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Abstract

Background

The value of pharmaceutical services for Chinese patients with cardiovascular chronic
conditions was not recognized.

Aim

To investigate the comprehensive value of pharmaceutical servicesin China and find factors
influencing patient benefits.

Design and setting

This was a systematic review with multilevel meta-analysis of 183 randomized control trials
focusing on the benefits of pharmaceutical services for patients with cardiovascular chronic
conditionsin China

M ethods

English databases (PubMed, EMBASE, the Cochrane Library) and Chinese databases (China
National Knowledge Infrastructure, WanFang database) were searched from database
inception to March 27, 2023 for studies focusing on the comparation of benefits between
pharmaceutical services and usual care.

Results

Our analysis of 187 studies involving 23,895 patients demonstrated significant benefits of
pharmaceutical services, particularly in reducing readmission (OR: 0.32; 95%CI: 0.2 to 0.52;
12=50.12%), mitigating ADR (OR: 0.28; 95%ClI: 0.24 to 0.33; 12=18.07%), and improving
patient adherence. However, no benefit was observed in terms of mortality rate and the cost of
hospitalization and medication and the risk of bias was generally existed among the included
studies.

Conclusions

This study highlightsthe significant benefits of pharmaceutical servicesfor clinical outcomes
and adherence among Chinese patients with cardiovascular chronic conditions. However, the
benefitsin terms of economic outcomes remain unclear. The influence of population-specific
factors, such as disease and age, underscores the need for context-specific and disease-

tailored studiesto provide precise evidence regarding the advantages of pharmaceutical
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services. And our findings provide some new ideasfor the subsequent research and design,

standard formulation and policy implementation.
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How thisfitsin

Previous assessments showed clinical benefits of pharmaceutical services but were unclear
about other benefits and didn't consider patient characteristics or contexts. There is no
standardized system for pharmaceutical servicesin China. Our meta-analysisfound clear
clinical benefitsfor patients with cardiovascular chronic conditions and showed that age
negatively impacts adherence, and medication costsvary by disease type. This study isthe
first to analyze comprehensive benefits for Chinese patients, highlighting the importance of

considering patient characteristics in pharmaceutical services.
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INTRODUCTION

The concept of pharmaceutical care, introduced in 1990(1), revolutionized the
healthcare system by promoting pharmacist-led interventions in clinical practice such as
medication therapy management (M TM) and medication review. These interventions have
shown potential in reducing drug-related problems, lowering healthcare costs, and
decreasing healthcare utilization(2, 3). However, variability in results across countries and
diseases has challenged the notion of universal benefits from pharmaceutical services,
highlighting the need for studies focusing on specific contexts.

In the US, where pharmaceutical services originated(4), their development was
guaranteed by governmental support and developmental pace. While in China, though the
government recognized the value of pharmaceutical services in the early 21st century and
established the zero-markup drug policy to significantly altered the financial landscape by
reducing hospital profits from medication sales(5, 6). Recent policies have encouraged
hospitals to establish pharmacist service standards and fees, resulting in the proliferation
of pharmaceutical servicesin most tertiary hospitals(7-9). As pharmaceutical services in
China progressively matured, research emerged demondirating their positive impact on
Chinese patients(10-13). While research has shown their positive impact on Chinese
patients, comprehensive integrative studies with high-quality evidence remain limited,
hindering the full recognition and development of pharmaceutical servicesin China.

Given the significant benefits of pharmaceutical services for patients with chronic
conditions(14-16) and the rapidly increasing number of patients with cardiovascular
chronic conditions in China(17), our study focused on these patients. The services am to
promote rational medication use, stabilize conditions, and provide basic healthcare(18,
19). However, evidence on the specific efficacy of these services for cardiovascular
patients and the appropriate scale of service feesis lacking. Therefore, our main objective
was to comprehensively analyze the efficacy of pharmaceutical services for patients with
cardiovascular chronic conditions in China, provide robust evidence supporting their
efficacy, and explore the relationship between economic outcomes and service fee scales.

METHODS
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Following the guidance of the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and
Meta-analyses (PRISMA) 2020 statement(20), this systematic review and meta-analysis
was conducted after the registration in PROSPERO (Registered ID: CRD42023414180).
Search strategiesand selection criteria

With predetermined search strategies, databases in both English (PubMed, EMBASE,
the Cochrane Library) and Chinese (China National Knowledge Infrastructure (CNKI),
WanFang database) were systematically retrieved from database inception to March 27,
2023. One experienced researcher refined the search termsto fit the requirements of every
database (Supplement S1). The main keywords included: “Medication Therapy
Management"”, "Pharmaceutical Services', "Medication Reconciliation”, "Pharmacists"
and “Cardiovascular chronic conditions’. The search process was conducted by two
independent researchers following the selection criteria.

