Uncure) uaskasuaudasafovesendudon lu
nsAnuE e intolerance vdo namullld Gsusenoude wansallifssyasd
(Adverse events; AEs) #3a81n15lifieUseasA (Adverse drug reaction; ADRs), N1500U#1
Mnmsane Fedadunadnssewwasnsaneni nsardeieniliinnuvasnde definisiin
intolerance M1nNsl#¥us T liunnssnnnaumunuvienguisuiiiey esan
foyavosnadnsudnuaznadnsses Ainanludrsiu Wunadwduuuasmna (Binary
outcome) utiurnadnTidonld fie Arudssduing (Relative risk) Saufupnuidesiy
Soway 95 (95% Confidence interval)

2. MITIMNANITITBLTI98AU (Pooled estimate)

esan lamanuvda (Random effect model) Sauyfgiuinnissiama
nsfnwdinaeiulaglilanisin Treatment effect aswmilouiumnusen1svsenanisfing
HAULANFA1AUY LLazLﬁmmﬂmu‘iﬁamﬂwﬁgm’;m’m%gaLﬁaﬁmiwﬁaﬁmum%aﬁzha

v

Sfnflauunnanaiu (Heterogeneity) satunnssaumansisodngeiu (Pooled estimate)
Judenldluwanuudy (Random effect model)
3. ASNAABUAMNLANANTYDINANITANYITENINNUITIURaZaTU (Test of
Heterogeneity)
m'u?ﬁﬂmiuﬂ%y’ﬂf‘né’ﬁwms‘mmaa‘ummLmemsuaﬂ%’auua (Heterogeneity) fiou

'
=

nmsduasizviveyadeaiinifenldfie Percentage of heterogeneity (/) Faufiuen Chi-

square (X?) 38 Cochran Q test ANvuA P-value < 0.05 393zNDIAANULANAIAY

A9 11 Lansnsulanaves £

A nAswlana

Y

0% 09 40% AMULANFIIVDINAINNUITBANUDI LT ANE AR

o

30% 99 60% 971998 AMNULANANBINAINNWITETUSEAUUIUNANS

50% 914 90% 91998 AANULANABINAINNWITETUTEAULIA

75% 09 100% | 915041 191N ULANFAIUDINARINIUIVEDE1IT ALY
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4. MTIATIEieAuIU (Meta-analysis)

msanwseluadsil lvhnsinsizsfeiuu (Meta-analysis) titednen
NadNSTlFINNTAATIZEInANg NPT (Direct evidence) va3a11Adusazatiy Lagi
nafinsiassiiinanunUssufisusazeiumenatiunadnsildnnnisinszie Ay
13878 (Network meta-analysis) Fevzargliidiufauwiliundefianiswasmadns 91nnnns
WpsegessUwuuindulilunumaieiumsely

5. NMSNAGUAINABAAABY (Consistency)

Tun1simsgreiuIuAIauny (Network meta-analysis) fioadinisnagey
AnwaonAdesiuresieya (Consistency) tielimsuldinavanunsanannudngiu
¥"9039(Direct evidence) AUNANFIUN1P0Y (Indirect evidence) U1 Az zvinasmiule
el lInen1sALIUMIAT Inconsistency factor (IF) lnalda@iif Restricted maximum
likelihood (REML) i@ Inconsistency test suaanssesusaea P-value wnan P-
value > 0.05 Wanad1 dAuaenndedvedtaya FeruSsanusasaukan e e
NANFIUNM34 (Direct evidence) AUNANFIUNIIBDH (Indirect evidence) Tun1sefsnu
LATDUE

6. MsUsEIINEARAINNNTANUN (Publication bias)

TumsieszvieAnIuAIead1y (Network meta-analysis) ladin1suseidiuon
9nmsaiu (Publication bias) WilensavgeuiranisinwuunEntuuans1sanna
nsfnweuelvgriels nsfnwniFadenldnisata Funnel plot Tnsnsreqaliiunu X
Ao Standard error of effect size Wazwnu Y Ae Effect size centred at comparison-

[y

specific pool effect lngdivdnnisae MuITenTduIugthetsunindouinadnsyoinig

[y

naaosiuiudidosndt fifunadnsvssmiafefifoundnisasnszaresouunudiinats
Wi fu ARan1TIAsIz9 Meta-analysis Hulsifienfinnnn1siifut (Publication bias) N3
n3zeYRIganns o iidnuaslugunsie (funnel) FeanmnnsfuuuuAunans uivn
auATetul publication bias ﬁ%l:u'Lﬁ@ﬁ;ﬂﬁaNMWM'ﬁuuLLﬂuﬂa']qé’qﬂa"n
7. MSNAFBUVUIAVBENENE (Test effect size)
1. MIATIZINan (Main analysis)

now 1 nadnsvesnisldeiietestu nadwsndn (primary outcomes)
LATHAANSTO (secondary outcomes) Tt nadwingn e successful of
prevention g ﬁi’m'sumsﬂé’uLﬂuéz}"}']Lﬁaammwﬂﬂaui’uamﬁwamaqmaﬁﬂm dIUNAGNS

999 VUNUDY NAMIUANNUABANYYDILIPIULTDTT MUN1SANYIN KU18D9 intolerance %138
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nsnulile Feusenoume wmmsallafislseasd (Adverse events; AEs) #3990 ks

UseasA (Adverse drug reaction; ADRs), N508Uf131nA5ANYT Fednidunadnssosues
= X A - o A a a . Yo v &

nsAnwl ngazienenliniuuasndy Weiln15iAa intolerance 31NNSWASULIATWLTD

s (Y v 6

31 llANAINNEAIUANVTENGUUTUWEY LHUBINUBYaYBIHATNENANLAZHAT NG T
A Y v = o e A v & 1 aada Y o
Ananaluneay Wunadnsiuuane (Binary outcome) Matuaanaiaenty As A
\@9EUINS (Relative risk) 57UAUAIANLLYRIUS DAY 95 (95% Confidence interval)

MOU 2 NAANGVBINITINBIAIBYIEIMTUSAY NadWSUan (primary
outcomes) LagNaanssas (secondary outcomes) Tuitl nadwsnan M8 snsINITSAW
Men19AaTn (Clinical cure rate) Insusediuidume (Cure) wazlivne (Uncure) @
UseAnSnavesenidunadnsses mneis ons1n1sSnwmevete (Mycological cure rate)
TogUseiiudumie (Cure) wazlivie (Uncure) waziamiuauUasnfevaseaiuiins) Tu

= 1 = = My = v | e I3
N5ANwl nuneds intolerance wse Msnulalld Fessenausie mensallifiaUszasd
(Adverse events; AEs) W3ea1n1slifiauseasA (Adverse drug reaction; ADRs), N1500U#°
1NN15ANYT Bedadunadnssesvainisaneil lneazdanetiiamnudasasie wWadnisiia
intolerance 91NNN5kASUBIFMULTDT laikansnsannguAluAuMsanguLUssuieU Wesain
[ v 6 (% v 6 a I v % I v 6 .
ToyaraIHaaNEaNLarNaaNsTes Mnanlutedy Wunadwshuuaame (Binary
outcome) AIUUANEDNATILADNLY AB ANULAIEUINS (Relative risk) SAIUAUAIAINULY DI
Saway 95 (95% Confidence interval)
2. MFIATIENNGULDE (Subgroup analysis)
a I'd 1 I P o A a | I a ¢ @ aa =
nMyinseingudesiioanladedu o Novdwaneliasien Wulinis
ietreLiiumugndadlutunIaTendeya FansAnuluasellanumsinsziny
ANuEYRINGUERY Al
1. nqugapaunssnwwuudaaiu laun Primary prevention wag
Secondary prevention
2. naugagmunsldvuineuazlildavunne
lpgadflunsliesgiveingudes [uadfudeatun1siasisiuuuns
NAY Ae NadnSVAN HaTnsTearAuUaeasiy Tdaudssduing (Relative risk) sy

95% Confidence interval
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3. MyAs1EsinUla (Sensitivity analysis)
mMazrnlivesnsAnedl liednanuideAnuindinanisuseidu
ANUFLIINARRY lUTEAUAMEIgIRaN tnevinsineaniiaza1uide (one-study
remove approach) LaI518UAIAINLANFNNDULAZUSIANIUITBAING1IBNAIY Mean
difference (MD) 571U 95% Confidence interval Wy p-value of effect size a7
a a e & ! | Al ya a | a ¢
NITUINANITIATIERINATII AAuUanaTladinalldsuliegnsls mnranisiasei

ao aa =

wuhnsianldenfianuasdsseen linan1siesesilunmsiulisundasiuagied

v o W a

HodAyneaia azvin1sAnnuidedinaneenly

3.3.5.2 n1991891UKa (Interpretation of results)
nseneluadeiiinissnenunadidl
aou 1 nadnsvesnsldeniiotasiu nadwsndn (primary outcomes) uaw

NadWS509 (secondary outcomes) Tufiii nadnsudn sunefis successful of prevention
WY aﬁ’wmumiﬂé’uLﬂuez?wLﬁaﬁmmuiﬂaui’uqmﬁwmmmsﬁﬂm AUNAANGTDI M8
nasumLUaenfEvesediudes lumsanwil e intolerance wae nsmilally 3
Usznausie wmnisallaifiausyasd (Adverse events; AEs) viseainslafisussasd (Adverse
drug reaction; ADRs), m3nausianmsane deindunadnssewensinui lnsesde
Teniifianutasasty fefin1nAa intolerance Mnnsldsueduden luunnsanngs

s (% v 6

= ] = = ~ 9 Y] a Yy v I3
AuANYTeNguSEULTIgY esntoyavemasnsaniasnaansses Nnanlutiedu 1u
[ 6 . . 5 U QQ‘NI I v A r-:l' U U s .
NAAWSWUUABINY (Binary outcome) AstuA@daildonly Ao AuLEusduims (Relative
risk) SAuAUAIAINULTRNUSBEaY 95 (95% Confidence interval)

AOU 2 NAANSVBINITINBIAIBYIAIMTUSAY WadWSHAN (primary outcomes)
LaTHAANSI0e (secondary outcomes) Tuill NAANEUAN YT ORTINITSAVINIENS
Aadin (Clinical cure rate) TngUszaiiuidume (Cure) wazliivne (Uncure) druuseansua

P v 6 = (% [ dgl) .

V03U UNAaNETY BUNEh 8rsINISSnEIeveie (Mycological cure rate) lag
Uszidliudume (Cure) uaglie (Uncure) waznaniumnuUasnsievesendiuiiest Tu

= & = o MYy = v | =2 I3
n13fnw1ll nuneds intolerance wse nMsvulalld Fssenausie mgnisallifiaUszasd
(Adverse events; AEs) #3ea1n15lifieUseasA (Adverse drug reaction; ADRs), N1500U#1
nnMsany edadunadnssesweinsinuil Tngazieineniiianulasnss weinsiia
intolerance 31NNN5MATUEPNUYDT LlwansinannguAIUANVTENAUUSBUTIEU LWRsan

Toyavemadnsnanuarnainsses inanluteiu Wunadwsiuvasani (Binary



41

=

outcome) AIUUANEDNATMILADNLY AB ANULESIEUINS (Relative risk) SAIUAUAIAINULY DI

Saway 95 (95% Confidence interval)

[

LLEJﬂi']EJﬁ%L'Ea)‘EJWU@QﬂqiiqﬂﬂquwﬁﬁqﬂﬂqiamﬁqSﬁlé‘ljﬂ\‘iﬁ
1. MyIATIERANIU (Meta-analysis)
Id a ¢ v 6 (%] .
1.1 Forest plot LJUMSIATIENAINTIINVENFIUNI9ATA (Direct

evidence) ¥0$13BUsazaTU LanmalusuuuuvensnmsiUSeufie v iugeT luus

v
! v v 6

AYA MINAANSVAN WAANTIDI S18UMILAIANULELIAUNNS (Relative risk) S7uU 95%

Y

Confidence interval
2. MTATIERALUATEIY (Network meta-analysis)
2.1 Network map tiiasandliiufesguuuumsiUseuiiisunainndngu

1934 (Direct) NNUATousazatuuegtuluAievgvese1fudosvidnmie 4 wWiold

Heudlalassainvemangunilaingdeiy

2.2 Interval plot 4a¥ League table WanNaN1TIATIRVLUUVBINTNUAL
1579 1ua1au eeludiuves Interval plot {Idlmiauensmuaninsiuieuiiey
53111971890 (Placebo) AUEIFULTRTIUUARIY 9 Wag League table Wamninig

= a v & A | [ = a 1Y) |
LU ULNYUNAUDI IR ULYBINIYUARN 4 I‘ULL(ﬂag@Iﬂ‘EJLLﬁ@QNaﬂ’]iL‘Uiﬂ‘ULWEJ‘UEJ']V]']I’J‘V!ﬂﬂ KIN

Y

HaglvigeuansalUananSUTEUEUN MUl B UANIERTIGREY LgnaansT
wamsly Interval plot wag League table Wunadwsifeniu fe Mnadnswan wadwsses

2.3 SUCRA (Surface under the cumulative ranking curve) LanINan1s

Ansziluguveansniiunu X unudmewesidudvedlonialunisdueiiafian (Cumulative

q

Probability) WazAll Y wnudeteeusdiu (Rank of Best-Worst) 1agnadwsuaig1nansa

v 6

NNUALANTIMNZe FawansdanisiiiUesidiud Cumulative Probability a9 wasmisduiusiv

pbest (Probability of being best) Favsuanialesiiudveslomalunisiduefifiusyd@nsna
nnan

q

2.4 Rankograms WARINANITIATIEAIUFUTDINTINILAY X Wnumigdiy

[
1 =1

voeUs¥ansHa (Rank) W Y wnusie Probability  aensiudananilidunisindiduming

o w

1 I 1 v & U A [ aa a a aa [ o w
Unagilunemuesdilanilenialunisiluenidussandnanngaduaiduusn wazainu

q

FRUNAWINUAFUYDIINYIMUANYNIINNTIATIEYUTE UL TneNanTiATEives

Rankograms A35HALANNUSIURANIAEIAUNANITILATIZAIN SUCRA Wag pbest
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2.5 Cluster Rank LLammamﬁLm’]w’iugﬂﬂiww%wﬂaué’wﬂszam%maLLaz
Auvaonielilunsmivieniu Taswnu X wumeUss@viang Wy Y uiueagniny
Uaanevesen silvanunsodnngy interventions Iidu 4 ngu duA nguauUasnsie
UsgAnSuas ngueuaensiogs Uszdvsnas nguanaaondogs Ussdvinage naw
AUasndn Uszaninag

2.6 Grading of Recommendations, Assessment, Development and
Evaluation (GRADE) 1lw3snsusziliunauninvesmangiu Useidiu 5 du laundediinves
n3Anw1 (Study limitation) avuliadeafsiuvemangunmsasenineelseuiisy
(Indirectness) ANullaRAAADIIUTENINNENFIUNIATIALNANGIUNIDOU
(Inconsistency) Awliusiugh Semnudeiiufinia (imprecision) wazeaRa1nnis
Fifut (Publication bias) FsmsUssidiumant iludsiimsmisfuneufiasineinanis
aszedunuezerieluldlunnanddn

dunaduaulaonds Jeyanadndifuuuansma Binary outcome) iy 1z
uanalugUMTIUansToBAzYaINSIAR LazANuIAssdLES (Relative risk) $auifusn
anandesiufesas 95 (95% Confidence interval)

NMSANIUATINANTII8UNE Network meta-analysis AM0LWINIIUDY PRISMA

NMA (Reporting A Systematic Review Involving a Network Meta-analysis) Fap5097 12

AT 12 LAAIFIDE19NITIIIIIUNANITNUYILITTUNITUREI AT UTZUURAZ NS IATIZD N

WLATaYY (Network meta-analysis) luguuu PRISMA (29)

U8 a1nu nvazden
TITLE
Title 1 ﬁﬂiﬂaﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁgémi ety systematic review
721U Network meta-analysis
ABSTRACT
Structured 2 flundndofitiuuunnuy Usznouse

summary Background; InQUseaeAv09n15AN®
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a3

sneaLden

Methods; WidavesgIudaya tnasin1sAnionauide,
W ' ) Ay Y a o a s

naumee1e funsnuaaity afanlylunsiwse

Results; S1umsAnwuaznguiede aguusyanung

AIUANPINULTDIU

Discussion/Conclusions; 98311 aiqilmamsﬁﬂm

NANTENUINNKANITANYINAUNU

Other; 371U systematic review registration

INTRODUCTION

Rationale

UITYIULAR HA MUATINUNIUY iiﬂmiiﬂﬂug‘ﬂ bUU network

meta-analysis

Objectives

seylgymidesnisneusgedniau IaeUsuiiiugvse
nssnwwiale luussansngule wWeuivesls lnedana

Anavdenuula saen1sneasakuula (PICOS)

METHODS

Protocol and

registration

' v = a v . & !
55UANNSWEULNUNITIY (review protocol) nsakl
warazaIuIsaruLnenulausaluanuadle vsale

amzloublinlansausvazidennasiaunsiley

Eligibility criteria

sTUnTinIsAnEeNUITeIiENsTUINNINUNIY
155040551 (LU PICOS, isaznmmiammmrﬁﬂw) hay
PNUSNYULWINY (WY VAYInIsAnwr A1wInNg

aa 6.
AWUN)

Information

asunguvatINIveayanduAuNIvLe (W Tdgudeya

ANSANND

sources

gounutoyalaenaNgYiNITIde) wieuviaiuganiei

Tavinnsaunu




M131991 12 (s19)

aq

VN! a6 51981980
Search 8 thiaueeazideavesismsiliduduaingudeyaoeis
founilgm suimsivuadesfelunsiudy
Study selection 9 TiswaziBun sudeudsdndenmuisfiowumnunuy
1950UNTIN (WU LNEUTIARLEDNIUITEIIN-8NNSANEN)
Data collection 10 | usseeisiudeyaainissanssy (W nslduuunesy
process maivteyarilaedideanaulaedudasedeiuniol)
wazdunaumsdudutoyaviofusudeyaningidoves
189UlAYAT
Data items 11 | WeazBoavesiuusiiu (gu PICOS, waaiunu)
Geometry of the S1 a%mﬁ%ﬁlﬂumitﬁusﬁauuaL‘ﬁ'aa%ﬁa Geometry of the
network network meldnsAnwnazenfiiistu sausesune
manguAseThinay
Risk of bias within 12 a3uneSUsfiumnudssanenilusday ey (59ud
individual studies Usziiuinmsussdfiuiieseny wie emngsiionan
nadevesusarmsnnasy) warldldnanisussduilluns
ﬁ\‘lLﬂi’lzﬁsﬁa%aLﬁ@ﬂ’]iVlUVl’JU’JiiilmiiﬂJaSJ'NVLi
Summary measures | 13 ﬁzqﬁ%‘iumii’ﬂmamaﬁaga (1u risk ratio, difference in
means)
Planned methods | 14 B3UNYTBNTIANNTUBYALAENITTINNAANTVBINTANY)
of analysis Y9 network meta-analysis iauﬁgﬂ
Handling of multi-arm trials;
Selection of variance structure;
Selection of prior distributions in Bayesian analyses;
e Assessment of model fit.
Assessment of S2 oSueiEmsmeadafildlunsussiiuniseensundngu

Inconsistency

ANV UNIINTIaLN190 00 luNSAN Y aSuneds
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a5

sneaLden

Y

Aanunengrnlunisuiluanuligenndesiueeuiden

NU

Risk of bias across

studies

15

spUItUssiuaNuFaziinendtunissiudeya (Wu
2ARANNAMUANDLILUNISATUN kaE BARAINNNSHEBN

FIYUNG)

Additional analyses

16

oSl lumsenwiiindy nsdililfszylinou
N LY

Sensitivity or subgroup analyses

Meta-regression analyses

Alternative formulations of the treatment network

ey Use of alternative prior distributions for Bayesian

IS o Ya & Y
analyses (Mninsdanldinsevideya)

RESULTS

Study selection

17

A ¢

FEYTMNIUITENR NN IAREDNUANYY 59U
Wnswalunisdnddelineteseanty lnsuanslusy

laoznsy

Presentation of

network structure

S3

NFESNNTINLARILATOT8(the geometry of network)
294n15AN AT I e AU TaTIUNANTILATIZY

leeg199Lau

Summary of

network geometry

sS4

AIUAASALAUA N TINAEITUAN BULYBINANTIATIZIN
WUULATBY1E (the geometry of network) $IU11INTS
WARIINUIUAINYNYNTBIFULUUNSANY I IVINATNIUNN
AT UAPIFULUUNITNAGRY MITFIUNINUDT

! [ % b} ) « 14 A 1
wanseiulagMsiUsguiguluuglulasiasiuasedng

LAY DARNDINATUTIALNOUIINLATIAS19ATDUNE
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a6

VN! a6 51981980

Study 18 [ uausdeyaiildainnsatrueusiaz iy (Bu v

characteristics Y0IMsANY1 PICOS SugiaaInIsfnnuitae) niouia
T84

Risk of bias within | 19 aSunsransUszduanudssaneniluusiaznisdine

studies

Results of 20 oS UnENAdNSTRIUAAY LTy Tana uavnalde Tne

individual studies auanaansINNsIasudunInuasluwsazngy
SfuraesrAndesiy

Synthesis of results | 21 tiduanan1sIseves meta-analysis S3UT19990091
anuderiu uazanudriuldvesuiteiinuingz
U

Exploration for S5 oSUnenaeInMsnTIdeunullaenndosiu saumins

inconsistency Wisuiflsunanugenadeuaylidennasiiuvedlung
WaziNISUARIAT P @BRTINAY

Risk of bias across 22 wanNan1TUszliuAEsaINend 91nALa Sl

studies Tudnw

Results of 23 MILARINEaNS VI TIATIE R RLRImAY e (1w

additional analyses sensitivity 1138 subgroup analyses, meta-regression
analyses, alternative network geometries studied,
alternative choice of prior distributions for Bayesian
analyses Lardu )