Studies meeting following criteria would be included:

1) Study design should be randomized control trial (RCT) study.

2) Participants: Patients with cardiovascular chronic conditions receiving

pharmaceutical services.

3) Intervention: Pharmaceutical services. Due to the early stage of development of
pharmaceutical services in China, the definition of pharmaceutical services
varied. To obtain a comprehensive analysis, the inclusion of pharmaceutical
services covered several interventions, including MTM service, medication
reconciliation and pharmacist-led services.

4) Comparison: Patients in control group receiving usual care.

5) Outcomes: Including three parts of outcomes: the clinical benefits outcome (the
rate of readmission, mortality and adverse drug event (ADE), and length of stay
in hospital) and economic outcome (cost of hospitalization and medication cost)
and evaluation of adherence.

Studies meeting following criteria were excluded:

1) No control group in the study.

2) Animal experiments.
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3) Protocol and feasihility studies.
Study selection and data extraction

Two independent researchers conducted study selection and data extraction process
with predetermined eligibility criteria. A form in Excel (Microsoft Office 365 ver.2306)
was developed to extract data from studies. Following information and data would be
extracted: 1) basic information (study title, first author, publication year); 2) study
population (age, sample size, description of participants, diseases); 3) details of
interventions and comparison; 4) outcomes and 5) the length of follow-up time. The cost
data from studies before 2023 would be discounted at a 5% discount rate until 2023. Any
disagreement in process would be solved by consultation with a third expert.

Quiality assessment

In accordance with the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of Interventions
(version 6.3)(21), the risk of biasin RCTs was assessed using the Risk of Bias 2 tool(22).
And the figure of traffic light plots was illustrated by the tools of robvis(23). In cases of
disagreement, a consensus was reached through discussion or by consulting a third expert
to solve the disagreement.

Statigtical analysis

The continuous variables were presented as mean (x standard deviation), and
categorical variables were presented by counting the number of observed events. Effect
sizes were represented as odd ratios (OR) for the binary endpoints and mean differences
(MD) for the continuous endpoints.

Given the nested structure of our data, where multiple studies are contained within
disease clusters, we performed a three-level meta-analysis to account for this hierarchy.
We focused on the statistical values of the estimates (OR/MD) and their 95% confidence
intervals (Cl). This approach allowed us to consider studies nested within diseases. The
three-level model included three variance components(24): sampling variation of effect
size at level 1, within-cluster variation (effect sizes from a cluster) at level 2, and
between-cluster variation at level 3. Thismodel captures both within-cluster and between-

cluster heterogeneity, which we assessed using the 12 statistic (% of total variance) and
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Cochran's Q test. To further explore sources of heterogeneity, we conducted a moderator
analysis based on the three-level meta-analytic model. Covariates included the mean age
of participants, duration of follow-up, economic satus of the region where
pharmaceutical services were received, and the type of pharmaceutical services. For
moderators with multiple strata, we conducted multiple comparisons to identify
intergroup differences on a pairwise basis.

Multilevel meta-analysis and moderator analysis were conducted with R version
4.3.2 using the metafor package 4.2-0 and dmetar package 0.1.0.
Code of covariables

Covariablesincluded the mean age of participantsin the study, the duration of follow
up, the economic status of the region where pharmaceutical services are received, and the
type of the pharmaceutical services. The mean age of participants was classified as less
than 45 years old, 45-60 years old, 60-90 years old and unknown. The duration of follow
up was classified as less than 3 months, 3-9 months, more than 9 months and unknown.
The economic status was defined by human development index (HDI) 2021 in China and
classified as higher or lower than the average of China(25). The type of pharmaceutical
services was classfied as pharmacist-led pharmaceutical interventions (Pl),
pharmaceutical care (PC), medication therapy management (MTM) and medication
reconciliation (MR).