DISCUSSION

Summary of 20| asunanismumunssansaululssdudlasel iy

evidence “mqﬂszmﬁwé’ﬂimﬁgwmLﬁqsuaqmuiﬁ’aﬁlﬁmmnum

FadeluyutasiUd lENa U TNUNIUITIUNTTY (19U

4 ¥ o Y ¥ o
wimdlinisauasnu gue ginvuauleuns)
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el a1nu nwazden

Limitations 25 AUt 0% AVEINITNUMIUITIUNTIN (WU AINLLEBS
fazinend) wazdosianiunadavesnisiey Wy L
anusan Uit lerEensAunusaily
1897U)

Conclusions 26 ayuran1sfing mmﬁ’jﬂﬁmmmﬁmmmamyLLaz
wwamsiinasinsineivesslulueuinn

FUNDING

Funding 27 Usstneuvasiuuitatiuayunssdunsuy

1350uN5310E1 0 TUSTUU Lag nsaluayuluudy (W

m3telilaundstoya) unumveslivu
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uni 4

NAN15IY

nuIdeidunismsiesgiaiuuasetns (Network meta-analysis) 31914398
‘Lug‘dLLUUﬁﬁﬂmjuLLazmsmUﬂu (Randomized Controlled Trial, RCT) tAgnfiunsdnu
UsyAvBrauazanuUaondevesnisliouiletdesiunas fnvidesuaudniludesunuas
rrovastheienled laglififesfinduny wastasanivhmsfin dauideiiafu
uazlallFiu Tneduduangudeyaiifienuindedie ielvimsuisszavEnauazany
vasadsvesnslieitetestunarsnvidoruauinludesuinuasdineasitasiorle?
wazannsndadduiedudendlaiifiussaniuauasmnulaonfouniign 3 sidunn
Tneutsnafnweanidu 4 vidadsl

4.1 HANNSTAUALLAZARLEBNIITY

4.2 M5UsTEUAMANLINY

4.3 SnwaihlUvesnide

4.4 HaNTIATIEILaTduATIERUeY

4.4.1 wansldoniietioatumsdindesuauinilutesnuazaae

4.4.2 NaNISITELNDSNYINISAAIBITILAURA I UTDIUINKALANAD

4.1 NANISHUAULAZNISAALABNITUIY

INMIFUVAUNTSANY IngFuAuaIng udeya 10 31 bawA MEDLINE, Excerpta
Medica Database (EMBASE), The Cochrane Controlled Trials Register (CENTRAL),
ClinicalTrials.gov, ProQuest, World Health Organization (WHO), Web of Sciences,
Scopus, ADs journal kagvinn1sduAuaInguteyavesUsemalne lawn Thai Library
Integrated System (Thai LIS) wuNASRAeesivLn 516 91U ¥nsAnEenuised
drdipunandiuin 134 v Wevsuiiufedowuarundade fnuidefigndnesndiuau 303
1y widesAdedau 79 vy devsuliunnaidvatuiiy fnuiigndnoenduau 27
U mdenAdefiunusinisdadn-dneeniinily uazgninluatndeyauarysudu
AN $1uu 58 91 wiadunuAdeiRedunsdestu 15 sudelsnugiae
A 3,507 AU UATEAEITUMSSIY 37 91 %qﬁﬁ‘i’lmuﬁﬂaaﬁg@éju 6,019 AU ASLLEAY
Tunmil 12
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Tngandduadnlnagndneenilesanidlinisfinwniimsdunasnisaivay
(Randomized Controlled Trial, RCT) wioilunuiddenanuludirelsadu sauvaduaud
Lldvinisfnwnadwdiulszdvsranaranulasnvesefuios [Wudu

4.2 NM3UTLIUAMAINGIUIY

nsUssidiugun e ideigndndnanluntsinunael ssidulnelduuurlesy
Usziiunaunweudds (Quality assessment form) SsWannanaininasivszifiuainandes
91N8ARYDY The RoB 2.0 tool kuv Individually randomized, Parallel group trials R
msAnwtavan 52 e wiadumadeieatumstestu 15 e wanisUsaduiidadu
auiidinainngs (Low risk of bias) i 3 91 (Fewag 20.00) nuAdeiidmudeasds (Some
concern risk of bias) §1auNNE 12 11y (ewas 80.00) Fsammaiulugjinainnisiiend
Tunszuaunisdu fisvynisunTadeyanisguauniigidniumsnmazgnuienguviolssu
funsnuedlitaay wazlinunuideniaunime (High risk of bias) dniuauide
Rendumssam 37 e wdadunisinwiludestin 21 e wansUssliuidmduaui
AN (Low risk of bias) 11 6 91 (Feway 28.57) snAdefidamudeasds (Some
concern risk of bias) #1auINnda 7 91y (Fewar 33.33) snATeATAMA WA (High risk of
bias) i1 8 91 (Foway 38.10) Teawmmdnilvgiunainnisiloadlunszurunsdy fszynns
UnUndayanisduauningidisiunisanmazgnuiuenguvsslasudunsnuedlidanu waz
oARluNMSIanadns muifsrtumsinuiludned 13 vy sansUssiufisadusdil
AN (Low risk of bias) i 10 91 (Fevaz 76.92) snidefidmudeasds (Some
concern risk of bias) #1uauanda 2 91y (Fevay 15.38) snAdedannme (High risk of
bias) 1 1 91w Gevaz 7.70) Feawnmdrnlngnannsiieadlunszuaunsdy Aszyns
Unindegansduaunididrsiunsfinmazgnudnguselssusnunsnussidaou aud
Aefumssnuiludesinuazainedl 3 i wamsUssdiufisadunuiigunings (Low
risk of bias) i1 2 91 (Fovay 66.67) ATeRTAAAMEN (High risk of bias) 1 911 ($os
A 7.70) warlinunuddeidmudeasds (Some concern risk of bias) Fsawnaiuluajn
Mnnsilendlunszuiunsdy fisvymsunlindeyanisduauninfidrsiunisnumazgn
wsnguviseldsusunsnuadlitaau erfidesanarundsauuresnslidmaass uazend
Nndoyanadndfinmmely MeazBeansUssiiuannmvsssiazuidouandlily

AMANUIN N



Identification

Screening

Eligibility

Included

51

516 records identified through database searching in September

2019 - Pubmed 92 - Web of science 26 - ThaiLIS 0

- AlDs journal 4 - Embase 38

- ClinicalTrial.gov 21-

ProQuest 263 - CENTRAL 29 - WHO 0 - Scopus 43

4

134 duplicate records removed

382 records screened by title and

303 records excluded

- duplicate 1 - irrelevant studies 276
- non-inclusion 3

- not relevant outcome 2

- non-RCT 10 - reviews 11

79 full-text articles assessed for eligibility

27 excluded on full-text articles
assessing

- non-inclusion 9 - non-RCT 5
- not relevant outcome 6

- not evaluate intervention of
interest 2 - no comparator 1
- Unavailable full text 3

- review with combine study 1

37 studies included in treatment

study (6,019 participants)

ANT 12 WAPINANISAUAULAZNISAALADNIIUIVEY
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4.3 anwauzN2lUvaI9UIY

WIS LN U89 UNSAABILALAN ML BIUINLALANAD
NnaAdengItunslesiu 15 U AgnAndendiuinunusininun

NudTeviuasdunslugaet a.a. 1990 Wuduun gusuuanisedulygiluwuuinie 2

=

iu A UnUaviagiewazdusediu 10 v (Foeaz 66.67) Mwide 5 1u (Seway 33.33) 1Ju
wuuldfinsunUansgthenasusediu nquitegesiuniedu 3,597 918 nuddeiey
amuafnwnavesewiemsiaweslutesiin luddle toaled (14 91w) Tngn1sfinw
Uszanudegay 50 Anwinavesenanisiindesiluaine (8 v1u) naansnusyiliuluunay
nsAnwiinurainratewudu nadnslunsiiensmudesidesiuasausn (primary
prevention) 3 91U wagnsenmuiiasteaiunisnaudugn (secondary prevention) 13
U saleg A o v & 8 | g v .
nu Ingnaawsnanwdlnadnuunisnauilugiluaneilden (successful of prevention),
° o @ B A a 1Y) v = | =2
uaunsnduiliug (relapse rate) WaRnnuluauiugainevanis@ne, wisnisadliig
Uszaan (Adverse events; AEs) #5881n15kifaUseasm (Adverse drug reaction; ADRs) W@
N500UMAINNTSANYT T1eazBenuandlunsesUkuuTemHunuginsAniden Tu
AAHUIN U
INMITIVTINTOLATDIAALIIUITE NUINGUMBe 19l sening 18-70 T
druanndumaney 2,256 579 (Fasaz 62.72) 1 11 99U As189us1uIu CD4 F9iian CD4
| ~ a Yo P Y] = =
5¥MI9 0 - 299 celVML 1 8 9w Nswaunisiasverdulisasiu laedl 3 91u s1e9udu
g1 zidovudine 394 518 (Fpwag 23.19) Waznauau 9 1,305 518 (Seeag 76.81) 18 U 7
189U NTEYERANT RN Td@uInaEl Ry > 24 dUa Aedudesar 75 Va9
N3ANWINTT189TY
NIV mMUATFURUUNMSANYILUUATUNY (Parallel trails) lagdinsuuangy
- a \ ° | I3 e =~ a ' P &
Wiguiiguen 2 ngu 913U 13 911 druinnidunuifneideuiisussniiee e
fiugaen (Placebo) 91uau 8 911 wenuwdusAdenvinnmsiuieuiieue 3 ngu 91uu
2 91U LAMSNYILTBINGUFIDE AL TAUNINUYIVBNNATETNIWNIINTARLG DN TY
AAKWIN U
dwsunuidengnihinaindeyanagiianeiefunuaiaing (Network meta-

analysis) venaansuanauduIunsnaulugilugaeilden (successful of prevention)

NNWITEIINI 14 910 Tunquiiegna 3,467 518 HaaNSIBIRIUANUABAAEYDIEIRY
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931 ATIEINAINWITEIINIU 13 91U Tunguiiegng 3,093 578 LandnueueIngy

awv a1 &

AR08 9HALNTAIMVTNUYIVBINWITe M IN eI IARE N TuAANLIN ¥
dmsunisfnunluasalalinnsdanquuasinuamgennuefiutiosusas yin
ialdlunsiwsendeya wandlunisne 13

6

M1599 13 UARINTTIRNGULAE MVUAAIEOUNUEIR LT DT ILAar s lnlun1 TR e

prophylaxis
Primary oral candidiasis
ltra200 WU Itraconazole 200 mg oral
NystatinS kU Nystatin 200,000 U/pastille oral
NystatinD U Nystatin 200,000 U/pastille oral Wuwwe 2 pastilles
Placebo WU Placebo

Primary esophageal candidiasis

ltraconazole200 U Itraconazole 200 mg oral

Placebo WU Placebo

Secondary oral candidiasis

Fluconazolew WU Fluconazole 200 mg/3 times a week oral,
Fluconazole 400 mg/week oral,
Fluconazole 150 mg/week oral,

Fluconazole 2(100) mg/week oral,

Untreated wnu Fluconazole Wiamzidlefionnis
Day 1; 400mg/day Day 2-7; 200mg/day %30
Day 1; 200mg/day Day 2-7; 100mg/day

Fluconazole LU Fluconazole 200 mg/day oral,
Fluconazole 50 mg/day oral,

Fluconazole 100 mg/day oral,

NystatinS kU Nystatin 200,000 U/pastille oral

NystatinD kU Nystatin 200,000 U/pastille oral Wuaun 2 pastilles
Clotri b Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 times a day oral
ltraconazole U Itraconazole 200 me/day oral

Placebo WU Placebo
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Secondary esophageal candidiasis

Fluconazolew LU Fluconazole 200 mg/3 times a week oral,
Fluconazole 400 mg/week oral,

Fluconazole 2(100) mg/week oral,

Untreated uwnu Fluconazole amzilofionnis
Day 1; 400mg/day Day 2-7; 200mg/day %30
No antifungal therapy

Fluconazole kU Fluconazole 200 mg/day oral

Clotri WU Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 times a day oral
ltraconazole WU Itraconazole 200 mg/day oral

Placebo b Placebo

uAtensliofiosnunmsfindesuaualuresinuadine
NnNAdBReIRuNsIIT 37 e Aigndndenidumannasiiiivun
aATeromaduiiunslugied e 1988 s sUnvurAdeduwuuunta 2 dnu
#io UnDarteftheuasiiussdiu 23 s (Govay 62.16) Ao 14 91 (Goway 37.84) 1y
LLUUiﬁﬁmiUﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂ%&mzt}:\ljﬂi&ﬁu finguenegnermiisdu 6,019 T8

NMAENANwIHaveterenIsinwINsAng e lwtesn Tuithe tevled 24

U HAANSNANNANYTDNTINITTNWIMENIIAATN (Clinical cure rate) WAAWSIDI LALA

[

<

SMIINITNB MBI (Mycological cure rate) Smsmsnduiius (Relapse rate) tag
nasuAuUaenfevesedudies lunsAnwil muneds intolerance wie nsvulally &
Usenaume winnsalliifiaUseasn (Adverse events; AEs) Wsaa1n1slifieUseasd (Adverse
drug reaction; ADRs), M3neusinnmsin eazdeauanslumsisguiuuaniddedi
nain1sAnLaen luaARuIn @ INNTTIUTINTBYAvRIUAaEUITY nuIngudilegell
91959 16-68 U drusnniliumanne 2,256 919 (Fevay 62.72) 1 11 91U Ay
$1uIn CD4 FafiAn CDA 5831313 0 - 879 celVML 1 20 911 Aisrsautisszaziainisivien

Fedrunnazlieuiu 1 - 2 a1t AnduSeay 83.33 va9n15ANYINNTIEU
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a v

MAENANwIHavete e sinwINsAnweTluaAe Tuddle wiled 16 vu

nadnEnanARNwIISnTINMIFYIEMNIRaATn (Clinical cure rate) nadwssos Lo §ne
Ms¥nvIMeTede (Mycological cure rate) Sasnsnaudiue (Relapse rate) 9n31N15
Snwmesiensdendas (Enodoscopic cure) wazNadunasnfveseriiudes lu
ms@nwil vanefa intolerance wi3e mavulalld Fsusznoude wmmsallaifisusvase
(Adverse events; AEs) #iea1n15lifieUseasA (Adverse drug reaction; ADRs), N1500U#
nMsAnw MeazBeauandlumsssuluunddeiiunusinadaidon luamanuan a
NNITIUTUToYATOMABTIWITE NuInguiegslienssznin 13 - 73 U (Juweve
1,490 570 (3ovag 53.66) i1 9 91 891U wIU CDA Fsdldr CDA 52wdna 0 - 952
cel/UL 1 11 9 fimenugassseziannistiendus 1 - 3 §Uani dadufesas 68.75
6 1 fenuTsrsznaNsIiedaud 3 dUawituly Andudosay 37.5 vaansfinunil
1578910

ATeRmaiizULuuMsAnYILUUAILIY (Parallel trails) Tnsfimsudangy
Wisuifeuen 2 nau $1uau 34 e dusnndunuiidnuiieudsussrineeduden 2
nagy wontuduamAdeivihnmsiisudioun 3 ngu $1uau 3 9w

dnfunsinuiluasaildfinmsdanduuasimuamsounueniuidonusassin

weldlunsiinsigsideya treatment wanslunnsnen 14

MINT 14 wanensIanauLazivuaAgawnugIiUe T ILa sialun1TIAT I8

treatment

Oral candidiasis treatment

fluco kY Fluconazole 200 mg oral suspension (40mg/ml) on day 1
followed by 100mg/day for 13 days,

Fluconazole 200 mg 2 tablets (100 mg)

on day 1 and 1 tablet (100 mg) daily for the remaining 13 days,
Fluconazole 50 mg/day oral,

Fluconazole 100 mg/day oral,

WU Fluconazole 150 mg single dose oral,

Fluconazole 5 tablets of 150 mg single dose oral

itra N Itraconazole 200 meg/day oral,

[traconazole oral solution 100 mg/10 mL 20 ml once daily,

ltraconazole oral solution 100 mg/10 mL 10 ml twice daily
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Oral candidiasis treatment

keto LU ketoconazole 200 mg/day oral,
ketoconazole 200 mg twice a day oral

clotritro kU Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 times a day oral

nys b1 Nystatin 200000 U four times daily
Nystatin 5 mL (500,000 U) four times daily

gV U Gential violet 0.5% solution 1.5 ml bid,
Gential violet 0.5% solution apply 3 times daily,
Gential violet 0.00165% 5ml swish and gargle 2 min and
expectorate twice daily

mico WU Miconazole 50 mg buccal once daily,
Miconazole 10 mg buccal once daily

pos N Pozaconazole 200 mg oral suspension (40mg/ml) on day 1,
followed by 100 mg/day for 13 days.

nonpharm Ny Laser group (LG), APDT group (aPDTG), Lemon grass and
Lemon juice

flusD U Fluconazole 150 mg single dose oral,
Fluconazole 5 tablets of 150 mg single dose oral

lemong WU Lemon grass 12.5 ml dried in 500 ml boiling water. Drink 125
ml first day and thereafter 250 ml twice daily

lemonj LU Lemon juice 20 ml diluted with 10 ml water; 2-3 drops
3 times daily

Esophageal candidiasis treatmnet
ampho W Amphotericin B 0.5 me/kg/day IV daily

anidulafungin

kU Anidulafungin 100 mg IV loading dose on day 1, followed by
50 mg once daily

caspo kU Caspofungin 35 mg IV daily,
Caspofungin 50 mg IV daily,
Caspofungin 70 mg IV daily

flu kU Fluconazole 3 mg/kg/daily,

Fluconazole 100 mg once daily oral,

Fluconazole 100 mg twice daily oral,




57

M15197 14 (o)

Oral candidiasis treatment

Fluconazole 200 mg IV daily,
Fluconazole 200 mg IV loading dose on day 1, followed by 100
mg IV once daily

Fluconazole D1;200 mg D2-7;100 mg once daily

flucyt WU Flucytosine 100 mg/ke/daily

itra U Itraconazole 100 mg twice daily oral,

[traconazole 10mg/ml D1;20 ml D2-7;solution 10 ml once daily

itraflucyt U Itraconazole 3 mg/kg/daily + Flucytosine 100 me/kg/daily
keto WU ketoconazole 200 mg/day oral
mica 11 micafungin 50 mg IV once daily,

micafungin 100 mg IV once daily.

micafungin 150 mg IV once daily

mico WU Miconazole gel 50 mg 4 time a day

nys WU Nystatin 1,000,000 IU/tab g 8 hr,
Nystatin 200000 U 4 times daily

gV LU Gential violet 0.5% solution 1.5 ml bid,

Placebo LU Placebo

4.4 a3Unan1TIATIziLazauATIZidaYa

4.4.1 wansldeiietlostunsindesuauinnludosinuazdne
4.4.1.1 wadW5an Y4 primary prevention
1. UszAvisravosnisldoniiiedostunsinidesuauiailugesiinadusn
(successful of prevention) 1‘1«1;@3&%1@%17‘5&1&Lﬁaﬁmmimdau (primary oral
candidiasis)
MsAnwUsEavsHavensldeiieesfumsindosuauialuteinass
usnlugfthetevlelsiineiionnisunnou (primary oral candidiasis) Usziiiuainduaug

Uszauanudnialunstesiunisfiaesuauiailugosuin (successful of prevention)

(%
1 a1 Y

NeININAGIEN Mg lleiinsinveslutesinudinisligitedesiuasausn
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(Relapse rate) Useiiulaggvinn1sAnu1ide (Investigator) W3aunvéiienyay (Physician)
Fawaans e LA wioliliine1n1s nulnan1sATIEYeRNIY (Meta-analysis) LUSsuliiau

sgwisedudesluusiazd (Pairwise analysis) 3namiAdevianan 3 91w (Uheids
MsANwITeAY 482 518) agﬂlﬁfhmjmﬁ%’m Nystatin 200,000 U, Nystatin 400,000 U, uag
ltraconazole 200 mg ﬁ’i‘]”]u’mﬁﬁﬂizaUﬂ’J’mﬁ’lL%ﬁﬂumiﬂaﬂﬁ'u (successful of prevention)
Lydunnsinganemaan (Placebo) (RR=0.51 95%CL 0.25, 1.06, RR=0.67 95%Cl 0.30, 1.46,

RR=1.30 95%Cl 0.76, 2.23 Way RR=0.84 95%Cl 0.53, 1.35 mua1Au) FnanssIeazLden

.

Tunna 14
Study Risk Events, Events,
D Ratio (95% Cl) Treatment Control
NystatinD - NystatinS
MacPhail et al (1996) ——— 051 (0.25, 1.06) 6/18 13120
Subtotal (-squared = %. p = ) O- 051 (0.25, 1.06) 618 13120
NystatinD - Placebo
MacPhail et al (1998) ———— 067 (0.30, 1.46) 6/18 10120
Subtotal (-squared = %. p = ) <:> 0.67 (0.30, 1.46) 618 10120
NystatinS - Placebo
MacPhail et al (1996) —— 130 (0.75,2.24) 13120 10120
Subtotal (l-squared = %, p =.) <:> 1.30 (0.75, 2.24) 13120 10120
Itra200 - Placebo
Chariyalertsak et al (2002) _ 068 (0.39, 1.19) 15/63 23566
McKinsey et al (1999) [ 1.11 058, 2.14) 171149 15/146
Sublotal (-squared = 19.8%, p = 0.264) <:> 0.84 (0.52, 1.35) 221212 28212
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

T T T
1

1

a ~ = v & a a v d' o a &
AN 13 LLa@ﬂﬂ'ﬁL‘Uiﬂ‘UWlEJUNaaWﬁwaﬂﬂigﬁmﬁNam@\ﬁﬂ'ﬁisﬁfﬂLW@ﬁj@QﬂUﬂqim@lfﬁaiq
LLﬂuaﬂ{Lusﬁlaﬂﬂqﬂﬂ%ﬁLLiﬂLﬁE]LﬁEJUﬁUEJ']Wa@ﬂ (Placebo) IumﬁLﬂi’lzﬁLLUU Pairwise

analysis
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Tngaraununniansnudenlesnadnsuemdngiunienss (Direct
evidence) SeWiNeusarYlin InEINAUTIULNUEUAREYLN LATUUIATVBINNANLAAIDS
Srurufidnsuidevesetu q Genamaziiulddn lraconazole 200 mg S ungy
fegnaniign sesasnie s1maen (Placebo) way Nystatin dhuduilidessesening
anaufivnnefseiidugivisuiisuiu Tnsanuvuvesdudonnansfeiiuuesaide
vosdenUTouiieuiu 4 Sanugmasn (Placebo) gminuniisuifisuiuen ltraconazole
200 mg, Nystatin 200,000 U ag Nystatin 400,000 U, Nystatin 200,000 U 33U

ltraconazole 200 mg @z Nystatin 400,000 U suddiu wanslunini 15

NystatinD

NystatinS Itra200

Placebo

AN 14 kAAIAULTOULEINATNEUDINANFIUNNNTITENTNEI LT (Network map)

nndtefiansailvinssdeduuaietis (Network meta-analysis)
ﬁ‘]’m’mﬁgﬂgu 3 91U (Chariyalertsak et al., 2002 MacPhai et al., 1996 wag McKinsey et al.,
1999) \flennaeumuliiaenadosiuresinds (Inconsistency test) nudilifivdngiuves
arulsiaenndostiu (pvalue =0.401) Feagulddeniddeor 3 sufanuaenadesiunes

1%
£ U =

VoA FMILUTIAUITATIUNANITIATIBAIINMENFIUNNSS (Direct evidence) wasnangu

Y

M"9903 (Indirect evidence) A8N3ALATIERBANIUATRYV L AN UANNAFIUVBINITIATIEN

ANUULATOUNY



60

HANNTIATIZYBANLIATEYE (Network meta-analysis) uandluguuuy
interval plot wuih msUszaumudndamsldeietestunisindesuauialudesun
adausnluftsiodloiflsinedionisindeu (primary oral candidiasis) Tugfiflden
ltraconazole 200 mg, Nystatin 200,000 U, Nystatin 400,000 U wag placebo A0nAADINY
NFIATIRRAUTULUULAL (meta-analysis) fip Wi linalaiwansineiu Asseazdentunin

'
=

n 16

Comparison ES (95%CI) (95%Prl)
1tra200 vs Placeho——+O—+—— 0.85 (0.54,1.33) (0.03,23.78)
NystatinD * 0.70 (0.33,1.50) (0.00,121.47)
NystatinS 4 1.27 (0.72,2.23) (0.02,67.90)
Nystatinb vsitra200 * 0.83 (0.34,2.00) (0.00,311.92)
NystatinS 4 1.50 (0.73,3.09) (0.01,210.54)

NystatinS vs-NystatinD—————————————————— 181 (0.89,3.66) (0.01,228.09)

T T T T
0 0 1 16 299

Heterogeneity variance = .02

AWM 15 WanamsiUSeuiisuguiazalun1Tinsziedunun3eYg (interval plot) veq

primary oral candidiasis

HaMTIATifiednddulseaninaree Tneusuiiu SUCRA (Surface
under the cumulative ranking curve), pbest W8z Rankograms uanalsuInnIslaen
Nystatin 400,000 U flemalunsifuenifussansnalumsiosiunsinideswauinly
Fosunafausnludtioietleiflsineiionnisuinou (primary oral candidiasis) #ifian Lile
ﬁmim'mﬂ%asJazéuaﬂamaslumslﬂumﬁﬁﬂizﬁw%maﬁaﬁqﬂ (% Probability of being
best) \uvdn Andu fevay 62.4 uildnsi SUCRA 79.5 uavildruanuhezdueniia
UsgAvduatiananidudiuil 1.6 drudrdusesasnfos Itraconazole 200 mg uag
Nystatin 200,000 U anuansiu sauandlumisnadl 15 wazamil 17
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M13N 15 uansdayan1sinseiiuseuiiisulseansuaann SUCRA, Probability of being

best wag Mean rank 98381883168 primary oral candidiasis

Probability of

Treatment SUCRA Mean rank
being best (%)
Nystatin 400,000 U 79.5 62.4 1.6
ltraconazole 200 mg 67.1 315 2.0
Placebo 40.5 04.7 2.8
Nystatin 200,000 U 12.9 01.4 3.6
Itra200 NystatinD
A /\ N
O o
1 2 3 4 2 3 4
NystatinS Placebo
-] . ] /\
O o
1 2 3 4 2 3 4
Rank

Graphs by Treatment

Al 16 wansnsdnainuauiazidu (Rankograms) finulszdnsnavesedulliosne

primary oral candidiasis
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nsUseiiiueAfaNn1sAfiun (Publication bias)
lunsmegaveafanmMsiRuiieUseiliuinisfinymanuaisiuslely

a ¢ a & S v A =i a a' | ] = - 19 v
mMlasgvieAnuasiliiiuwildunasdesvulvluiianeionvdmadenanisfinuviela 14
ad v 6 Y v a a v a dy a
78 Funnel plot lumsnaaeunadnsuanluiulseaninanisdesiunisintosuausnily
FasUnasawsniugUaeeylodnliimeiionnisunneu (primary oral candidiasis) lagsl
MSANYIMNUNAATIININLA 3 91U FINANITNAFRUNUNINTEIBWIAY TaenNIAne
namunegnelasunmeuaziinisnsvnefanung Jenvasdlainlinveaiainnsifiun de

seazdunlunIng 18

o - A
7\
/ \
/
/ \\
/ \
/
/ \\
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ \
/ * ° \
/ \
/ \
/ — \
/ o —| \
/ I \
/
/ \\
/ \
/ \
T T T T
-1 -5 0

.5
Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixy-zixy)

o - ®epD-A eB-C eD-B eD-C

A9 17 uaneARINNITANLNAE Funnel plot AMulTzaySNaTeI8Id UL IR

primary oral candidiasis
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2. Useansuavednisideniiatoanun1sindaseauan ludmnensawnsn
(successful of prevention) Tugtheievleindsldinetiainisuineu (primary esophageal
candidiasis)

o
a o Y

WL ATefAnw ez s uRaaNST a2 1w Tneflithedhsumsing
AU 424 518

HANTIATIEVBANTU (Meta-analysis) LUSEUWIEUMANIUN1MST (Direct
evidence) 5¥111981 Itraconazole 200 mg tazeasn (Placebo) PN 2
a1 agUldinguiflden itraconazole 200 mg fUssAvisravesnsldeuietiosiunsinide
iﬂLmuﬁmﬂuﬁmduﬂﬂwLaﬁla‘iﬁé’ﬂﬂLﬂaﬁmmimﬂ'au (primary esophageal candidiasis)
lannen91nemaen (Placebo) (RR=0.77 95%CL 0.29, 2.02) ﬁ’ﬂLLﬁmiwaasﬁaduﬂﬂwﬁ

19

Study Risk Events, Events,

ID Ratio (95% CI) Treatment Control

Itraconazole200 - Placebo

Chariyalertsak etal (2002)

1.05 (0.07, 16.39)/63 1/66
McKinsey et al (1999)

0.73(0.26,2.07)6/149  8/146

Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = %> 0.77(0.29,2.02)7/212  9/212

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

AN 18 WARINISUS UL UNAaNSNaNUT2ANSHaTDINIS e i ataInun1SAALY 95 1LAUA
aludnAaATawsn (successful of prevention) ludthereyledndaliineiionnisuiney
(primary esophageal candidiasis) Watieuivenasn (Placebo) Tun1sitAsIziLuy

Pairwise analysis
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TAEAT A UNINLARIA U DU LN NS UBINENFIUN NS (Direct
evidence) 5813198 UsRZUA LARNNAUTIULNUEWFALTTEN KAZUUIATDINNALLANIDS
PuudnTddeveseiy 9 Finnmazwiulddn itraconazole 200 mg fiT1wIungy

feglndiAesiu emasn (Placebo) dnunduiiliouseszninvnanauiiununefseniidug

Wiguiguiu IneAnunnved Ul onkaneiied 1INy Widevede s uiieutiu 9

Fanugmaen (Placebo) gnumnuiguiisuriuen ltraconazole 200 mg wandlunInd 20

Placebo Gl |t aconazole200

AT 19 kAAIAULTOULEINATNEUDINANFIUNNATITENTNE LT (Network map)

PndTefiansaluinssieAuuadetis (Network meta-analysis)
q‘hmuﬁy’q??u 2 91U (Chariyalertsak et al., 2002 ez McKinsey et al., 1999) dlonmaeu
AulilanAdaeiuYesuiade (Inconsistency test) wuiliinangiuvesninuliaennaes
ffu (pvalue =0.635) FsasuldenAdorns 2 sufinnudonadesiuresdoya fuiu 3a
A1UNINTIUNANITIATIBRIINNENFIUNATE (Direct evidence) LasUANFIUNNODY
(indirect evidence) f8nIATIEBANUATEVIELAMNALNAFIUTDINITIATIEB ALY

A 1
bAIDUY
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HANTIATIEDANLATEYE (Network meta-analysis) wansluguiuy
interval plot wuin msUszauaudganisldeniiedesiunsindesuauinludaol
fuaeevleiilsiieiiennisunneu (primary esophageal candidiasis) Tugfilden
ltraconazole 200 mg kag placebo @AARBIAUNITIATIZIBAUIULUULAN (Meta-

analysis) Aia N brraliuandaiu daseaziBenluning 21

Comparison ES (95%Cl)

L

Itraconazole200 0.81(0.34,1.92)

Heterogeneity variance = 0

AWM 20 UanINsiUSeUigueuazalun1TIATIEeANATeYY (interval plot)

primary esophageal candidiasis

NansIAT e dndfuYsEAnSHares TneUseiu SUCRA (Surface under
the cumulative ranking curve), pbest wag Rankograms wamsliliiuinnslden
ltraconazole 200 mg ienalunsifiugniitusansnalunsilasiunisindosmaudnily
dmelugiheiovlefilsiineiiennisinieu (primary esophageal candidiasis) Mifign 1ile
finsanandesazvoslemalunisiuenfifiusyavsuaiiafian (% Probability of being
best) Wundn Andu Sovay 66.4 fuillénsm SUCRA 66.4 wazdidrsunnutasduendiil
UszavSuaiaigailudiuil 1.3 diudfusesasnnos Placebo muddu fauandly

AN 16 WATAINT 22
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M13NN 16 uanstayan1sinseiiUIeufisulseansuaann SUCRA, Probability of being

best kag Mean rank 983811183108 primary esophageal candidiasis

Probability of
Treatment SUCRA Mean rank
being best (%)

ltraconazole 200 mg 66.4 66.4 1.3
Placebo 33.6 33.6 1.7
Itraconazole200 Placebo
0] - (e0) -
© - (o] -
< - <
N N
O (@
1 2 1 2
Rank

Graphs by Treatment

a" [ o o 1 < 2 a a % dy 1
AN 21 KEAINIFINAINUANUUILLUY (Rankograms) ANUUIEANDNAVDIYIRIULDIND

primary esophageal candidiasis



AsUsEueARANNNSARUN (Publication bias)

TunsnageuaARINNNISARLMNDUIEEIUINNTAN®ININUANRTIUTIU LA b
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a s a & X v PN a PN ) ] = = |9 v
ﬂ']i')Lﬂi'wvi@ﬂmr]uwﬁﬂuuLL‘U'JI'U&I‘W"U%L‘UENLUUIUIUWﬂWWQWBWQﬁQNam@Naﬂ']iﬂﬂ‘b"]ﬁi@lm 6‘[fU

75 Funnel plot TunisnageunaansuanlumuUszansnanistesiunisindiosuauanilu

[

MNUTIATIZITMUA 2 91U FIHANITNAGBUNUNITNTELMNAUY Inen1sAnuiauneg

melasunseuasiinisnszateiauuns Ie1asuliilinveafininnsinum s

SaLRYALUNINT 23

-1 -5

.5
Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixy-zixy)

0

To R e D-A

e B-C

®D-B

e D-C

A9 22 LERDARYINNITANLNAE Funnel plot AMuUTEASNaTIIAULTDT IR

primary esophageal candidiasis

arelugtheeyloinliineiionnisuineu (primary esophageal candidiasis) lngfin1sAne
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4.4.1.2 NaaN5UAN Y89 secondary prevention
1. nadnsndndsyansnavosmsidoniietosiunsindesuauinglugos

U1n (successful of prevention) Méjﬂamaﬂﬁﬁﬁmmﬁﬂiﬂﬁ (secondary oral candidiasis)

nsfnuUsyansnavesnsldoitedosiumsindesuauingludes
U1n (successful of prevention) Iuﬁﬂwmﬂﬁﬁm&ﬁﬂiﬂﬁ (secondary oral candidiasis)
wuLAdeitnsemumadwsluguiiomn 12 o Taefiaedsmmsfinueay
3,043 51¢

HAIINNNTIATIEVDANIU (Meta-analysis) WUTBUWEUMENGIUN1ATY
(Direct evidence) wqumé’mﬁaiﬂuuﬁaz@ (Pairwise analysis) lagiin1siuSauLiguen
Ansizrwenidu Fluconazole oral weekly, Fluconazole oral daily, Itraconazole oral
daily, Nystatin 200,000 U daily, Nystatin 400,000 U daily, Itraconazole 200 mg oral
daily, Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily, Untreated (Auitdl maneds e
Fluconazole tawnziiiefionns) uazsvaen (Placebo) nuidevianun 12 1 agdléi
pduidesuieunnuiafinanudisiu fussAvsualumsdestunsnduidueh (elapse
rate) laAnanevaen (Placebo) EJﬂL}iumj:iJmsi’fm Nystatin 200,000 U daily, Nystatin
400,000 U daily 7ifiuszansnaliunnsinaninemasn (Placebo) (RR = 0.91, 95%CL 0.70,

1.18 uaLRR = 0.70, 95%Cl 0.49, 1.01 Muasu) fswazidunlunnd 24
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Study Risk Events, Events,
ID Ratio (95% Cl) Treatment  Control
Fluconazolew - Untreated
Goldman et al (2005) —_— 0.95(0.50,1.82)  17/413 18/416
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p=.) <> 0.95(0.50, 1.82) 17/413 18/416
Fluconazole - Fluconazolew
Havlir et al (1998) —-— 0.52(0.38,0.72) 45/318 86/318
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) < 0.52(0.38,0.72)  45/318 86/318
Fluconazole - Placebo
JustNubling et al (1991) —_—— 0.17 (0.08,0.36)  6/37 20/21
Stevens et al (1991) - 0.06 (0.00,0.99) 0/12 8/13
Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.464) [ 0.16 (0.08,0.33)  6/49 28/34
Fluconazolew - Placebo
Leen et al (1990) ——— 0.80 (0.27,2.37) 4/14 5/14
Marriott et al (1993) —_—— 0.47 (0.28,0.79) 13/44 25/40
Pagani et al (2002) —— 1.06 (0.68, 1.65)  25/67 25/71
Schuman et al (1997) - 0.61 (0.45, 0.84) 42/162 68/161
Subtotal (I-squared = 52.1%, p = 0.100) <> 0.69 (0.48,0.99)  84/287 123/286
NystatinD - NystatinS
MacPhail et al (1996) —r 0.77 (0.52,1.13)  14/23 19/24
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) Ci 0.77 (0.52,1.13) 14/23 19/24
NystatinD - Placebo
MacPhail et al (1996) —o— 0.70 (0.49,1.01)  14/23 20/23
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p=.) o 0.70 (0.49, 1.01)  14/23 20/23
NystatinS - Placebo
MacPhail et al (1996) - 0.91(0.70, 1.18) 19/24 20/23
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) <> 0.91(0.70,1.18) 19/24 20/23
Clotri - Fluconazole
Powderly WG et al (1995) —_—— 3.60(1.83,7.07) 36/217 10/217
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) L] 3.60 (1.83,7.07) 36/217 10/217
Fluconazole - Untreated
Revankar et al (1998) —— 0.30 (0.13,0.72)  4/16 23/28
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p = .) - 0.30(0.13,0.72)  4/16 23/28
Itraconazole - Placebo
Smith et al (2001) - 0.42 (0.32,0.56) 47/187 111/187
Subtotal (I-squared = %, p = .) < 0.42(0.32,0.56)  47/187 111/187
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

I T

1 1 5 10

AN 23 WERINISUS UL UNAaNS AN US AaNSHaTaINI5 ke iatadnun 1 SAnLY 95 1bAUA
anglutesUn (successful of prevention) lugiaerevledneidulsnail (secondary oral

candidiasis) tiaLisuivgmasn (Placebo) Tun1sitasigsiuy Pairwise analysis

'
v o

NN NAAIINSANY TN UIeRa1UaLN lUTesziR ANIULAS aNe

§a o v a

(Network meta-analysis) YaanadnslawIUNIEY 12 91U JEed13mnsANINIEY
3,043 578 TIUTIWNAGNSAINIUITEVDY Goldman et al., 2005 Havlir et al., 1998
JustNubling et al., 1991 Leen et al,, 1993 MacPhai et al., 1996 Marriott et al., 1993
Pagani et al., 2002 Powderly WG et al., 1995 Revankar et al., 1998 Schuman et al.,
1997 Smith et al., 2001 wag Stevens et al., 1991
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Tngafraununniansaudenlsssadnivemdngiunianss (Direct evidence)
TEMINWARLYIN 18NNAUTULNUEUAREYIN LaTIUINYBIINAULEAITITILIUHIUIT I
Fevoseniu q Feanamasiiulein Clotrimazole troche 10 me/5 time daily fsmuou
ﬂﬁjuﬁ"ga*&iﬁqmnﬁqw 3898931A8 Itraconazole oral daily wag Fluconazole oral weekly
duduildensioszrirnananfiunnedinidugiuiouiisuiu Tasanuvnveadudon
LLam5qaﬁ’mausuaﬂmu%’mwjsnuﬁsmLﬁauﬁ?u 7 Gemwugmaen (Placebo) gnyinan
WUl unuen Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly, Itraconazole oral
daily, Nystatin 400,000 U daily kag Nystatin 200,000 U daily, Fluconazole oral daily
fiu Untreated, Fluconazole oral daily ffuFluconazole oral weekly, Fluconazole oral
daily AU Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily, Fluconazole oral weekly fiu

Untreated wag Nystatin 200,000 U ffu Nystatin 400,000 U anugsu uanslunind 25

Fluconazolew

Untreated

NystatinD Fluconazole

NystatinS
Clotri

Placebo

a d‘ [ [ v ! 4 dy
AT 24 LARIAMULTBULEINASNTVBINANFIUN N TITENINEA1UYBIT (Network map)
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[

MnndtefiasnsahlUBinszdefuiuadetis (Network meta-analysis) §1uau
wedy 12 9 eveaeumiliaonadasiuvesuise (Inconsistency test) wuinludl
mé’ﬂgmﬂmﬂﬁaamﬂé’mﬁ’mmmiﬁﬂmﬁy’wm (p-value = 0.381) Fauanidanuaenados
furestoyamnuiazauide dadu Sanmnsorumansin el dng un1mss
(Direct evidence) flunang unedau (Indirect evidence) lunisedunuasetiula tneld
consistency model %ﬁLﬁuamyagmﬁmﬁmmmiﬁﬂ NMA

HANITIATIEBANTULATEYY (Network meta-analysis) luguuy interval plot
LEnsHadnSIssuTisudulstansrariietesiumsindenuauiangiludosin
(successful of prevention) Iuﬁliﬂ?maﬂﬂa%ﬁm&ﬂuiiﬂﬁ (secondary oral candidiasis) U4
eusiazg Tnouansualinngiieuidisudsnmi 26 wansiszinuinordnlngdl
Uszansnalunistestunsindosuauinneluresuin (successful of prevention) L
WANANY 8nLIW 81 Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly wag Itraconazole
oral daily fuszavsnalunistiesiunsindesuauingilugoniin (successful of
prevention) AN #1%asn (Placebo) ag1slitivdAyn9ana (RR = 0.27, 95%CL 0.16, 0.44
RR = 0.65, 95%Cl 0.47, 0.90, RR = 0.43, 95%Cl 0.25, 0.75 f1ud19V) danAaRINUNIS
AATILDANTULUULAN (Meta-analysis) s"quudwLﬁ@LU‘%UULﬁSU&]’JmLLﬁiaz@J’ 4
Fluconazole oral daily fiusvanswalunisilostunsindosuauinenlutesin
(successful of prevention) An11 &1 Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily 8&13l

v o W a

YodAgyn19@da (RR = 0.30, 95%CL 0.13, 0.67) Fauandluninil 26



Comparison

Clotri vs Placebo

Fluconazole
Fluconazolew
Itraconazole
NystatinD
NystatinS
Untreated

Fluconazole
Fluconazolew
ltraconazole
NystatinD
NystatinS
Untreated

Fluconazolew
ltraconazole
NystatinD
NystatinS
Untreated

Itraconazole
NystatinD
NystatinS
Untreated

NystatinD
NystatinS
Untreated

NystatinS
Untreated

Untreated

Vs

——
————
—
———
B

vs Fluconazole

vs Fluconazolew——+———@——

vs Itraconazole

vs NystatinD

4»}
¢lel|?®

|

L 4

L 2K 2

—

JEE——

i

L 2K 4
4

vs NystatinS

4

ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)

0.90 (0.34,2.33) (0.26,3.04)
0.27 (0.16,0.44) (0.12,0.59)
0.65 (0.47,0.90) (0.33,1.26)
0.43 (0.25,0.75) (0.18,0.99)
0.71 (0.39,1.30) (0.30,1.71)
0.91 (0.53,1.58) (0.40,2.10)
0.71 (0.36,1.41) (0.27,1.85)

0.30 (0.13,0.67) (0.10,0.87)
0.72 (0.28,1.84) (0.22,2.40)
0.48 (0.16,1.45) (0.12,1.89)
0.80 (0.26,2.46) (0.20,3.22)
1.02 (0.34,3.07) (0.26,4.01)
0.79 (0.28,2.24) (0.21,2.92)

2.43(1.52,3.88) (1.13,5.24)
1.61 (0.76,3.42) (0.58,4.47)
2.68 (1.22,5.88) (0.94,7.66)
3.43 (1.62,7.24) (1.24,9.46)
2.66 (1.39,5.11) (1.06,6.71)

0.66 (0.35,1.26) (0.26,1.66)
1.10 (0.56,2.17) (0.43,2.85)
1.41 (0.75,2.66) (0.57,3.50)
1.09 (0.58,2.06) (0.44,2.71)

1.67 (0.74,3.77) (0.57,4.91)
2.13 (0.98,4.65) (0.75,6.07)
1.66 (0.68,4.01) (0.52,5.22)

1.28 (0.70,2.35) (0.53,3.11)
0.99 (0.40,2.47) (0.31,3.21)

0.78 (0.32,1.87) (0.25,2.43)
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A

Heterogeneity variance = .06

MM Untreated visnefiald Fluconazole tanngiileiiannis

AWM 25 UanINsiUSeuisuguiazalunTIATIEetwA3eY1e (interval plot) veq

secondary oral candidiasis

dawSeuifisuaduvesenffilomadugfnnagasien1siasizi SUCRA, pbest

waz Rankograms wui1n15l81 Fluconazole oral daily flenalunisilugifiusednSuadn

a
3

azaadlonialunisidueNiuseansua

WuSeway 89.8 Afiunldnsavl SUCRA 98.5 waziidsuanuuiazidusfiusean

Aaa

I

a sulesiunisingesuauinigilugesuin (successful of prevention) TugUaeiesle

werdulsail (secondary oral candidiasis) wnsngsiuuuldldvunnen ilefiarsanainios

v a

NANgn (% Probability of being best) tdunan fn

1Y

a

SHaNIATIEN

Juaduf 01.1 d@aud1susesasanfeen Itraconazole oral daily wag Fluconazole oral

weekly AIUE10U AIUaASlUnISI9N 17 wagnIni 27
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M13NN 17 uansdayan1sinseiiuseuiisulseansuaann SUCRA, Probability of being

best ey Mean rank ¥8481A1URB317® secondary oral candidiasis

Treatment SUCRA | Probability | Mean
of being rank
best (%)

Fluconazole oral daily 98.5 89.8 01.1

ltraconazole oral daily 80.6 09.4 02.4

Fluconazole oral weekly 55.0 00.0 04.2

Nystatin 400,000 U daily 47.0 00.3 04.7

Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily | 31.1 00.3 05.8

Nystatin 200,000 U daily 25.5 00.0 06.2

Placebo 14.8 00.0 07.0
Clotri Fluconazole Fluconazolew

oo_H oo_H ooH

© © 4\ ©

< < <

’ -O -o _//\

T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 45 6 7 8

T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 456 7 8

T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 456 7 8

Itraconazole NystatinD NystatinS
— — —
o © o
© © ©
S S - <
N o N o N /
o 1 o — o
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 456 7 8 1 2 3 4 6 7 8
Placebo Untreated
— —
© ©
© © 4
S - <
N - J N -
o - o4 /\
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 45 6 7 8 1 2 3 456 7 8
Rank

Graphs by Treatment

a" [ o o 1 < 2 a a % dy 1
AN 26 KEAAINITINAINUAIUUILLUUY (Rankograms) ANUUIELANDNAVDIYINNULLDIIND

secondary oral candidiasis



AsUsEueARANNNSARUN (Publication bias)

Tun1snAaeUBARIINNISARLNNDUSLEUINNTANYININUANSIUTIN A LUNNT
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a ¢ a & N v o = a a' ! ! = a | g vac
'JLﬂir]g'i)i@ﬂiJ']uﬂiQUNLL‘L!'JI‘U@J'V]‘U%L'UEJ\TLUUI‘UIUVMVI'N'W@WQﬁﬂﬁ\la@@maﬂqﬁﬂﬂ'@qﬂia‘lﬂ GLGU'Jﬁ

Funnel plot Tunisnageunadnsuanlusuuszansnamudesiunsandosuaufngily

%93U1n (successful of prevention) GLu;:iﬂ’;EJLaﬂivLassﬁLﬂaLﬂuIiﬂﬁ (secondary oral

candidiasis) IA8TNNSANYINUILNIATIEINILA 12 91U TINANITNAZBUNUNITNSEANLTUY

drugenveINTIeTuansensiinguiegsvunalvg lnensAnwiauesganeldasunTe

Jeenaagulainlinveniainnisinun Tunni 28

-2 -1

1
Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixy-ixy)

0

G-D

®e A-B eB-C

®*B-H ®G-C
®G-F

® C-H

a a aa v 1% a a v & !
AINA 27 LAPIBARINNNITANUNAIY Funnel plot AUUTEANDINAYDIBINIULTDIND

secondary oral candidiasis
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msanadeluadsdl lesmuslitinisimszianala (Sensitivity analysis) Tne
MsfinsandmanAdeiinanisussidiunndssaneafioglussiuanuidesgs (High risk of
bias) ponly tislinadnsvesmsinuidiaruindefionndstu widosanaidedign
swsmdarlunsiesgioduueotne Network fistuauiisau 15 1u Tnefinanis

'
(%) o

Usgiiluanuidssainendegluseiusi (Low risk of bias) $1uau 3 91 agluseiuiidamute
asdeluenf (Some concern risk of bias) 1w 12 ¢ TaglinusAdefidanudssann
aAfge (High risk of bias) et lunmsTnseinadnsudn (Primary outcome) dutiosiu
nsAnas AR luTesn (successful of prevention) iuﬁﬂwwﬂa"iﬁmmﬁﬂiﬂﬁ
(secondary oral candidiasis) Aiasngruuulaildvruingn Felsadsdenisiaseiniula

(Sensitivity analysis)

2. nedwswdnUsrAvsravesnsldeiietestunsindesuauianerlugne

(successful of prevention) Iuﬁliﬂ?maﬂjiaciﬁm&ﬂuiimj’ (secondary esophageal
candidiasis)

wumsAnuiissnuRasnEgudestunsindesuauingiludine
(successful of prevention) IuﬁﬂaaLaﬁlaﬁﬁLﬂﬂLﬂuiiﬂﬁ (secondary esophageal
candidiasis) 9aviain 5 41U Iﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’wL%Wﬁ?ﬂﬂ’ﬁﬁﬂ@?ﬁg\‘iéju 2,590 518

nadnsEuileafunsinideswauinigiludine (successful of prevention)
Iurzgﬂwwﬂaﬁﬁmmﬁﬂiﬂﬁ’ (secondary esophageal candidiasis) 91nNM15ATIERBANIU
(Meta-analysis) W3guifisuvdngiumansa (Direct evidence) sevinsendnuidosluusiaze
(Pairwise analysis) lagdin1siUSeuLiisusn Fluconazole oral weekly, Fluconazole oral
daily, Itraconazole oral daily, Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily, Untreated (lu
i1 waneds Wen Fluconazolelamziilationns) wavemasn (Placebo) 91na1uddestavan
5 97 a3uléd Fluconazole oral daily Suszavsnavessuaunisnduidiue (successful

of prevention) win@1931A Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily agsditad1AgynIg

and (RR=5.83 95%Cl 1.73, 19.60) fauansseavtdualun1ni 29



76

Study Risk Events, Events,
ID Ratio (95% CI) Treatment Control
Fluconazolew - Untreated
Goldman et al (2005) ——— 0.69 (0.33, 1.47) 11/413 16/416
Subtotal (-squared = %, p = ) <:> 0.69 (0.33, 1.47) 12413 16/416
Fluconazole - Fluconazolew
Havlir et al (1998) — 0.80 (0.38, 1.68) 12/318 15/318
Subtotal (I-squared =%, p =) <:> 0.80 (0.38, 1.68) 121318 15/318
Clotri - Fluconazole
Powderly WG et al (1995) > 5.83(1.73, 19.60) 17/211 3/217
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p = .) -<>— 5.83 (1.73, 19.60) 17/211 31217
Fluconazolew - Placebo
Schuman et al (1997) ——— 0.89 (0.49, 1.63) 18/162 20/161
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =.) <:> 0.89 (0.49, 1.63) 18/162 20/161
Itraconazole - Placebo
Smith et al (2001) —_— 1.10(0.48, 2.53) 11/187 10/187
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p = .) <> 1.10 (0.48, 2.53) 11/187 10/187
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

T T T

ol 1 5 10

Al 28 uansnsieufisunadwsudnussansuavesnsldenfiedestunmsinidosuaud
ma-lugine (successful of prevention) Iuﬁﬂamaﬂaﬁﬁmmﬁﬂiﬂﬁ (secondary
esophageal candidiasis) Wiawfisuffugimasn (Placebo) Tuns3iAsnzsiuuy Painvise
analysis

NnaAdeidadinmsAnuiiidenannsmhluiessieduuedetne
(Network meta-analysis) vasnadnsiduauisdu 5 1u fftaedhmmsinuiioay
2,590 918 FIUSIUNAGNFTNNNUITEVRY Goldman et al., 2005 Havlir et al., 1998
Powderly WG et al., 1995 Schuman et al., 1997 uwa¢ Smith et al., 2001

Tnga$rausunmuaninulionlsanadnsuemang1unanss (Direct evidence)
FENINEAarYiln lngaenauiiuunue ufazyln WALIUIAYBINNANLAAITITTLIULLIITIL
Feveseniiu 1 Fsnnnmandiulddn itraconazole oral daily S waunduiegnanniian

= 1 £ d' d' 1 U =
T99U1AD Fluconazole oral weekly Lag Untreated @3ULEUNLYDUADTLWNININAUNY

nedseilugiuieuiiouiu lnganumunvreuduileuuanifeduinyeanuidevege
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Wisuiisutiu 9 awugmaen (Placebo) gniiuniuieuiisuifuen Fluconazole oral daily,
Fluconazole oral weekly, Itraconazole oral daily, Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time
daily 18z Untreated, Fluconazole oral daily AU Fluconazole oral weekly, Fluconazole
oral weekly iU Itraconazole oral daily, ltraconazole oral daily AU Clotrimazole troche
10 mg/5 time daily, Itraconazole oral daily AU Untreated #nua1sunIn wanslunnd
30

Clotri Fluco-prn

Fluconazole Fluconazolew

Itraconazole 1. Placebo

a dll (% s % 1 v ‘&J
NN 29 LLﬁ@I\‘iﬂ'ﬂllL“UEJ&IIENNaaWﬁGUEN‘Maﬂi’mﬂ/]’]ﬂ@ifﬁ%‘lﬁ"]']\‘i‘EJ’W]’]‘L!LGUEJT] (Network map)

PMNNITeRasailuiiesigienuuaievie (Network meta-analysis) $112U

[V
Y

Vi9du 5 91 deveasunulldenndestuuesiudde (Inconsistency test) wuinlldl
wé’ngmmmlaiaamé’mﬁmmmiﬁﬂmﬁgwm (p-value = 0.830) Fauanatsmuaanndes
MuvesloyadnufazaldY ety ﬁqmmimamamﬁmeﬁﬁ”’qmﬂwﬁﬂgmwmq
(Direct evidence) fiunangun1egey (indirect evidence) lun1sedunuasetiela tngld

consistency model @uduauyAgulowiuraIn1svin NMA

HANTIATIEBANTULATEUE (Network meta-analysis) luguuy interval plot

'
a Aa )

WANIHAANSUS UL B UAUUSEANS AL U9 UNSAAIDIILAUAAIE lUANAD (successful

of prevention) ludUaeetledineidulsail (secondary esophageal candidiasis) Vo984
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azd InuanssalmnelTeuidisudsnmi 31 wamsleszinuierdnlvgiiussansua
Tunsilasfunmsinidosuauinigiliudine (successful of prevention) lsiuans1e sniiu
&1 Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily) fiusvanswalunisilostunisindosuauiin
sgﬂué”ma (successful of prevention) #8811 Fluconazole oral daily kag Fluconazole
oral weekly pgsfitind1AgyN19adA (RR = 0.22, 95%CL 0.07, 0.63 RR = 0.27, 95%CL 0.07,

0.96 MUAINU) FOAARDINUAITIATIERBANTULUULAN (meta-analysis) AuanslunIni 31

Comparison ES (95%CI) (95%Prl)

2.67 (0.61,11.69) (0.24,29.35)

*

Clotri vs Untreated

Fluconazole 0.58 (0.21,1.60) (0.11,3.02)

Fluconazolew 0.71 (0.34,1.47) (0.22,2.31)

Itraconazole 0.86 (0.25,2.93) (0.12,6.28)

Placebo 0.79 (0.31,2.00) (0.17,3.58)

Fluconazole vs-Clott 0.22 (0.07,0.63) (0.04,1.22)

Fluconazolew 0.27 (0.07,0.96) (0.03,2.14)

Itraconazole 0.32 (0.06,1.63) (0.02,4.46)

Placebo 0.30 (0.07,1.21) (0.03,2.92)

L 4 ¢
L 2PS
k L 4
L 2PS

To . 0T

Fluconazolew vs Fluconazole 1.23(0.60,2.52) (0.39,3.93)

Itraconazole 1.49 (0.44,5.04) (0.21,10.75)

Placebo 1.37 (0.54,3.44) (0.31,6.11)

Itraconazole vs Fluconazolew 1.21 (0.45,3.24) (0.25,5.99)

Placebo ——

Placebo vs ltraconazole "—ﬂ—‘f 0.92 (0.41,2.03) (0.25,3.32)
1

1.11 (0.62,1.99) (0.43,2.86)

0 A 5 30

Heterogeneity variance = 0

UM Untreated visnefialy Fluconazole lannziilafiannis

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
AN 30 LLﬁ@I\‘iﬂ’ﬁL‘LJiEl"UL‘Vl‘EJUEJ’]LLW@S@I‘UﬂTﬁULﬂi’]%‘lﬁ@ﬂﬂqumiﬁﬁﬂﬂ (interval pLOt) KRN

secondary esophageal candidiasis

Lﬁam%auLﬁﬂuéﬁwaamﬁﬁiamaLﬂuaﬂﬁﬁﬁqmé’wmﬁmﬁzﬁ SUCRA, pbest
uway Rankograms wuinn15lden Fluconazole oral daily flemalunisifiuendifiuszaninad
A Frulostunisindesuauinidiludesuin (successful of prevention) lugiteietle
werdulsail (secondary esophageal candidiasis) lefinnsanaindesazvadlenialunis

Hueniislusyansuaiifian (% Probability of being best) {uvan Aalufesay 555 1
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Nunlansm SUCRA 80.8 waziliansumnuinazidusiniiusyansua

Aaa I
a
14
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o

NaNgaLuanaun 02.0

AIUAIAUTBIANNABYY Fluconazole oral weekly tay Untreated (luil viunedis Tien

Fluconazolelanulaliannis) AUa1AU AILanIluaIsIaN 18 wagnIng 32

M13N 18 uanstayan1sinseiiUIeuLfieulseansuaann SUCRA, Probability of being

best kag Mean rank 983811183108 secondary esophageal candidiasis

Probability
Mean
Treatment SUCRA of being
rank
best (%)
Fluconazole oral daily 80.8 55.5 02.0
Fluconazole oral weekly 68.2 12.9 02.6
Placebo 56.8 08.7 03.2
ltraconazole oral daily 51.3 17.0 03.4
Untreated 37.9 05.8 04.1
Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 time daily 05.0 00.3 05.8
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Clotri Fluconazole Fluconazolew

— o — —
© 4 © ©
© - © ©
< 4 < 4 <

N N4 N4 /\
o H o H o H

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6

Itraconazole Placebo Untreated

— — < - -
[l © ©
© 4 © ©
< 4 < 4 <
~ \—/\ ™ /X b
© o o

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6

Rank

Graphs by Treatment

N v o w 1 [ [% a a £ & 1
AN 31 LERINITINAINUANNUIALLUU (Rankograms) AUUTEENTHATBIEIANUIDIIHE

secondary esophageal candidiasis

n3UsELlueARIINNISARNN (Publication bias)

TunsnegeusnRaNNIsANNTINaUSTIUINSANBIIMuafIsIuTIu Aty
nsaaTeiefuuassiduultunazsidvavuliluianisnonsdmansnanisdnwunsel 14
35 Funnel plot TunisnageunaansudnluguUszansnanudesiunsAatosLALAAIE
TugosUn (successful of prevention) lugiaeietledfiaeidulsail (secondary

L = = A o a ] =

esophageal candidiasis) 1AgAN1SANYINUINTIATIZANIANA 5 91U FINANITNAGDUNU
nnsnsraeludIunaveINTIETwandinsinguitegvuuIAUIUNa1e Tgn1sAne

nanueegnelasunyie Jsevasdlanlinveafiannmsinui Inseduteluning 33
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N
N
©—®
/
/

*

T T I T T
-1 -5 0 .5
Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixy-£ixy)

® A-B ©eB-C ®©C-E ©F-C eD-E

N a Aa ey Y a a v & !
ANV 32 LARIEARINNITANUNAIY Funnel plot AMUUTEENTNATDILINIULDIND

secondary esophageal candidiasis

msanwideluaded esmuslitinisimsiziaaula (Sensitivity analysis)
ImsJmiﬁmimﬁm'}u"‘ﬁaﬁﬁwamiﬂizLﬁummL?immﬂaﬂﬁagﬂuizﬁummLﬁaﬂgjﬂ (High
risk of bias) senly ielinadnsvesmsinuniimuiidedenndsiu uwiidosninaided
gnsusadislumsiienesiefuuadotis Network S8uiuisau 5 9 Taefianis

[y

UizLﬁummL?SWWﬂ@ﬂﬁ@&_}Migé’U@?’l (Low risk of bias) 31471 1 41U a&ﬂmzmﬁé’qwu%
asdeluend (Some concern risk of bias) 712w 4 911 TegldwuanAseiifaudssn
oARg (High risk of bias) ftiu Tun1sAszvinadnsudn (Primary outcome) futloaifu
msfndeTuAuAnIgludae (successful of prevention) Tufftheiesledinedulsail

(secondary esophageal candidiasis) 3sldmstian1siasizsinaula (Sensitivity analysis)
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4.4.1.3 NAANGTY VDY prevention
1. muANuUasnny

NI UTINTAALENYTIINATY prevention oral and

v aa Yy a

esophageal candidiasis 15 414 WUNUITEALNTIIB9IUDINTTIMABIINNTIATUEIATY
o5 $1uau 10 e viavesernisthadesiinuldues 1wy e1ms Gl disorder, fu(skin
rash), mild elevated LFT, 1 q (other) 1usu dmsunmsanunluededildidensoanuen
ﬁmL?g@iﬂ lawn Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly, Itraconazole oral
daily wagKetoconazole oral daily %nﬁﬁagaﬁﬂmmﬂLﬂﬁ'ﬁwmLﬂuﬁﬂiz%’ﬂﬂuﬂmﬁm
mmﬁmﬁ&mﬁqﬂ Tneaulafneanze1nsinafseIn1smie Gl disorder, fulskin rash),
mild elevated LFT, 5u f|(other) tazfafnwny N13ne(dead), mmisﬁwﬁmﬁquuiﬂé’ud
elevated LFT, Steven Johnson Syndrome LLazmiaauﬁamﬂmsﬁﬂwﬁLﬁmﬁ’ummi
Padssaneuaglidliainet Tnesiusiudeyaanauddediuiy 10 au lungudieen
2,835 918 memaé’wﬂugmwwmm’]w interval plot
NAaNSN15LAA Gl disorder

PMNNUITHIIWIIEY 6 91U WUTn el TivilAR Gl disorder Tl
wANF9INEIMaan (Placebo) lawn Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly
LAy Itraconazole oral daily (RR = 1.02, 95%CL 0.75, 1.39, RR = 0.48, 95%Cl 0.19, 1.21
LaE RR = 0.49, 95%CL 0.19, 1.26 muddiu) wasiilelSuflussrineendudesusas
UM WUINI5LY Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly wag Itraconazole oral

daily lAn Gl disorder laiunnaneiu Auandlunin 7 34



Comparison

L 2

*

*

<

ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)

2.14 (0.89,5.14) (0.61,7.57)

2.08 (0.85,5.06) (0.57,7.49)

1.02 (0.75,1.39) (0.62,1.68)

0.97 (0.80,1.17) (0.68,1.39)

0.48 (0.19,1.21) (0.12,1.82)

0.49 (0.19,1.26) (0.13,1.91)

Fluconazolew vs Fluconazole
Itraconazole
Placebo
ltraconazole vs Fluconazolew
Placebo
Placebo Vs ltraconazotet

T

Heterogeneity variance = .01

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
AN 33 LLﬁ@I\‘iﬂ’ﬁL‘Ui‘EJUWl'EJUEJ’]LL@@S@FLUﬂWi'}Lﬂi’]%‘lﬁ@ﬂﬂqumiﬁﬁﬂﬂ (interval pLOt) KRN

ATSLAA Gl disorder

nadnSnIsLAn (skin rash)

NI WIWIAY 5 91U Wudn el TiviliAniy (skin rash) Tl
uaneneaNgmasn (Placebo) lauA Fluconazole oral daily wag Itraconazole oral daily
(RR =1.29, 95%Cl 0.54, 3.06, RR = 0.81, 95%Cl 0.10, 6.33 suaiv) wavdiewSoudiou
iz%dﬁﬂaﬁﬁﬂul,%ai%wiamﬁﬂ WU11n1514 Fluconazole oral daily wag Itraconazole oral

daily viliAna (skin rash) Tuwansneiu (RR = 1.59, 95%CL 0.25, 10.27) fawansbunnd

35

7.4
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Comparison ES (95%CI) (95%Prl)

Itraconazole ——vsHlueonazole—————— 1.59 (0.25,10.27) (0.04,62.39)

Placebo * 1.29 (0.54,3.06) (0.10,15.74)
Placebo—vsitraconazole—+———————  0.81 (0.10,6.33) (0.02,41.24)
T T T T
0 A 1 7.4 60

Heterogeneity variance = .42

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
A9 34 uanansiTeuiigugudazalunTiasziedunuasetty (interval plot) ves

ANSLAA skin rash

NaaWSN5LAn mild elevated LFT
PNIATETUIWAIEY 2 WU 81dTes7 Itraconazole oral daily AVl
\Ain mild elevated LFT Liunneingaingmaan (Placebo) (RR = 1.35, 95%CL 0.72, 2.53)

AIbaENd TUnINA 36



85

Comparison ES (95%Cl)

L 4

Placebo 1.35(0.72,2.53)

T T
g 1 1.8 2.5

Heterogeneity variance = 0

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
AN 35 LLﬁ@QﬂWiLUiﬁlULVIEl“UEJ’]LLW@%@I’HﬂWi?Lﬂi’]ﬁ‘lﬁ@ﬂﬂqumia‘?ﬂ&l (interval pLOt) KRN

AT5LAA mild elevated LFT

NadNSNSARGIWBY 9 (other)

an1stradesdudy g ldun Yaniatheadache), la(Cough), (Fever), mild
anemia Wudu neAdesiuiuisay 4 vu wui edhudesiivhldinetnssusy
(other) liumnsneannevasn (Placebo) laA Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral
weekly ag Untreated (RR = 0.87, 95%CL 0.28, 2.72, RR = 0.71, 95%Cl 0.19, 2.66 waz
RR = 0.45, 95%Cl 0.16, 1.29 AM&16u) uagnuin Untreated viliAne1n1senudu 9
(other) vL&iLLG]ﬂGhﬂmﬂméhuL%ai”l lAun Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly
Ay Itraconazole oral daily (RR = 0.78, 95%Cl 0.25, 2.46, RR = 0.64, 95%Cl 0.17, 2.41
WA RR = 0.45, 95%CL 0.16, 1.29 mud1dv) waziiioSsuiisusewinenduidesusas
#fin wui1n 3l Itraconazole oral daily TWiAne1n13¢udy 9 (other) annnin
Fluconazole oral daily egefiudgAyneadd (RR = 1.74, 95%CL 1.11, 2.73) d@unsld
Fluconazole oral weekly laiumnein9a1n Fluconazole oral daily (RR = 1.23, 95%Cl 0.62,
2.42) wazn1sld Itraconazole oral daily laiumn#1931n Fluconazole oral weekly (RR =

1.41, 95%CL 0.63, 3.19) Fauandlun g 37
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Comparison ES (95%CI) (95%Prl)
Fluconazolew vs Flueonazole ¢——— 1.23 (0.62,2.42) (0.28,5.45)
Itraconazole — 1.74 (1.11,2.73) (0.64,4.70)
Placebo . 0.87 (0.28,2.72) (0.07,10.58)
Untreated . 0.78 (0.25,2.46) (0.06,9.63)
Itraconazole vs Fluconazotewy———— 1.41 (0.63,3.19) (0.24,8.46)
Placebo * 0.71 (0.19,2.66) (0.04,12.95)

Untreated * 0.64 (0.17,2.41) (0.03,11.77)
Placebo —vsitraconazoleb————— 0.50 (0.15,1.70) (0.03,7.36)
Untreated * 0.45 (0.16,1.29) (0.05,4.51)

Untreated—vsPtacebo——&————— 0.90 (0.18,4.51) (0.03,30.91)

T T T T
0 2 1 5 30

Heterogeneity variance = 0

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
AN 36 LLﬁ@I\‘iﬂ’ﬁL‘Ui‘EJ"UL'Vl‘EJUEJ’]LL@@S@FLUﬂWi'}Lﬂi’]%‘lﬁ@ﬂﬂqumiﬂ‘?ﬂﬂ (interval pLOt) KRN

NISLANAIUDY 9

NAANSNI5718 (dead)

v v
o Y

INMUITEIIUNEY 10 91 wu awmgnsmeliladuiusiuen uidunus
AulsanigUaedued Feendudes Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly,
ltraconazole oral daily, Ketoconazole oral daily, placebo(s1wasn) uag Untreated L

WANANINY AILEAS TUATNT 38



Treatment Effect Mean with 95%CI and 95%Pr|
Fluconazole vs FlucoK 4 0.79 (0.16,3.94) (0.02,27.80)
Fluconazolew vs FlucoK — 1.13(0.71,1.79) (0.36,3.54)
Itraconazole vs FlucoK — e 1.15 (0.79,1.67) (0.44,3.03)
Placebo vs FlucoK — 1.15(0.74,1.79) (0.38,3.47)
Untreated vs FlucoK 0.94 (0.49,1.81) (0.21,4.31)
Fluconazolew vs Fluconazole 4 1.42 (0.29,6.91) (0.04,47.64)
Itraconazole vs Fluconazote ¢ 1.45 (0.31,6.82) (0.05,45.22)
Placebo vs Fluconazole ¢ 1.46 (0.27,7.89) (0.03,61.79)
Untreated vs Fluconazole ¢ 1.19 (0.27,5.14) (0.05,30.91)
Itraconazole vs Fluconazolew — 1.02 (0.74,1.41) (0.43,2.45)
Placebo vs Fluconazolew 1.03 (0.54,1.96) (0.22,4.68)
Untreated vs Fluconazolew ¢ 0.84 (0.46,1.53) (0.20,3.46)
Placebo vs Itraconazole 1.00 (0.54,1.85) (0.24,4.25)
Untreated vs Itraconazole A 4 e a— 0.82 (0.50,1.36) (0.24,2.78)
Untreated vs Placebo ¢ 0.82 (0.35,1.90) (0.12,5.61)
T T T T
0 2 1 8.2 60

87

AWM 37 UanINsiUSeuigugiazalunTIATIEe AN uASeYY (interval plot) ved

ANSLANNISHNY

NaaNsNISLAA severe elevated LFT
PNNUITESIWAUTAY 2 91U WU B18uTe31 Fluconazole oral daily tay
ltraconazole oral daily ¥l#LAn severe elevated LFT ldunnsinsanngnasn (Placebo)
(RR = 1.05, 95%CL 0.01, 82.58 uway RR = 0.62, 95%CLl 0.03, 10.94 A1Ua6U) Lﬁla
L‘U%EJ‘ULﬁEJUi%M’j'NEﬂ{;]J']UL%’EJS’] ltraconazole oral daily W&y Fluconazole oral daily L

LANANAY (RR = 1.69, 95%CL 0.03, 109.53) G9LaA Tunni 39
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Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)
Itraconazole vs Fluconazole 1.69 (0.03,109.53) (0.00,2.21e+16)
Placebo 1.05 (0.01,82.58) (0.00,3.51e+16)
Placebo vs Itraconazole 0.62 (0.03,10.94) (0.00,2.99e+13)
T T T T
0 0 1 2.0e+08 3.5e+16

Heterogeneity variance = 4

A9 38 UaRINTUSEUIBUEAAzAlUNTIATIZRANNATEYY (interval plot) ved

A5.AARNU severe elevated LFT

NAaNWSNT5LAR severe Steven Johnson Syndrome

NIAFBTIIUNIEU 2 971U WUINBIAULTOT Itraconazole oral daily Vil

\An Steven Johnson Syndrome liluana1sainevasn (Placebo) (RR = 2.50, 95%Cl

0.49, 12.83) faugna lunnd 40
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Comparison ES (95%Cl)

Placebo VS Itraconazole 2.50 (0.49,12.83)

L 4

5 11 6 14
Heterogeneity variance = 0

N ~ a ! i a ¢ a A .
AN 39 LLﬁ@I\‘iﬂ’ﬁL‘Ui‘EJUWl‘EJUEJ’]LLW@%@I‘UﬂWiULﬂi’]%‘lﬁ@ﬂﬂqumiﬁﬁﬂﬂ (interval pLOt) KRN

ASLARATIY SIS

NAANSNIINOUFINNATANEIMLALITUDINTTLALEINEN
INIMUITYIIUIUIGEY 7 97U WU 8IFUDIINYNANANITOBURIIN
ASANEMLNEINUBINISUIAL9RINE Waisuiug1asn (Placebo) hazenAnulinsLiay

{-j 281U oA Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly Wa¥ Itraconazole oral

daily lduanateiu aalans Tunnd 41
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Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)

Fluconazolew vs Fluconazete———¢———  1.21 (0.59,2.49) (0.46,3.16)

1.08 (0.55,2.14) (0.43,2.70)

<

Itraconazole

Placebo . 1.26 (0.72,2.22) (0.59,2.70)
Itraconazole vs Fluconazotew—— 0.89 (0.56,1.43) (0.47,1.69)
Placebo 3 1.04 (0.41,2.67) (0.30,3.63)
Placebo vs ltraconazote * 1.17 (0.48,2.84) (0.36,3.80)

3 5 1 2 3.7

Heterogeneity variance = 0

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
A9 40 uaRINSIUTEUgUEAazAluNTIATIZeANNWATeYY (interval plot) Vs

N13LAA dropout 10 AEs

NAANSNIINBUFIINNITANINULNEINUDINTTTNLABEAINEN
INIUITYIIUIUINGEY 6 97U WU EIFUDINNYNANANITOBUFIIN
= av oA ) v a A o ) v & )
A15ANENLUAEITUBINITTNLAB9NYN WiaWleuiug1asn (Placebo) hazenduLyaswe

azf;j 28U 1aun Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly, Itraconazole oral

daily way Untreated laiunnanaiy aduans Tunind 42
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Comparison ES (95%CI) (95%Prl)

Fluconazolew —vsFiuconazote—— 1.15 (0.31,4.32) (0.18,7.50)

Itraconazole — T 1.21 (0.72,2.02) (0.58,2.51)
Placebo + 0.89 (0.77,1.03) (0.73,1.09)
Untreated . 0.85 (0.45,1.60) (0.34,2.09)
Itraconazole vsFluconazotew—# 1.05 (0.29,3.83) (0.17,6.57)
Placebo * 0.78 (0.20,2.94) (0.12,5.12)

Untreated * 0.74 (0.21,2.64) (0.12,4.49)
Placebo vs Itraconazote—¢——— 0.74 (0.43,1.27) (0.35,1.59)
Untreated —— 0.70 (0.48,1.03) (0.41,1.21)
Untreated vs Placebo OI 0.95 (0.49,1.82) (0.38,2.39)
T T I T T
A 3 1 2.7 7.4

Heterogeneity variance = 0

N = a ! i a ¢ a A .
AWM 41 uanInsiUSeuiigugudazalunTiiasgiedunuasety (interval plot) ves

N13LA dropout 910 Not AEs

4.4.2 NaN1SITE NS NYINISAAIBIILAUAA I UTDIUINWALANAD

v 6 %

4.4.2.1 wnaansnanvey oral candidiasis treatment

a a v Y [

1. Us£ansnanIuaniIn1sinwmenienain (clinical cure rate) YDA UL

TdmIuShwinsawesuAuAailugesln (oral candidiasis) lugUaeieyle?

a a 1% [y o

NsANIUTEAVENANUENTINISNYIMEN1eAaTn (clinical cure rate) va3
gudosdmiuinmnmsinderuauiailugesin (oral candidiasis) Tuffiheesled
Uszifiuandunugfifiennisiazeinisuansneg (81n15nsaddn clinical evaluation) 971
msfndeTuauAnlutestiin (oral candidiasis) Ussiiulaggynmsfinuide

(Investigator) M3ouwnERiTeIu18y (Physician) Bsaans As vy w3e kg wull
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NaMTIAT RN (Meta-analysis) 1W3suiiioy sswinsendudiosluus
ave (Painwise analysis) 9naAdesionun 20 e fuaeidismnsfinuiaau 2,818 51

afausunmuanin Uil sadndvuomang unianss (Direct evidence)
FENINEAarYiln lngaenauiiuunue uiazyln WaEIUIAUBINNANLAAIAITTLIULIITI
Fevoseii q Fe9nnnaziiulédn Clotrimazole troche 10 me/5 times a day fduau
ﬂﬁjmﬁuashmmﬁ'qm 50989117 fluconazole 100 mg oral daily uag itraconazole 200 mg
oral daily druduiifeusessvinnsnauiivmnefeeidugioudiouiu Tnsaumun

vy oA = o av | = = & Ql'
GU'P]QLEULGU@MLLEWNENﬁ]’]u’]usﬂaﬂﬂquqf\]ﬁlsﬂaﬁﬁ]ﬁnLﬂiﬁl“UL‘V]El‘Uuu 4 LLa@ﬂIuﬂ’]WV} 49

f1u50 flusD150 itra100

lemong mico50

clotritro50

—1

itra200 posload100

gv
nys2000000

fluload100
itra200g1

itra200g2

-'-NI ¥ -«-&J Y (% p—
AN 42 L@ne Network map 9838101UL5951 Naawsn1u clinical cure rate

nndtefiansahlUBinszdefuuedetis (Network meta-analysis)
$ruawusiedu 20 91U Dewit et al, 1993(30) Dewit et al., 1998(31) Dewit et al., 1989(32)
Graybill et al., 1998(33) Koletsr et al., 1990(34) Linpiyawan et al., 2000(35) Mukherjee
et al,, 2017(36) Murray et al., 1997(37) Phillips et al., 1998(38) Pons et al., 1993(39)
Pons et al., 1997(40) Redding et al., 1992(41) Sangeorzen et al., 1994(42) Scwingel et
al., 2012(43) Van Roey et al., 2004(44) Vazquez et al., 2010(45) wright et al., 2009(46)
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de Repentigny et al., 1996(47) Nyst et al., 1992(48) wag Smith et al., 1991(49)) e
nagauAullaenAdeIiuYeNIwidy (Inconsistency test) wunlifinangiuvesninuly
aenndoafu (p-value =0.072) Feaguldianuddes 20 nufimwaenadesiuvesdoys
FefufsennsaTiuranITiAsERNuEng ense (Direct evidence) uazndngu
9903 (Indirect evidence) Aa8N153LATIERBANUATRY AN UANNAFIUVBINITIATIEN
aAuwATEYY

HANTIATIZYIBANLIATEYE (Network meta-analysis) wandluguuuy
interval plot WU laser, nystatin 200,000 U 4 times a day, nystatin 500,000 U 4 times
a day az topical gential violet 0.00165% 5ml twice daily HUsz@nSHanIUenIINT
$nwwnevnanaiin (clinical cure rate) Tesenduidendmiudnwmnmsindesuauinily
oeUn (oral candidiasis) Tugtheiesled lu Wewundt Laser vl APDT aeuiliydftyn
@d# (RR = 0.18, 95%CL 0.04, 0.77 RR = 0.19, 95%CL 0.05, 0.64 RR = 0.43, 95%Cl 0.24,
0.78 ag RR = 0.43, 95%Cl 0.21, 0.87) fioazidoalunmil - 50
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Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)

laser Vs adpt 4 0.18 (0.04,0.77) (0.04,0.85)
nys800000 * 0.19 (0.05,0.64) (0.05,0.71)
nys2000000 ————+ 0.43 (0.24,0.76) (0.23,0.79)
qv ————+ 0.43 (0.21,0.87) (0.20,0.92)
mico50 —— 0.63 (0.39,1.03) (0.37,1.07)
gv0.5 A———+ 0.66 (0.31,1.43) (0.29,1.52)
clotritro50 ——+t 0.68 (0.43,1.08) (0.41,1.13)
keto200 ——+ 0.69 (0.43,1.09) (0.41,1.14)
itra200 ———+ 0.71 (0.45,1.11) (0.43,1.15)
posload100 ——+ 0.71 (0.43,1.17) (0.41,1.22)
itra200g1 —— 0.71 (0.43,1.20) (0.41,1.25)
fluload100 ——+ 0.71 (0.44,1.17) (0.42,1.22)
itra100 ———+ 0.75 (0.47,1.19) (0.46,1.23)
flu100 ———T—+ 0.76 (0.49,1.19) (0.48,1.23)
itra200g2 ——T—+ 0.79 (0.48,1.32) (0.46,1.38)
flusSD150 +———@——+ 1.02(0.56,1.87) (0.53,1.96)
lemong g +:86 (0.40,2.85) (0.37,3.06)
lemonj * +:18(0.42,3.00) (0.40,3.23)
flus0 +——€@——+ 1.17(0.66,2.05) (0.64,2.14)

T T T T
0 A 11 3.3

Heterogeneity variance = 0

AT 43 Ua@ns interval plot Y9989 Naawsa U clinical cure rate

NANTT AL BIRa1RUUSEANSHAYe9e1 TngUseiliu SUCRA (Surface

under the cumulative ranking curve), pbest &g Rankograms wansliiuInaslden

fluconazole 50 mg/day illenalumsilugiiiusednsuamudnsnnissnwmeniarain

(clinical cure rate) ¥981A1UTBITIANNSTUSNWINITAMTDITILAURANLULBIUIN (oral

candidiasis) lufUaeevled Nfgn Weninsaunanievazvedemalunisluenid

Aaa

UszAnsnafinfian (% Probability of being best) 1Juund

9

SUCRA 92.2 wagiidnsuanuuiastidugniuseansua

1Y

n Anndu Sewaz 29.9

' '
aa

nH

'
aa

17 '
a A ¢

HUNWUN

lansn

Pagandudaui 2.5 daudau

5998911798 fluconazole 150 mg single dose Waz laser ¥1la adpt MuaRy Akanly

AN 20 WATAINN 51
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ANSNT 19 wana SUCRA, Probability of being best Wag Mean rank U8481A1UL3837

NaawsA1U clinical cure rate

Probability
Mean
Treatment SUCRA | of being
best (%) rank
laser ¥l adpt 82.0 15.2 04.4
clotrimazole troche 10 mg 39.8 00.0 12.4
fluconazole 100 mg/day 63.8 00.0 07.9
fluconazole 50 mg/day 92.2 29.9 02.5
fluconazole 150 mg single dose 83.4 05.8 04.2
fluconazole D1;200mg then 100 mg 49.8 00.0 10.5
topical gential violet 0.05% 15.5 00.0 171
topical gential violet 0.00165% a3.7 00.2 11.7
itraconazole 100 mg/day 60.3 00.0 08.5
itraconazole 200 mg/day a7.6 00.0 11.0
itraconazole 200 mg/day for 7 day a9.7 00.0 10.6
itraconazole 200 mg/day for 14 day 69.1 00.9 06.9
ketoconazole 200 mg/day 42.0 00.0 12.0
laser 05.7 00.1 18.9
lemon grass 78.3 20.3 05.1
lemon juice 81.4 27.6 04.5
miconazole 10 mg/day 30.4 00.0 14.2
nystatin 500,000 U 4 times a day 13.1 00.0 17.5
nystatin 200,000 U 4 times a day 04.5 00.0 19.1
posaconazole D1;200 mg then 100mg/day 47.8 00.0 10.9
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Graphs by Treatment

AT 44 Lane Rankograms U8981ANULTBT1 Naansn U clinical cure rate

AsUszLueARANNISARUN (Publication bias)
TunrsneasuenRINAISARUNNBUTTUINNSANEININUATNTIVTIL ALY

AMATIZNLUATIUN TNz e uulUTuRanaionadnananan1sAnwvis okl Ta

a [ o

75 Funnel plot TunisnageunaansuanluduUszansNasnIINITsnEIen1eAain

e

a

(clinical cure rate) VIANUTDIIEINTUSNWINSAAIBIILAURA I UTBIUNN (oral
candidiasis) TugUagtetlel InedinsAinwntuniiasieianun 20 91U Jaan1snaaeuny

3Nty lnemsnmiaunegnelasunseuaziinnseneiauuns 3we1aagy

[

T lsinuaARannnIsAALN feseazdenlunIng 52
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AN 45 1@ Funnel plot 983810113831 Naawsn U clinical cure rate

a a v v [

2. UTanSNanuonIIN1IsneImen1eaain (clinical cure rate) YDIWIAULD

1dmIUShwviInsiawesauAnilugesUn (oral candidiasis) lugUaeievled Imszuuy

Taildvunmen

a 2

ANSANWIUTEANSHANUDNTINITINWIMIENI9AALNN (clinical cure rate) V4

=) a

gIueIEmMIUShwInsiaesausnlutesuIn (oral candidiasis) TuUaeieyle?
Usziiuanniuiugniiennisuara1nsuanae (81n15neaain clinical evaluation) 370

nsAneTwALAATluYeIlIn (oral candidiasis) Ussiiiulaggvinnsinyiide

0‘1/4'

(Investigator) MsauNMENILI1ey (Physician) BIWaaWS Ao e %39 by wull

4
NanNTIAsIEsaRn (Meta-analysis) iWSsusiey seminendnudosiuus
awd (Pairwise analysis) Tnemiddevianun 21 s fraedhsmmsdneiaiu 3,374 1
afausunmuanInIBeilssradniveamdng un1enss (Direct evidence)
SEUINEAarYiln lngaenauiiuunue uiazyin WAzIUIAYBINNANLAAITITTLIULLIITI
Fevessniiu 4 Fennnmandiulddn fluconazole fuaundusegnanniign sesasunie

clotrimazole troche Wag itraconazole @uULEUNMABNADTLUININALTUNUNe DI TuA

Y
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Wiguiguiu Inganununve iUl onuaneiied 1w uYesWidevelde s uiieutiu 9

WAAILUAINA 53

clotritro

itra

adpt

AN 46 uan Network map UBIBIRIULTETT NadN5A1U clinical cure rate

Mnntefiansaihlvinssieduuaietis (Network meta-analysis)
$1uWIAY 21 97U (Dewit et al., 1993(30) Dewit et al., 1998(31) Dewit et al., 1989(32)
Graybill et al., 1998(33) Hamza et al., 2008(50) Koletsr et al., 1990(34) Linpiyawan et
al., 2000(35) Mukherjee et al., 2017(36) Murray et al., 1997(37) Phillips et al., 1998(38)
Pons et al,, 1993(39) Pons et al,, 1997(40) Redding et al., 1992(41) Sangeorzen et al.,
1994(42) Scwingel et al., 2012(43) Van Roey et al., 2004(44) Vazquez et al., 2010(45)
wright et al., 2009(46) de Repentigny et al., 1996(47) Nyst et al., 1992(48) wag Smith
et al, 1991(49)) Wleneaauarylidenadosturesudde (nconsistency test) wuindl
néngruvasnaliaenndasiu (p-value =0.022) 3eldvi network split FatfuFeanunsn
JINANITIATIZIIINAENFIUN1ASS (Direct evidence) waznang1uM1deou (Indirect

evidence) faMFIATIZRBANIUATEVIELAMNALNATIUTDINITIAT ISR ANIUATDUE
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HANTIATIEBANULATEYE (Network meta-analysis) wansluguuy
interval plot Wu11 laser, nystatin, ag topical gential violet HUszaNSHAAUENTINT
Snwmenanadn (clinical cure rate) vesdudesidmsusnunisinidesuauiaily
¥83U1n (oral candidiasis) ugtheietled Tu dosndn Laser wiin APDT aeelitladdgnig
a0 (RR = 0.18, 95%CL 0.04, 0.77 RR = 0.46, 95%Cl 0.27, 0.77 RR = 0.54, 95%Cl 0.30,
0.98 Wz RR = 0.66, 95%Cl 0.42, 1.06) fswazidealunmi 54

Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)
laser vs-atpt * 0.18 (0.04,0.77) (0.04,0.85)
nys —— 0.46 (0.27,0.77) (0.26,0.80)
gv ——+ 0.54 (0.30,0.98) (0.29,1.03)
keto +—e—  0.66(0.42,1.06) (0.40,1.10)
mico +——&—+  0.67(0.42,1.07) (0.40,1.11)
clotritro +———— 0.70(0.45,1.11) (0.43,1.15)
itra +—e—+ 0.73(0.46,1.15) (0.45,1.19)
flusb +———1— 0.75(0.47,1.18) (0.46,1.22)
pos +———— 0.76 (0.48,1.20) (0.46,1.24)
flu +———— 0.76 (0.49,1.19) (0.47,1.24)
lemong +—————@+—6:87(0.37,2.05) (0.35,2.18)
lemonj +———————&——6:92(0.40,2.16) (0.37,2.29)

T T T T

0 A 81 2.2

Heterogeneity variance = 0

AINA 47 uaed interval plot Y09819ULIBT1 NAAWSAU clinical cure rate

HaMTIATEAiiednddulseansnareen tneusuiiu SUCRA (Surface
under the cumulative ranking curve), pbest ag Rankograms wandliiiuinnisiden
laser ¥1in adpt flomalumsfueniiiiussansnalunisilosiunsindosuaunlutes
Unafausnludtheiedlediiliinefioinisindeu (primary oral candidiasis) fifgn e
finsanandesazveslemalunisduenfifiusyansuaiiaiian (% Probability of being
best) Wundn Andu Sovay 45.6 fuilléngm SUCRA 87.8 wazdidrsunnutasduendiil
UsgAnduadiananidudiuil 2.5 druddiusesasunfesn lamon juice wag fluconazole

ANUAIAU AILEAIIUANTIN 21 LazAINT 55



100

AT 20 wan SUCRA, Probability of being best Wag Mean rank U8481A1UL3837

NaawsA1U clinical cure rate

Probability of | Mean
Treatment SUCRA

being best (%) | rank
laser i adpt 87.8 45.6 02.5
clotrimazole troche 46.8 00.1 07.4
fluconazole 724 01.7 04.3
fluconazole single dose 63.3 00.9 05.4
topical gential violet 21.8 00.0 10.4
itraconazole 57.3 00.1 06.1
ketoconazole 33.9 00.0 08.9
laser 04.3 00.9 12.5
lemon grass 71.4 18.2 04.4
lemon juice Jani 30.9 03.7
miconazole 35.8 00.0 08.7
nystatin 09.6 00.0 11.8
posaconazole 68.0 01.6 04.8
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Rank
Graphs by Treatment

r-:ll ¥ -«-&J U [ 5% .
AN 48 LY Rankograms Ua8101ULYB31 Naanwdn1u clinical cure rate

nsUsEiuaARANNNSARUN (Publication bias)

Tun1sneaauandaINASARUNNaUTNUINNSANEININUANTIVTIL ALY

a Ql'

a ¢ a & X v A a | | P a g v
A5 BATITaALIUAS LTk TNz lssuUlUluRen1sRiondsnasanan1sAnwus oty 19

a [ [

35 Funnel plot Tunisnageunaansuanlua1UUIEaNSNANIINITSNEIEN1IARTN

[

(clinical cure rate) ¥8981A1UTBIIANMSTUSNWINISAMTDITLAURAN L ULBIUIN (oral
candidiasis) TugUageylel Inedinsfinwniuniiasieiianun 21 91U Jaman1snageuny
nsnsEaewiniy lnenisAnwnmunegnelasunsieuwaziinsnszaneiauung 3e1aasy

aa (%

T lsinuaARannnISAANN Fas1eazdenlunIng 56
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AN 49 Udnd Funnel plot U838101ULY991 Naawsn1u clinical cure rate

4.4.2.1 NadnsI99v94 oral candidiasis treatment
1. UseAnBraniusnsn1ssnemeusate (mycological cure rate) Ua38161U
Wondmiusnwinisiaiesuaudnntugeslin (oral candidiasis) TugUaeiovled Imsen
wuuldvuine
NMSANMUTEEVBNAAIUSRIINITINEIEUBT (mycological cure rate)
¥ dfl’ ] v a d’l’ a ] il . Vo a
YoeE1R T EMTUTINIINMAAe T IAUARTluYeIUIN (oral candidiasis) TugUaeiayle?
Ipszsuuldvuinen Uizl,ﬁummi’mawgwawazﬂm%matfﬂuau 3991 colonies <
10 cfu/ml (mycological evaluation) a1nn1sAn@esILAUAATUGBIUN (oral candidiasis)
Usziiulaggvinn15Anu1ide (Investigator) w3aunndpiiedyay (Physician) Buaans e
=l 1 =
P8 30 blve wull
WUATANYINTIBNUNBINSATUAUSRIINITINIBUDTE (mycological
cure rate) VIEIANULYTDIIENSUSNBIN1ARTRIIWALRA WU (oral candidiasis) Tu
AUretetled Tinswiuuuldrunnet aneddenmun 16 au gUiedisiunisfinuiidy

2,393 918
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A NUNINKARIANULTOULEINATNTVDINANFIUN1ASY (Direct evidence)
TEMINWARLYIN 18NNAUTULNUEUAREYIN LaTIUINYBIINAULEAITITILIUHIUIT I
a v gj = = 2 . a o 1 Y 1
FYVDIYIUU ) Faannmazwiulain fluconazole 100 me oral daily LPUIUNGUAIDYY
uﬁﬂﬁﬁjﬂ 3898911A® Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 times a day Wag fluconazole
D1;200mg then 100 mg/day druduiiliousioszninananiiumnefseiduguiouiieu
M IAgANUIIVBAF U DULEAITIT IV WITevRIRsNUTB U UL 9 wanslunmg
57

itral00

flusSD150

flu100

mico50

clotritro50

itra200
nys2000000

itra200g2

posload1000s
itra200g1

fluload100

‘:ll L d’lj U 5% .
AN 50 WanY Network map U898101ULYBs1 Waawan1u mycological cure rate

PineATeiannsahlUiesgieduuedetis (Network meta-analysis)
$7IUVAY 16 91 Dewit et al., 1993(30) Dewit et al., 1998(31) Dewit et al., 1989(32)
Graybill et al., 1998(33) Koletsr et al., 1990(34) Murray et al., 1997(37) Phillips et al.,
1998(38) Pons et al., 1993(39) Pons et al., 1997(40) Redding et al., 1992(41)
Sangeorzen et al., 1994(42) Scwingel et al., 2012(43) Van Roey et al., 2004(44)
Vazquez et al,, 2010(45) de Repentigny et al., 1996(47) waz Nyst et al., 1992(48))

WaneaauanuliaennaediureIwide (Inconsistency test) wulnlifivangiuvesaauly
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Aoandesiu (p-value =0.746) TsaguldhenAders 16 muflanuaenadesiuresdoya
U sannsnTiunansineRanuang1un1ense (Direct evidence) wagndng1u
9903 (Indirect evidence) A8n193LATIERBANUATIU L AN NANNRFIUVDINITIATIEN
PANULATEYE

HANTIATIEBANLATEUE (Network meta-analysis) wansluguiuy
interval plot Wu31 nystatin 500,000 U 4 times a day, nystatin 200,000 U 4 times a day
ey clotrimazole troche 10 mg 5 times a day ﬁﬂizﬁm%waﬁmé’mﬁms%’ﬂm‘msruaqL%a
(mycological cure rate) vasendudendmsusnumsindesuauanilutestn (oral
candidiasis) TugUaetevlel lu Weenin Laser wiln APDT agniitiydAnyn19adia (RR =
0.09, 95%Cl 0.02, 0.34 RR = 0.21, 95%Cl 0.06, 0.75 waz RR = 0.44, 95%Cl 0.24, 0.83 #

NYALDYALUNINT 58

Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)
nys2000000 vsadpt ¢ 0.09 (0.02,0.34) (0.02,0.40)
nys800000 * 0.21 (0.06,0.75) (0.05,0.88)
laser * 0.41 (0.17,1.00) (0.15,1.16)
clotritro50 —— 0.44 (0.24,0.83) (0.21,0.96)
mico50 ——— 0.49 (0.23,1.04) (0.20,1.19)
itra200g1 * 0.50 (0.17,1.49) (0.14,1.73)
flusD150 * .60 (0.19,1.89) (0.17,2.20)
itra200 —+——@——+—  0.71(0.37,1.35) (0.33,1.55)
fluload100 * ©.73 (0.26,2.01) (0.23,2.33)
keto200 —+———@——+— 0.74(0.34,1.60) (0.30,1.84)
posload100 < ®-76 (0.26,2.22) (0.22,2.58)
flu100 ———@——+—  0.76 (0.45,1.31) (0.39,1.50)
gv0.5 * £:80 (0.31,2.06) (0.27,2.37)
itra200g2 * 6:684 (0.28,2.45) (0.25,2.85)
itral00 —————@+——+ 0.86 (0.44,1.68) (0.39,1.93)
flus0 L 4 +43+40.44,2.91) (0.38,3.36)

T T T T
0 A A 3.3

Heterogeneity variance = .03

AT 51 La@ns interval plot UB9EFULTDTT HadWSA1U mycological cure rate
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KanTIATEAfiedndfulsaninarese Tneuseiiu SUCRA (Surface
under the cumulative ranking curve), pbest W8z Rankograms uanalIiuInnIsloen
fluconazole 50 mg/day flemalunsdueniivszaninadusnsnmssnumeresde
(mycological cure rate) vesenhudesdmivinvmsindeswauinilugesiin (oral
candidiasis) lufftheievled Aasginuuldvunen ffan iWefinnsananiosazvedlonia
Tunsfugniifiuszavsuaiiafian (% Probability of being best) {uvdn Anilu Seuay
40.5 Tuiildnam SUCRA 86.9 uarlidrduenutnazdueniifisyaniuaiinfiandusiud
03.1 @1uaIAUTeIaILIAREN laser Uil adpt Waz itraconazole 100 mg/day MIUAIAU A
wandlum31afl 22 wavnmd 59

A1519% 21 ua@ns SUCRA, Probability of being best uag Mean rank U998111L%957
HaaWsA1UW mycological cure rate

Probability

Treatment SUCRA | of being Mean

best (%) rank

laser ¥l adpt 81.2 22.9 04.0
clotrimazole troche 10 mg 5 times a day 24.2 00.0 13.1
fluconazole 100 mg/day 62.7 00.2 07.0
fluconazole 50 mg/day 86.9 40.5 03.1
fluconazole 150 mg single dose 48.0 02.2 09.3
fluconazole D1;200mg then 100 mg/day 58.1 00.9 07.7
topical gential violet 0.05% 65.3 07.2 06.6
itraconazole 100 mg/day 12.6 05.3 05.4
itraconazole 200 mg/day 55.7 00.0 08.1
itraconazole 200 mg/day for 7 day 333 00.0 11.7
itraconazole 200 mg/day for 14 day 69.2 14.7 05.9
ketoconazole 200 mg/day 60.2 00.0 07.4
laser 28.1 00.9 12.5
miconazole 10 mg/day 30.9 00.0 12.1
nystatin 500,000 U 4 times a day 01.2 00.0 16.8
nystatin 200,000 U 4 times a day 10.5 00.0 15.3
posaconazole D1;200 mg then 100mg/day 62.0 05.2 07.1
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MsUseiuaARaNNNNSARUN (Publication bias)
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Tun1sveaauaARIINNITARUWNBUTTIUINNITANININUANTIVTIL LA LY

nsinsieiuundiifuunliuiendenuulvluficnefiovdmasenantsinuvseld 19
3% Funnel plot lunsneaounadnsnanlughudssansrasusnnssnvmevenie
(mycological cure rate) YU e E S U EINsAnEesuAuAnlutesUn (oral
candidiasis) lufftheietlod Anmziuuulduume Tnsfimsdnuihiandesesiimun 16
U FINANINAFBUNUNITNTZAWINTY IfﬂEJﬂ’]iﬁﬂ%’]ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬂ@Qﬂﬁﬂiﬁgﬂﬂi?ﬂLLazﬁﬂ’ﬁ

N = IV 1 a Aa ¢ w = ::4'
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Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixv-£ixy)
®A-C ®A-M ®eB-C ©B-F ° B-I ° B-N
C-H C-I eC-M eD-E ° D-L ° E-H
F-J F-K F-O ®eF-Q ——-——-—- G-L G-P
H-I I-L J-K L-P

d‘ Ll dy % c v .
NN 53 19 Funnel plot Y89810MULYBRST Naansn1u mycolosgical cure rate

4.4.2.3 nadnsudnuas esophageal candidiasis treatment
1. UsednBraniusnsin1ssneenieadtin (clinical cure rate) U9981AULTD
1dmIUShwnsiawesAufaludne (esophageal candidiasis) luUaeioyled
Aasizikuuldvune) ngum 1
NSANEIUTEAVBHARIUSNIINITSNEIMENI9AGEN (clinical cure rate) V8381
£ & o LYY a & a o —- : V1 a
PRI M USNINTRATEIILALART L UAIAB (esophageal candidiasis) Iugmmaﬁuim
Besiuuldruing) g 1 Ussiiuanduiuginilonsuaroinuansig (81n15n
Aatin clinical evaluation) nNsAADILALAATTUAIAB (esophageal candidiasis)
Usziiulaggvinn15Ainu1ide (Investigator) v3aunndiiienyay (Physician) Buaans e
G 1 al
e v3e ldme  wull
NUAITANEINTIBNUNBINSATUINTINITS AW IMIen19AaLn (clinical cure rate)
£ g" ] [ a dy a [ .. . P
Y NUTIE MU YINsAnLeTALARTlWEAB (esophageal candidiasis) TugUae

wuled Tiasgsinuuldvunnen ngun 1 viavus 2 ¢ InedUiedisumsfinyviaduy 225

318
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NAANGAUDNTINTS NEEN19AaTEN (clinical cure rate) VBIE1AULY DI

dmfusnunisiadesuausailudine (esophageal candidiasis) lugUaeiovled s

! A a ¢ a . = = Y]
LL‘U‘UI?{‘SU‘L!'WIEJ'] nauvn 1 97AA1FATIENDAUIU (Meta—analyss) L‘IJiEJ‘UWIEJU‘VTaﬂE']UVI'Nﬁi\T

(Direct evidence) sewingedueshuusazg (Pairwise analysis) lngdin1siseuiiieuen

fluconazole 3 mg/kg/daily, fluconazole 3 mg/kg/daily+flucytosine 100 meg/kg/daily,

flucytosine 100 mg/kg/daily Lazevann (Placebo) N mLA 2 91 agulean

fluconazole 3 me/kg/daily, fluconazole 3 me/kg/daily+flucytosine 100 meg/kg/daily,

flucytosine 100 mg/kg/daily HUsEANTHATBINUSNTINITSAWIMIENIIAALA (clinical cure

rate) laiumn@1997n placebo AslaniTgazidenlunIng 61

© Study

flu3 - itra3flucyt100

Barbaro et al (1996)

Barbaro et al (1996)

Subtotal (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.883)

flu3 - placebo

A\ d

Risk Ratio (95% Cl)

1.05 (0.76, 1.44)
1.03 (0.92, 1.15)
1.03 (0.93, 1.15)

Events,

Treatment

22/30
38/40
60/70

Events,

Control

21/30
37/40
58/70

Barbaro et al (1996) —_— 3.06 (1.47, 6.34) 22/30 6/25
Barbaro et al (1995) 33.00 (2.11, 515.02) 16/20 0/20
Subtotal (I-squared = 73.4%, p = 0.053) <>' 7.63 (0.52, 111.13) 38/50 6/45
itra3flucyt100 - placebo
Barbaro et al (1996) —_—— 2.92 (1.40, 6.09) 21/30 6/25
Subtotal (I-squared = %, p = .) <> 2.92 (1.40, 6.09) 21/30 6/25
flu3 - flucyt100
Barbaro et al (1995) 4o 1.33 (0.88, 2.03) 16/20 12/20
Subtotal (I-squared =.%,p=.) O 1.33(0.88, 2.03) 16/20 12/20
flucyt100 - placebo
Barbaro et al (1995) 25.00 (1.58, 395.48) 12/20 0/20
Subtotal (I-squared = .%, p = .) <> 25,00 (1.58, 395.48) 12/20 0/20
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
T
1 5 10

AT 54 LARINITIATIZIALUY Pairwise analysis U990 HAGNWEA1U mycological

cure rate

ATUHUNINLAAIAI LT DU IHATNEVRINANFIUN1MTY (Direct evidence)

TEMINWARLYIN TgNNAUTULNUEUAREYIN LazIUIAYBINANLEAITITILIUNIUIT I
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Feovoswii q Faanamazsdiuldin flucytosine 100 mg/ke/daily f9UIUNGUAIBE1UN
ﬁqm 5098911A® fluconazole 3 mg/kg/daily wag , fluconazole 3 mg/kg/daily +
flucytosine 100 mg/kg/daily ehmﬁuﬁL%aueiaiwdm’aﬂﬂauﬁwmaﬁqmﬁLﬂuﬁjm'%sml,ﬁsm
fu Tasarumuvendudenuansfeiiunuenuidsvesdenuioudsutiu 9 wandlunmd
62

flu

itra3flucyt100 flucyt100

placebo
d‘ L d’lj U 6 v .
NN 55 1d@n3 Network map U898101ULY951 KaawsA1u clinical cure rate

MNNWITENansaluIesgieuueset1e (Network meta-analysis)

[V
Y

S1unuvisiu 2 91y Barbaro et al,, 1996(51) wag Barbaro et al,, 1995(52) ilevaaouay
Ligenadasiuvewide (Inconsistency test) nuinlifivangiuvesruliaenndesiu (p-
value =0.567) Fsagulddeniaders 2 mufenuaonedesturestoya dufuisannsns
HANTTIATIENIINUANFIUNIATS (Direct evidence) Wagnangumageu (Indirect
evidence) FI8MFIATILNBANIUATEVIELAMNALNAFIUTDINITIATIERBANIUATDUE
HANTIATIEIANTLLATEYE (Network meta-analysis) kansluguuuy interval
plot WU TAUADAASBINUNITIATILVBALULUULAY (meta-analysis) AITIEazdenly

mwﬁ 63
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Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)
flu3 vs ptacebo * 3.30(1.78,6.13) (0.06,182.09)
flucyt100 * 2.57 (1.24,5.33) (0.02,287.13)
itra3flucyt100 4 3.20 (1.72,5.96) (0.06,178.41)
flucyt100 —vsfu3—O—m— 0.78 (0.53,1.16) (0.06,10.02)
itra3flucyt100 —— 0.97 (0.87,1.08) (0.49,1.90)
itra3flucytl00 —vsflueyti®6+—— 1.24 (0.83,1.87) (0.09,17.45)
T T T T
0 2 1 27 299

Heterogeneity variance = 0

AN 56 U4 interval plot 9098191 NaaWSAU clinical cure rate

nsUsEiuaARANNNSARUN (Publication bias)

Tun1sneaauandaINASARUNNaUTNUINNSANEININUANTIVTIL ALY

a Ql'

a ¢ a & X v A a | | P a g v
A5 BATITaALIUAS LTk TNz lssuUlUluRen1sRiondsnasanan1sAnwus oty 19

a [ o

35 Funnel plot TunisnageunaansuanluauUIEaNINaRIINITSNEIENIIAREN

[

(clinical cure rate) V998IAUTOTIEINSUSNBINTAALTDTILAUAATILAIAD (esophageal
candidiasis) TugUaetevle? Inedn1sAnwNtuilassnavmun 2 1U FHANTNAFOUNY
nsnsEeiniy lnenisAnwinamunegnelasunsisuaziinnszaneianung 3e1aasy

aa (%

T lsinuaARannnIsARUN feseazdenlun1ng 64
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1
Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixy-£ixy)

®A-B ©®¢A-C ©eD-A oD-B eD-C

d‘ Ll dy % c v N
AN 57 Uane Funnel plot 9838101ULY991 Naawsn1u clinical cure rate

4.4.2.4 NadN5599U04 esophageal candidiasis treatment
1. Usvandnasusnsimssnvimevaade (mycological cure rate) vosendny
Fodmiusnumnmsindosuauinilugine (esophageal candidiasis) TuUaeeyled
Annginuuldunen ngui 1

(%
1% L% o A

N1AN¥IUTEAVBNANIUERTINITIN BBV (mycolosical cure rate)
¥ dfl’ ] v a -’-&J a o .« ol . Y
YDA TIENTUSAYINISAADIILAUAAT I UAIAB (esophageal candidiasis) SLUIZ\IJ‘U’JEJ
aa ¢ | A a ° £ & I 2
weyled Tiaszinuuldvunnen naud 1 Ussdiuandnwiugnamizn1swenaiduau vise
97U colonies < 10 cfu/ml (mycological evaluation) ANN1TAALTDIIMAURATTUAAD
(esophageal candidiasis) Usziiiulaggviin1s@nu1ide (Investigator) W3BUNMEEl¥e 1919y
(Physician) FNaaws Ao 118 vise iy Wull
WUNTANYINTIWNUNAANSATUTNTINTSAM8V0UTD (mycological
cure rate) VDIV IAUTOTIEMTUSNBINTRARDILALANTIUAIAD (esophageal
candidiasis) TugUaeterle? Ainseikuulduwing nquit 1 Maviae 2 91 Tnedlgdeinsy

ANSANENTI9EY 303 ¢
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AN USRTINS Y ITETente (mycological cure rate) veendTe
sidmsunnnmsinidesuauiniludine (esophageal candidiasis) Tuftheiotle?
Anmginuldnnnet nguil 1 :1nnsiengiodsnu (Meta-analysis) lWisuifisuvang u
y3m53 (Direct evidence) sewinsednuitiosluusiaze (Painvise analysis) lnedins
W38 amphotericin b 0.5 mg/kg/day, caspofungin 50 mg IV daily, caspofungin
70 mg IV daily wag fluconazole 200 mg IV daily MnATeLR 2 91U asulan
amphotericin b 0.5 mg/kg/day HUTEANENATDIAIUSNTINITINEIMIBNIAGTN (clinical
cure rate) 498N caspofungin 70 mg IV daily agaiiled@AgynIadfi(RR = 0.75, 95%Cl
0.63, 0.90) Lay caspofungin 50 mg IV daily HU¥aNINAVOINIUSATINITSNBINIENIG

AALN (clinical cure rate) Wouna1 caspofungin 70 mg IV daily ag1siitisdAgynaia

((RR = 0.83, 95%Cl 0.71, 0.98) Fauansseavdenlunini 65

Study Risk Events, Events,

D Ratio (95% CI) Treatment Control
ampho - caspo50
villanueva et al (2001) —_— 0.90 (0.72, 1.12) 39/54 37/46
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p=.) C> 0.90 (0.72,1.12) 39/54 37/46
ampho - caspo70
villanueva et al (2001) —_— 0.75 (0.63, 0.90) 39/54 27128
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =) O 0.75 (0.63, 0.90) 39/54 27128
caspo50 - caspo70
villanueva et al (2001) —— 0.83(0.71, 0.98) 37/46 27128
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p=.) <> 0.83(0.71, 0.98) 37/46 27128
caspo50 - flu200
villanueva et al (2002) — 0.90 (0.76, 1.06) 59/81 76/94
Subtotal (I-squared =.%, p =) C) 0.90 (0.76, 1.06) 59/81 76/94
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

T T T

ol 1 5 10

AT 58 WARINISIASIZIALUU Pairwise analysis U090 HAGNWSA1UW mycological

cure rate
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A NUNINKARIANULTOULEINATNTVDINANFIUN1ASY (Direct evidence)
JeINeAazyln InganauiiuunueIuiasylin WAEIUINVBINNANLAATITILIUNTITY

a v gj = = 2 . . a o 1 Y [l
FHevesei 9 Fyannmaziiuladn caspofungin 50 mg IV daily H91uungueieegieun

a

& 5998911A8 amphotericin b 0.5 mg/kg/day tag caspofungin 70 mg IV daily d@uLdu
MeusesyIenaufiunneisenluguioudisuiu Ineanunuvesduliouuanad

° a v ! ™ = & A
‘U']U'JUGU@Q\T]U'JQEJGUBQQEJ']L'UﬁEJ‘UL‘V]EJ‘Uuu A LLﬁ@ﬂ‘Hﬂﬂ‘W‘Vi 66

ampho

caspo70 caspo50

flu200

AT 59 Lane Network map 9838181ULG9351 Naansa1u mycological cure rate

nntefiansailviinseieduiuaietis (Network meta-analysis)
$1u7uVeAY 2 971 villanueva et al, 2001(53) villanueva et al.2002(58) Wiovnasua
ligonnnoeiuvesnudde (Inconsistency test) wuinldiindnguvesnnuliiaenndasiu (p-
value =0.221) Fsagulfinnuiseiis 2 sufianuaonndosturestoya fafuSaunsas
HANTTIATIENINMANIUNWATI (Direct evidence) Wagnang1um1ageu (Indirect

evidence) fIaMFIATIZNRANIUATEVIELAMNALNAFIUTDINITIAT IR ANIUATDUE



114

HANTIATIERANLASEYE (Network meta-analysis) wansluguuy
interval plot WU UszanSnanuensin1ssnemeussde (mycological cure rate) U881
mudendmiuinunisiaiiesuauiailudine (esophageal candidiasis) lugUaeioyle?

Basgviwuulduwnet naud 1 lufianuusnsieiy fdeaseasdeatunini 67

Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)

*

caspo50 vs ampho 1.11 (0.89,1.39) (0.26,4.75)

caspo70 B R 1.33 (1.10,1.60) (0.40,4.36)

L 4

flu200 1.23 (0.93,1.63) (0.20,7.61)

caspo70 vs caspo50 o 1.19 (1.02,1.40) (0.43,3.28)
flu200 —_— 1.11 (0.94,1.30) (0.38,3.20)
flu200 Vs caspo7d * 0.93 (0.74,1.16) (0.21,4.04)
T T T T
2 5 1 3 7.4

Heterogeneity variance = 0

AT 60 Lans interval plot UB9EFULTDTT HadWSAIU mycological cure rate

HaN1TIATIEiednanuUsEantHavatwn Inauseidiu SUCRA (Surface
under the cumulative ranking curve), pbest i8¢ Rankograms wansliinInTsden
caspofungin 70 mg IV daily fllenalunisiluenfiiussansuamusnsinissnumeveade

(mycological cure rate) ¥031@UTDIIEMTUSIBINTAALTDTILAUAATUAAD

=

(esophageal candidiasis) Tugtheteled Tinszviwuuldvunen ngun 1 Nfan Weniansan

nsevasvadlonadlunisilueifiuszdnduaniiign (% Probability of being best) 1u

v [y

yan Aadu Sesay 73.0 ANuNLANT I SUCRA 90.4 wazilansuainuuaziduiil

Usvansuananaaduaiudl 01.3 drudrdusesasn@een fluconazole 200 mg IV daily

9

wag caspofungin 50 mg IV daily aua1du AslanslunisIen 23 uaznIwi 68



AT 22 wan SUCRA, Probability of being best Wag Mean rank U8481A1UL3837

NaaWsA1U mycological cure rate

Treatment SUCRA | Probability | Mean
of being rank
best (%)

amphotericin b 0.5 mg/kg/day 08.7 00.0 03.7
caspofungin 50 mg IV daily 32.2 00.1 03.0
caspofungin 70 mg IV daily 90.4 73.0 01.3
fluconazole 200 mg IV daily 68.7 26.9 01.9
ampho caspo50
® - @ -
© - © -
S - N
N - N -
O o
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
caspo70 flu200
® - @ -
© - © -
S - N
N - N -
o H o
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Rank

Graphs by Treatment

A7 61 wane Rankograms Y0981ANULAIBDTT KAGNWSAUW mycological cure rate
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AsUsEueARANNNSARUN (Publication bias)
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TunsnageuaARINNNISARLMNDUIEEIUINNTAN®ININUANRTIUTIU LA b

a s a & X v o N a al' | ! = a 19 v
ﬂ']i')Lﬂi'wvi@ﬂmr]uwﬁﬂuwLLu’ﬂu@JVmZL‘UENLUUIﬂIu‘VlﬂVﬂQVI@Wﬂaﬂwaﬁawaﬂqiﬂﬂﬁqﬂialm IEU

35 Funnel plot TunisnagounaansuanludUUIEENSNAAUERIINIIS N INIEUVD LD

(mycological cure rate) UaseIAUTDIIENTUTAYINTAARIDIILAUAATTUAIAD

(esophageal candidiasis) Tugtheteled Tinsgiwuuldvunen naud 1 lnedn1sAinwd

WUTIATILTNUA 2 91U FIRANTNAFBUNUNIINTEBWINTY InensAnwviaiuneg
melasunsigiariinisnszaneiauins Ie1asuladlinveafininnsanum s

S8aLLDYALUNINA 69

o -
AN
/7 \
7 \
7 \
7 \
Vs N
7 \
7 \
V2 N\
/ \
7 \
Vs N\
7 AN
7 \
/7 AN
7 N\
/7 N\
7 \
/7 AN
/7 N\
/7 AN
7 \
7 \
/7 \
Vs \
7 \

7 \
7 \
T T ? T T
-.2 -1 0 1 2

Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Yixv=£ixy)

® A-B eA-C eB-C eB-D

AT 62 LaR9 Funnel plot U89819ULYD5) HadWsAu mycological cure rate
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2. Us@nBuanudnsnnissnemevaaids (mycological cure rate) U83161U
Wondmsusnwnisiaiiesuaudniludne (esophageal candidiasis) Tugtheiavle?
Aaszikuuldvwinet ngun 2

NSANUUTEAVBNANIUERIINITTNBIEURNT (mycological cure rate)
% dy ] v a dy a o o Qe . Y
YU TIE MU YINITARLTRTALARNLWEAB (esophageal candidiasis) TugUae
aa ¢ | A a ° v & I a
wyled Tiaszsinuuldvunnen naud 2 Usediuandtwiugnamizniswenaiduau vise
977U colonies < 10 cfu/ml (mycological evaluation) AMnNA1TAALTDIIMAUAATTUEIAD
(esophageal candidiasis) Usziiulaggyinnis@inu1ide (Investigator) W3aunmeglie ey
(Physician) FIWaans Ao w1e W Wiy wull
WUNTANYINIIUNUNAANSATUTNTINTSAWM8V0UT8 (mycological
cure rate) Y0981ANUTOTIEMTUTNBINTAALTEIILALAMTIUAIAD (esophageal
candidiasis) TugUastevle? Ainseiuuulduwing nqui 2 vaviae 2 91 Tnedlgdeinsy
ANSANNIIGEN 711 518
NAGNSAUBRTINITINWINBVDUTD (Mmycological cure rate) UBIEIFULLYD
Mdwiushwinsinesuausiailudine (esophageal candidiasis) TugUaeiavled
a ¢ | oA a ¢ a . = ~ )
Anszikuulduuning) ngun 2 A1nnnsAATIeieduu (Meta-analysis) LUSsuisunangu
9954 (Direct evidence) seninsgnmudasluusiaze (Pairwise analysis) lneiin1g
W3suLieusn anidulafungin IV D1;100 mg then 50 mg/day, fluconazole D1;200 mg
then 100 mg/day Wag Itraconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day 91N91UIYIINNA 2
1 agulann Usedvtnaveainudnsnmssnwmeesitie (mycological cure rate) vede
U@ mIusnunsin@eswausalugine (esophageal candidiasis) lugUlsieyled

Aasizikuuldvwinet ngun 2 laduansneiu deianssigazidenluning 70
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Study Risk Events, Events,

D Ratio (95% CI) Treatment Control

anidulafunginO - flu100
= 0.93 (080, 1.07) 156/300 169/301

Krause et al (2004)

Subtotal (I-squared =%, p =)

O

> 0.93 (0.80, 1.07) 156/300 169/301

1100 - itra100

Wilcox (1997) — 0.83 (0.67, 1.01) 4057 5/53

Subtotal (l-squared = %, p =) O 0.83 (067, 1.01) 40057 45153

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

AT 63 LEAINITIATILALUU Pairwise analysis Y9981 1UTDIT HAGWSA1U mycological

cure rate

A UNUNINKARIANULTOULEINAGNTVDINANFIUN1IRST (Direct evidence)
TEMINYWARLILN 1AgNNAUTULNUEUARZILN LaTIUINVBIINANLEAITITILIUNITIT Y
Wevoseniu 9 Feannmaziiuladn fluconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day fg1uau
NAUFAIBENUINTIEA T8983UA8 anidulafungin IV D1;100 mg then 50 mg/day uaz
ltraconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day @U@ UILTONADIZNINTNNAUTUNLNBE I

2 1 = @ v A = o a o ! = =
JuaSguiiguiu Inganuru e dduiisuuanatadnuiIuYesuidevesgeUseuiiey

1 9 wansluning 71
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flu100

anidulafungin50

itral00

AT 64 Uang Network map 983810113831 Naansa1W mycolosical cure rate

Mnndtefiansahlviinszsiefunuadetis (Network meta-analysis)
$AUTaEY 2 91U Krause et al, 2004(55) Wilcox.,1997(56) iionaasuninuliiaonndsafin
Y813 (Inconsistency test) wuinlifindngiuvesniuliaenndesiu (p-value =0.067)
Faaguldanddedis 2 nuliauaenadosturestoys duisanmsrimantsingg
INUANFIUNIATS (Direct evidence) wagnangIun19eeu (Indirect evidence) AenIs
AAT1LRANILATEUE LN INANLAFILYBINITIATIZ TR ANIULATEUY

HANTAATIZYBANLATEYIY (Network meta-analysis) wanstusuiuy
interval plot Wu" UsavSnadusnsnsinumevede (mycological cure rate) U881
Fudosdmiunyimsindesuauinilusine (esophageal candidiasis) luffthetesled

a L3 1 1 a 1 1 [ (% N d‘
Ansrgwuuldaunen Ny 2 lufimnuunnaneiy Aasgagdealunni 72
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Comparison ES (95%Cl) (95%Prl)

flu100 vs anidulafungin5g——+-@—+—— 1.08 (0.93,1.25) (0.41,2.83)

L 4

itra100 1.30 (1.01,1.67) (0.26,6.56)

itra100 vsflulo0 ——————+—————— 1.21 (0.99,1.47) (0.33,4.41)

2 5 1 3 6.7

Heterogeneity variance = 0

AT 65 LER9 interval plot UB9EIFULTDTT HadWSAU mycological cure rate

KanTIATITAfiednddulsEanSnareen Tneuseiiiu SUCRA (Surface
under the cumulative ranking curve), pbest &g Rankograms wansliiuInaslden
ltraconazole D1;200 mg then 100 me/day flemalunsduefifivszadninadusnsinis
AT 1 (mycological cure rate) YaseiuTesdmiusnvInsAngo LA

ludae (esophageal candidiasis) lugtaeieyled Ainswuuuldvuing nqui 2 Ndan 1o

Rsananievazvedenalunsifueiusyanswanafian (% Probability of being

9

[

best) Wundn Andu Sevay 96.4 fuTlingIw SUCRA 97.7 uasidwumnuiinaziluendil
UszanSuanaigailudiuil 01.0 daudifusesasnfesn fluconazole D1;200 mg then
100 mg/day waz anidulafungin IV D1;100 mg then 50 mg/day MIUAIRU AILEATIUATIS

7 24 waznINA 73



AT 23 wana SUCRA, Probability of being best Wag Mean rank U8481A1UL3837

NaaWsA1U mycological cure rate

Treatment SUCRA | Probability | Mean
of being rank
best (%)

anidulafungin IV D1;100 mg then 50 09.0 01.0 02.8
mg/day
fluconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day 43.2 02.6 02.1
[traconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day 91.7 96.4 01.0
anidulafungin50 flu100
® - @ -
© - © -
S - N
N - N -
O o
1 2 3 2 3
itra100
©
©
<
C\! -
o -
1 2 3
Rank

Graphs by Treatment

AT 66 WaRS Rankograms Y098IANULAIBDTT KAaWSAUW mycological cure rate
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AsUsEueARANNNSARUN (Publication bias)
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TunsnageuaARINNNISARLMNDUIEEIUINNTAN®ININUANRTIUTIU LA b

a s a & X v PN a PN ) ] = = |9 v
ﬂ']ﬁ')LﬂiWSW@ﬂNWUﬂﬁﬂUNLL‘U'JIU@J‘W"U%L‘UENLUUIUIUVIﬂWWQWBWQaQNam@Naﬂ']iﬂﬂ‘b"ﬁ/ﬁ@im 1611

35 Funnel plot TunisnagounaansuanludUUIEENSNAAUERIINIIS N INIEUVD LD

(mycological cure rate) UaseIMUTDIIEUTUTAYINTAARIDIILAUAATTUAIAD

(esophageal candidiasis) Tugtheteled Tinsziwuuldvunen naud 2 lnedin1sfinwd

WUTIATILTNUA 2 91U FIRANTNAFBUNUNIINTEBWINTY InensAnwviaiuneg
melasunsigiariinisnszaneiauins Ie1asuladlinveafininnsanum s

SearRYnluNINg 74
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Effect size centred at comparison-specific pooled effect (Vixy-Lxv)

® A-B ®B-C

AT 67 Lan9 Funnel plot U89819ULY95) HadWsA1u mycological cure rate
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unil 5

a3U afUseNa uazdalauauuy
5.1 #3UNan15Y

PNMsAnwUsEansnavesnsldenvedesiunmsiinwesausaludesinuas
areastsniugtheetled lnensnumuissunssueg1antussuu (Systematic review)
LagIlATIEaANWATEYN (Network Meta-analysis) 91n91W3deluguiuy Randomized

Controlled Trials (RCTs) finuidinausinamua 15 91 lungusogisnaau 3,597 510 Tng

o v

Soway 80.00 Y9NNUIYTINUYEIFIAUBAR (Some concern risk of bias)

]
v

AMTUNUITENNILNATATRNALALIATIZRNAL1ULATEYNY (Network meta-

Y Y

¥

analysis) yowmadningnauvensideiiedesiunisiindesuauinludosinuazdine
adausnluginetesled :nnuide 15 aw Tunduihegne 3,597 318 NadwsTesi UM
Uaoade Ao onmsinadesiiintundinislésuaduies Snserinaannuisesiuoy
10 91w Tunguéieeng 2,835 518

NAEWEWEN YT primary prevention Usvansnavesmsideniietosiunisinige
swauRnlugesinadiusn (successful of prevention) 1‘14;31]38@6{11@‘31‘7@’01@]Lﬁﬂﬁmmim
fau (primary oral candidiasis) wan15AATIZRBALIUATOUY (Network meta-analysis)
wansluguluy interval plot wu3n nsUszaumudSansldenietestunsindes
waudnlurosnadusnlugthoetloifilieeiionnsnou (primary oral candidiasis)
‘ijgﬁi%m ltraconazole 200 mg, Nystatin 200,000 U, Nystatin 400,000 U wag placebo
A0AARDANUNITIATIZVBAULUULAN (meta-analysis) Ao NNAIliNaliunnsiariu

uenINHFwhnsimssiiulssaninavesmsidenitedosiunsinideswaud
alugiesun (successful of prevention) IurzgﬂwLaﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂm%mmi (primary oral
candidiasis) Tuguuuvas SUCRA, pbest uag Rankograms wu31n1slden Nystatin
400,000 U femalunsfusitiiussansnalunsdostunsindouauinlugeainas
usnlugfthetevlefilsiineiionnisunneu (primary oral candidiasis) fign dauddu
03891788 Itraconazole 200 mg waz Nystatin 200,000 U aaiddy wariiloyszidivend
NNSARUA (Publication bias) Yesuitefhinulnseiusyansnadunistestiunisie
deoswaudnlutoinafusnlugieetloifliieeiionnsunnou (primary oral

6

candidiasis) aunsaaguladn lunveafiannnsinum
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NASWSUAN Y09 primary prevention UszAnswavosnsldeniletiestunisinge
swaufnilugire (successful of prevention) Tugfthetesleidslsiieionnisunnon
(primary esophageal candidiasis) Wan19ItATIZBALNUATEUNE (Network meta-
analysis) LLa(ﬂﬂugULLU‘U interval plot Wu" msUszaupudsanisldeiietestunisin
L%aiwLmuamﬂuﬁ’mﬂuijﬂ'smaﬂaf’;ﬁlﬂmaﬁmmimﬁau (primary esophageal
candidiasis) Tugfiilden Itraconazole 200 mg ua placebo @eandesiuMTiATIEioAINY
WUUWAL (meta-analysis) fie nndalvina liwansinaiu

uenINHF sl ssaninavesmsldeitedesiunsindesuaud
Alua1Ae (successful of prevention) 1u;§ﬂaaLaeula‘iﬁé'ahjLﬂ&lﬁmmimdau (primary
esophageal candidiasis) Iug'LJLL‘UUSU’eN SUCRA, pbest way Rankograms wua1 n15lgen
ltraconazole 200 mg ienalunsifueniitussavsnalunsilosiunisindoswaudnily
ﬁ'lﬂaiuﬁﬂamasulﬁﬁhimaﬁmﬂﬁmﬁau (primary esophageal candidiasis) fifign du
Sdusesamfes placebo muddy wazidleUszifiueaRannnisifiudt (Publication bias)
YesdTeTinndnseiUssavsnaveinsideniletestunsindesuauianludine
(successful of prevention) 1u;§ﬂamam19'3ﬁ€fﬂajLﬂaﬁmmimdau (primary esophageal
candidiasis) ansaaguladn lunveafiannmsinum

NadNS1aN Vas secondary prevention Uszananavasnisldefietesiunisia
Woruaudnd-lutesin (successful of prevention) Tufftheieslednetulsail
(secondary oral candidiasis) Iwasngiwuulaldvuingr wan1siAsIgiefuuLAIeU Y
(Network meta-analysis) LLamﬁug‘ULLUU interval plot Wua1 &1 Fluconazole oral daily,
Fluconazole oral weekly wag Itraconazole oral daily fiusvansnalunisilostunsinde
swAuRmS TN (successful of prevention) And1 eaen (Placebo) oeadl
Toddnymeadn aenndesfiun1siasee AuuluULAY (meta-analysis) Sanuindle
WIsuiileusenusiaze o1 Fluconazole oral daily fiUszavdnalunistiestumsindes
wALAASTlugesUn (successful of prevention) fin1 &1 Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5

[

time daily ag198tlud1AgunIana

o

[

yennigwhmsiaseaulsyansnavesnsidoniledesiunsiniesuaud
malugesun (successful of prevention) 1u;§ﬂww?ﬂa§ﬁm8@ﬂiﬂﬁ’ (secondary oral
candidiasis) Baszwuulidlavunner Tuguwuuves SUCRA, pbest waz Rankograms wuil
n3lden Fluconazole oral daily flomalunisiiueniifiuszavsuaiinga fudesiunisin

WosuwauRnglugesUn (successful of prevention) ludUaeerledimneidulsail
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(secondary oral candidiasis) insnguuulaldvuingr ardusesamnAeen Itraconazole
oral daily waz Fluconazole oral weekly mudsu wasiiloUszidiuenfainnisinus
(Publication bias) ¥s01Adeiininseissansnavesmsldoniiedosiunisinides
uauRalutaaan (successful of prevention) Tufftheretleifiaeidulsail (secondary
oral candidiasis) Awaenuulildvwingt aunsaasuladn ldnuepninnisAfiun
NAdNSWAN 289 secondary prevention UszAninavenisideniiatasiunisia
osuaufaelurosin (successful of prevention) Tufftheietloifineidulsatl
(secondary oral candidiasis) wnekuuldvuneings 1 nan15inseiefuumzeiy
(Network meta-analysis) LLamﬂug‘ULLUU interval plot Wua1 Fluconazole 100 mg/day,
Fluconazole 50 mg/day Wag Itraconazole200 mg/day fiusvanswatlosiunisindos

¥ U

wauAaE lutesuin 1aRnin masn (Placebo) agnsiidudfan1vana donndesiuns

a a

AATILHOAUTURUULAN (meta-analysis) Wag Fluconazole 50 mg/day Husz@ndualesniu
nsAndesTAuRmslugesin 1R Fluconazole 150 mg/week eehsfiifuddama
GA

usnNdfwhnsimssidulssansnavesmsideiietosiunsindeswaud
aenlugesn (successful of prevention) Iuﬁﬂamaﬂa‘iﬁmmﬁuBmf (secondary oral
candidiasis) Baszwuuldvuinengs 1 lugduuures SUCRA, pbest wag Rankograms
WU11 A5188 Fluconazole 50 meg/day ﬁiamalumsl,ﬁumﬁﬁﬂizﬁw%maﬁﬁqﬂ a9y
3998911ABY Fluconazole 100 mg/day Way Itraconazole 200 mg/day AuasvU wauiile
Useiiuanfnnnnisifum (Publication bias) vesuisefiinuinssiussaninavoenisld
guiotosfumsindesuaufnidilutesiin (successful of prevention) Tugfthetewledi
weulsnil (secondary oral candidiasis) T gviuuuldvuinengy 1 ansnsoaguléin T
WUOARAINNTANUN

HASWSTAN VB secondary prevention Usgansnavesnisldeniiatestiunisin
Foruaufnd-lutesin (successful of prevention) lufftheiesleinetulsatl
(secondary oral candidiasis) Jwmeiuuldvungngs 2 nan15insIevieANIuATeUY
(Network meta-analysis) LLamﬂugﬂLL‘UU interval plot Wu11 Fluconazole 200 mg/day &
Uszansnadlesfunsinidesuauanigiludestan Teandh Untreated agaiideddayma

a4 @enAABINTUNITIATIENBRAIULUULAN (meta-analysis)  BlUTeuigugeusiayyin

[ (%
=

WU Fluconazole 200 meg/day fiuss@vsnatosiunisindosuauangludesiin o

o w aa

Ana1 Clotrimazole troche 10 mg/5 times daily agedited@AyNI9aH
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yanMNEFMTes TS arsnavessideitetestunisindesuaui
malugesin (successful of prevention) Iuéﬂwwﬂﬁﬁmmﬁﬂsﬂﬁ (secondary oral
candidiasis) Aaszrkuuldvuinengs 2 luguuuures SUCRA, pbest wag Rankograms
wui1 msldien Fluconazole 200 me/day Memalunsidugiiiussavsuaiinan daudidu

399891181 Fluconazole 400 mg/week ez Fluconazole 200 mg/3 times a week

'
[y o

PNaNU  waztilaUseiliuaaRannnsAnun (Publication bias) ¥8991W387UNNIATIEH
UszanSnarainishuefintaanunisintasiwauaag lutesUn (successful of
prevention) lugiaeievledfiaeidulsatl (secondary oral candidiasis) 3was1eviuuuld

4

YAeNgy 2 aunsaazuladn linveaRainnsanum
NadNSWAN 289 secondary prevention UsgAninavesnisideniietasiunisia
Hoswaudaeludine (successful of prevention) Tuffthetetleifiaeidulsail
(secondary esophageal candidiasis) Ans1zsuulaildvuinen wan1siasizsiofuny
WUULAYL (meta-analysis) Wu31 Ketoconazole oral daily or fluconazole oral daily &
Uszavsravessiuaunsnduidug (successful of prevention) WAN#A1931N Untreated
pg1afidsdAneatan  uddeldanansatlvitesziefunuaietiy (Network meta-
analysis) b ins1zdeyaliiiiosne vilnldnsiunalusuuuuves SUCRA, pbest uag

Rankograms

'
P

nsfnwideluads imunmafeiiianeseiianudssnnenfia (High risk of
bias) FsliArTedan1siasiziaull (Sensitivity analysis)

HaaWS1ANUas oral candidiasis treatment UseANBSNanIUsnTINITSAWIMILNIY
Aadin (clinical cure rate) vosendrudosdmiuinvmsandosuauinlugasiin (oral
candidiasis) TugUaeetled Aiaserwuulduunnen nan1sliasizeiuunIeaYie (Network
meta-analysis) LLamﬁugﬂLLUU interval plot Wu31 laser, nystatin 200,000 U 4 times a
day, nystatin 500,000 U 4 times a day W& topical gential violet 0.00165% 5ml twice

a a v % U

daily HUse@nduanusnsinissnwmenisaaiin (clinical cure rate) Gumméf'ml,%ai']
dsusnvimsindesuauinilutesiin (oral candidiasis) Tufftasieled Tu dosnin
Laser vila APDT agnslitiud1Agyv1seia
YoNINIEWhMTAsEREuUsY AN Hag USRI wIenneRatin (clinical
cure rate) v0sUTIEMSUSNNMsRnesLALRaTluresUn (oral candidiasis) Tu
Adaeevled Awnseiuuuldvuine Tuguuuuves SUCRA, pbest uag Rankograms Wy

n3lden fluconazole 50 mg/day filemalunisiluenifiussansnaingn drudeu



127

39989U1ADY" fluconazole 150 mg single dose Wag laser ¥iln adpt A NERU Laziile

'
av A o a ¥ (%

UszliiueaRann15AAL (Publication bias) U9991UAT8NUNNNIATIERUILENTHAAUER ST
ns¥nEmenanadn (clinical cure rate) YosendulosEmMSUSNINSAE oS ALRAN
lugeaun (oral candidiasis) Tugtheieyled Ainsziinuuldvuinen aansaaguladn lanwy
DARYINNITANUN

Nads5e9 oral candidiasis treatment UsyanSHagnusnsInsinwmevestie
(mycological cure rate) Yo uEasEmsUSnwIMsAndeswAuAnlutesn (oral
candidiasis) lugUagtetlel Ainswnuulduningr nan1siiesieviedununiey
(Network meta-analysis) LLamﬂug‘ULLUU interval plot Wua1 nystatin 500,000 U 4 times a
day, nystatin 200,000 U 4 times a day wag clotrimazole troche 10 mg 5 times a day il
Ussavisnadusnsnsinumevesde (mycological cure rate) YasduTesdmsy
fhensandesuauinilugesin (oral candidiasis) TudUeerled Tu deunin Laser

Y [y

21m APDT agnsdludnAunieana

o

LY

uenIINITwhns s siiulsEansnas SR My e veate
(mycological cure rate) Y uEasEmsUSnwINsAndesuAuAnlutesn (oral
candidiasis) TugUagtetlel Ainseiuulduuingn lugduuuves SUCRA, pbest waz
Rankograms Wuin n15l4fen fluconazole 50 me/day Menmaluninduenfiiuseavsuadia
gn @IUEPUTEIRINAREN laser ¥illa adpt uae itraconazole 100 mg/day MUEFU Uay
deUssdiuenfannnsfifiust (Publication bias) veaAdefithandnsevilsyansunasu
SasmsinyImevene (mycological cure rate) YU DsEMS U EINSRnE e
wAuAn1lugeaUIn (oral candidiasis) TugUagiesled Aasevwuuldvunen awnsaagule
11 linvaaRarnnisARuN

NAaNSHaNYed esophageal candidiasis treatment UseaMBHaAIUENTINITINE
memenadn (clinical cure rate) vasEndnudodmsushunsindosuauinilugine
(esophageal candidiasis) lugtheteled Tiasguwuuldvunet wamsliasigviefunu
130918 (Network meta-analysis) kansluguuy interval plot wuin fluconazole 3
me/kg/daily, fluconazole 3 mg/kg/daily+flucytosine 100 mg/kg/daily, flucytosine 100
mg/ke/daily HUsEENsHav0IRIUERIINITSAEIEN1eAaTin (clinical cure rate) liuanmng
91N placebo wazdloUszfiuenfinnnisifiudt (Publication bias) vesm3dedithin

ATLAUTLANTNAAUDATINITTNBIMNENIIAATN (clinical cure rate) VBIENFI1ULYDIT
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dmdusnwmsindesuauiniludine (esophageal candidiasis) TugUreievled Iwmen
wuuldvueen anunsoaguladn lunveaninnisiiun

NAGNW5389 V83 esophageal candidiasis treatment Usza@nSnanIusnsIN1sine
WETRITe (mycological cure rate) Yesdudesdmiusnwmsindesuauinly
61M8 (esophageal candidiasis) TugUheiotled Tinszviwuulduwinen mju'ﬁ' 1 Wan1s
WATILVRANUATEUE (Network meta-analysis) wandluguiuu interval plot wuin
amphotericin b 0.5 mg/ke/day, caspofungin 50 mg IV daily, caspofungin 70 mg IV daily
way fluconazole 200 mg IV daily fnalidunneineiu uilikadennaosiunITIATIZRBA
IULUULAL (meta-analysis) A caspofungin 70 mg IV daily JUsz@nsnan1usnsInig
A TR 1 (mycological cure rate) Ang1edu

uenINTTwhns s siiuUsEansnas SR M v ImeTe T
(mycological cure rate) Tasendudondmsusnsmsindosuauinilugne
(esophageal candidiasis) lugtheteled Tinsgnuuldvuine N 1 Tuguuuuves
SUCRA, pbest way Rankograms #ua1 n1skaian caspofungin 70 mg IV daily dlenalunis
Lﬂumﬁﬁﬂssﬁw%waﬁﬁqﬂ dua1AuIoIaABY fluconazole 200 me IV daily wag

caspofungin 50 mg IV daily sua1au wagilleusziliueafannnsafiun (Publication bias)

]
[y o

YosnATefithunswiUsEavsnasusas Msinmee e (mycological cure rate)
vosdudesdmiuinunsindesuauinilugine (esophageal candidiasis) luftas
w0tle Tinsrzsiuulduunnen naud 1 ansnsaaguledn lainueafionnnsifa

NAaNSI89 UBY esophageal candidiasis treatment Usza@ndnanuensInNIssnen
mevoute (mycological cure rate) vesendnudosdmsushw AT ALY
d1Ae (esophageal candidiasis) Tugftheietle Jnsznuuldvuinet nguil 2 wan1s
WATiefnuAIeU1Y (Network meta-analysis) uandluzuiuy interval plot wuid
anidulafungin IV D1;100 mg then 50 mg/day, fluconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day
Way Itraconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day finaliunnsineiu uwalikadenadonunIg
AATILHOAUTURUULAN (meta-analysis) A Itraconazole D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day &
Ustavisnadusnsnssnumeve e (mycological cure rate) An316edu

uenINIT sl siiulsEansnas SR M hweve T
(mycological cure rate) yesndudesdmiusnumsindesuauinlugine
(esophageal candidiasis) lugtheievled Ainseiuuuldvunmnen naui 2 Tusuuuuves

SUCRA, pbest Wag Rankograms #u31 N5kt Itraconazole D1;200 mg then 100
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mg/day Slemalunsidugfiiussavdnaiifgn dndfusesaunies fluconazole
D1;200 mg then 100 mg/day Wag anidulafungin IV D1;100 mg then 50 mg/day
auadu wasiileUsuiuenfannnnsffiun (Publication bias) vesnuideiithauniase
Ussavisragusnsnsinumevesie (mycological cure rate) yeseiudodmdy
Swmsindesuauinilugine (esophageal candidiasis) TugUreievled Aimsiewuuld
YR naudl 2 anansnaguliin linueadannsifias

nadnssewnuAulansy nunyltefiinsenusnstafsinnisiiue
Frudes) $1uau 10 1y sdnvesennsinafosiinuléUos Wy 81113 GI disorder, fu(skin
rash), mild elevated LFT, 81 9 (other) {udu dwdunsineluadsiflidonseauen
ﬁmﬁuaiw lawn Fluconazole oral daily, Fluconazole oral weekly, Itraconazole oral
daily LagKetoconazole oral daily %"’a:ﬁsﬁ@gaﬁﬂmmamé’ﬁj"?mmLﬁuﬁﬂisé’ﬂﬁumslﬁm
mmﬁmﬁ&mﬁqﬂ Tneaulafneanze1nsinafiseIn1smie Gl disorder, fulskin rash),
mild elevated LFT, 8 (other) uazdsnwis nM3me(dead), ormstnafssdiguusdlaun
elevated LFT, Steven Johnson Syndrome LLazmiaauﬁamﬂmsﬁﬂwﬁLﬁmﬁ’ummi

aAgsneagliliane nuvhliineinistnadseng 9 liuanaeiu

5.2 8AUs1UNA
PMNAINUMUITTUNTINBE1aTUEUY (Systematic review) wuauIsei

MnsAnwusednsnavesnisideinedesiunisiiaosiauanituteslinuazainely
Adaeeled Mamsfnwluguuuumsduwazaiuay (Randomized control trial) hawn1s
AnTziednny ( Meta-analysis) WnedlngidunisfinuiSeudiouen 2 Alguuuun1slon
wanenaiu Inedslinunisnwluzuwuunsinseiedunueiedng (Network Meta-

. A o = a a v ~ ) a & a '
analysis) Mvin13AnwIUsEANSNaTDINISITE N Tasiunsiin@esIwAuAn ludasUINuaE
o Vo a [ (Y] 3_', = cg dyd [ = v
amslugtheeylodfiuiuy dwunsnwiluasitiadunsfnyiusn lnensriusiudeya
9n91u3deluguiuy Randomized Controlled Trials (RCTs) iavinisagunaliliiuagng

[

Y] ! Y & a g v o = o & a |
VALAUIT YIRTULTDITTUARNN € ‘VlI%a']‘WTUiﬂ‘H']LLaS/Wﬁfﬂ{]@QﬂUIiﬂLGU@T]LLWuﬂﬂ"lIu%E]ﬂU']ﬂ

a a

wavaneludUlefnweiovledfivsvansnasasrnudasndieluegdls uasenduesdile

PHUsEANSHALATAUUADANIUINTIER

q
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Nan19338 TinagennassluiunsAne1ves Pienaar WazAng ANWIYINNITNUNIY
ssaunssuegradiusuulansiesieRtnuUsEans mmesendude s ildsnulsedn
dostlugeshnlufitaeiedle nan1sfnwmuin o1 fluconazole Tnasnsinisnyime
Y89 mycological An31 clotrimazole (2 RCTs; n=358; RR 1.47; 95% Cl 1.16 to 1.87) wa
itraconazole (1 RCT; n=123; RR 2.20; 95% Cl 1.43 t03.39) Tkasn31n133n¥1m18ue9
mycological Ain1 clotrimazole . gentian violet (1 RCT; n=96; RR 5.28; 95% Cl 1.23 to
22.55) and ketoconazole (1 RCT; n=92; RR 5.22; 95% Cl 1.21 to 22.53) Wvina clinical
cure AnInystatin. (8) @1un15@N®Y RCT 484 Murray LagaAuy Anwwuy multicenter,
open-label, third party-masked trial Na@n1SANHINUIN A1T35NWIAY itraconazole oral
solution JUs¥anSanuastolerated 19dni1 Clotrimazole Troches TugUreninuiu
Uﬂwiaa,samﬁ”’aﬁﬁmﬁal,aﬁa% / ondilelasuentuarads Wunan 14 Su fisvdu P<0.01(27)

| va o

= ¥ = o < = ] = ¥ ¥ dy
WﬂﬁiﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂaﬁﬂﬂaﬂﬂUUiSL@Uﬂ@? vaula Ingynisnwinanisideduasn

1151
aneviln lauA Zhang wazanglavinisnumuissunssuegnadussuuiagmsiesign
fuuUsavsamuayeUaenftvete miconazole dmsunvdesiluuin Anwilul
2016 wan1sANYINUIIUISEANSAMLaEAMLUaAAETERINE miconazole Way antifungals
du 9 ldumnshetuognaiideddy25) whinikmsanviithudiesedlunsinuves
Zhang Uszansiiinsamnsinuiidunig oral candidiasis daflauvannvatengu
Hilallnguiiaedifaitio HIV sghaden warantifungal Asnisudleudsliainuais
niniudadinsinuves Lyu wagmanglavinnisnumuissansstegradussuuiay
MsATEeANIUSEAVS A MwesEN nystatin dmdunz@esilutin wansAnwwuin
Nystatin suspension Liladtniianin fluconazole Tun1sshw1n11g candidiasis Tugoun
Tudnmsnisedreietled/iend waznsu3msen nystatin pastille eg1ufieIn3e pastille
iU nystatin suspension N3k ILAUTIUTEANEHANINNTT Nystatin suspension LilENDE1S
e msli nystatin pastille saznaInssnewuda 4 daviaunsainuszansainng
meanlseld dauenmsthafesdinulesues nystatin fie s RllRkazsT UL BALEIS
(26) ashﬂ;ﬁﬁmuauﬁqﬂwﬁuﬁé’ﬂﬁﬁmuiﬁaLLUU SRMA ATausaumsAnunUszavsnaves
antifungal Tunstlasfunnzidesludesnuasvaenemnsedesdamau Fauanseann

QU&J
JTUIYU
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dlewSsuflsunadnindndnuusyaninaes prevention uag treatment se1ing
NTIATITRUUBANY (Meta-analysis) 31nN5UTEUBUNENFIUN1RSS (Direct
evidence) voseniiuitosluusiaze (Painvise analysis) Aunanisiasziofuuaiare
(Network meta-analysis) 7il#4oyaninudngiunianss (Direct evidence) Tunsiiases
wuieaiu wulwaanwsaulunaiululudimmafeniu uwnnanafuiiswadnsseswes
esophageal candidiasis treatment Usavisnadudnsnsinumevede (mycological

cure rate) FI91UBIUIINNNTDNTHAIINAITLGIDNITAATIEVTLANANIY
5.3 9ALAUVRINITANEI

Junsfnwusniifinamuninissunssuegnalusyuu (Systematic review) uag
IATwriefuunIeU1y (Network Meta-analysis) inlvinsulainlutaguiiniséin

v W

~ ~ v & a o v oo ~ o & a '
LU ULNYULIANULYDIIVUARNY 9 VlisijaqﬁilliﬂclﬂqLLag/ﬁﬁaﬂaﬂﬂUIiﬂLSUE]T]LLQUWW']IUGUQQ

Unuazdneluithefndeleyledivssdvsnawazanuuasnsdeiduegils uazeduion

mlaniiuseansuauazanulasndeniniign Helrasaanuinisinluldvnsaiin

5.4 983MNAVBINITANEI

o v v =

1. MsfnwiivediniununmYetudde Ae udeNgnrunaeinIsAniden Seuay

=~ ‘:1'

80.00 wuinflanuidssnendeglusziuiidmudeasde (Some concern risk of bias)
TuvauzfanAdeniaudesainoafisn (Low risk of bias) ilgs¥esas 20.00 Iso1aiiuasie
A mssdngudiliindede

2. Soyaildlumsiinsesinadnsndnsulssdvsnadidnulifsmeiioinszsingudes
(Subgroup analysis) @usEAU CD4 Lagn15lAsus1 HARRT $9 Yilin133189UNaans bl
ATUNIY

3. YayanldlunsmTeinadnsvan 104 esophageal candidiasis treatment f31uaulyl

gL n AT ALIULASEYY Yilinissieunaansllasuiiu
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5.5 UDLaUDLUY

5.5.1 Yatauskuzlunsiinanisiseluly
1. nmsiwanisanwasetlulguselemllunierain 91aRa5U1NNNANSANEIN

Wunadnsudnvsonadnssas lngarunsadannisidvuinevselildvuinednsrniiansan

(% £
[y [ 1 Y

2. nquitegwesuidell dwlnglisedun CD4 Assszau 0 luauwnnal 500
cel/mm’
3. sypzantglunistioaiu dwlng > 24 dUami

4. szezanfildlunsinw o 1-3 dUanst Faduluuwmanmsinwiludeqiu

5.5.2 Tatausuuglun1vinituasssely
Tutumeunisatndeyaniifidesviginulsaiiade usumduiivsnwenatieli

loayanilaugnaeiasiiuauiiieiovesnidelaung gy
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