RESULTS

Study selection

The process of study selection was showed on PRISMA flow diagram (Fig.1).
Finally, a total of 187 studies met the predetermined inclusion criteria and was included
for qualitative and quantitative analysis.
Study characterigtics

The basic information of studies was showed in a baseline table (see Supplement S2).
23384 participants were involved in 184 studies, with 11689 in intervention group and
11695 in control group. 8 studies conducted MTM services, 85 studies conducted

pharmacist-led pharmaceutical interventions (PI), 90 studies conducted pharmaceutical
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care (PC), and only one study carried out medication reconciliation (MR). 6 kinds of
cardiovascular chronic conditions were included: 1) Diabetes Méllitus (n=88); 2)
Hypertension (n=49); 3) Heart Failure (n=10); 4) Coronary Disease (n=4); 5) Myocardial
Infarction (n=4); 6) Hypercholesterolemia (n=3). And there were 26 studies focusing on
patients with multi-disease, like patients with hypertension and diabetes mellitus, or other
kinds of disease complicating with cardiovascular chronic conditions. The location of
study included 31 provinces and special administrative regions which covered amost the
whole China. And the most of studies (n=124) took place in economically developed
provinces of East China. Rate of readmission, mortality, adverse drug reactions (ADR),
adherence rate, length of stay, hospitalization costs, medication costs, and adherence
measured by the MM AS-8 were finally included in the quantitative analysis.
Bias assessment

The risk of bias assessment showed that approximately 85% of studies had some
concerns of the bias, 8% showed high risks of bias and 7% of low risks of bias (Fig.2).
Traffic light plots was presented in Supplement S3. The results showed that the process of
randomization in most of studies existed difficulties on generating the concealed
alocation sequence. Besides, the secondary risk was from the measurement of the
outcomes owing to that some studies failed to avoid the influence of intervention to
assessment of the outcome.
Outcomeswith disease clusters

According to the results of our multilevel meta-analysis (Fig.3), patients received
pharmaceutical services could significantly reduce the rate of readmission (OR: 0.32;
95%Cl: 0.2 to 0.52; 1°=50.12%), ADR (OR: 0.28; 95%Cl: 0.24 to 0.33; 1?=18.07%) and
shorten the length of stay in hospital (MD: -1.34; 95%Cl: -2.23 to -0.45; 1°=47.4%), while
the effect of reducing rate of mortality remained unclear (OR: 0.55; 95%CI: 0.27 to 1.12;
1>=0%). In evaluation of adherence, our meta-analysis showed a significant result for
improving both adherence rate (OR: 5.05; 95%Cl: 4.35 to 5.86; 1°=36.22%) and scores of
MMAS-8 (MD: 1.24; 95%Cl: 0.79 to 1.7; 1°=97.76%). However, as for economic

outcomes with high heterogeneity, pharmaceutical services were seemed having less
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effective than clinical outcomes.

The results of subgroup analysis (Fig. 4-6) showed that the disease was one of the

sources of heterogeneity for rate of readmission (p=0.014), adherence of MMAS-8 (p<

0.0001), cost of hospitalization (p=0.0082) and medication cost (p < 0.0001). And these

results were consistent with our multilevel analysis that most of heterogeneity werein L3,
which meant to heterogeneity from clusters.
Moderator Analysis

According to the results of moderator analysis, though the most of results showed
that predetermined moderator variables had no effect on these outcomes (Table 1), there
were some results showing that the age group was one of the moderator variables for
length of stay (p=0.023) and adherence evaluation with MMAS-8 (p=0.0001), HDI was
for adherence evaluation with MMAS-8 (p=0.027) and the type of intervention was for
medication cost (p=0.031). Additionally, for moderators that encompass multiple levels,
such as the type of service, which includes options like MR, MTM, PC, and PI, we
conducted multiple comparisons to determine which two specific levels significantly
different from each other. Presented below are the outcomes of these comparisons,
highlighting the significant differences observed.

These results underscore the importance of considering multiple levels within
moderator variables to understand the nuances in how different services, age groups, and
other factors can influence the outcomes of interest.

DISCUSSION
Summary
The outcomes of our meta-analysis diginctly affirm the manifold advantages
associated with pharmaceutical services led by pharmacists for individuals contending
with cardiovascular chronic conditions, which is consistent with extant literature.
Moreover, our multilevel and moderator analyses unveil that patients with diverse
cardiovascular conditions accrue comparable clinical benefits. Further, the medication
cost exhibits susceptihility to variations contingent upon type of disease, while adherence

rates manifest a discernible correlation with the patient's age. These discernments
9
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underscore the imperative for future investigations to account for patient-specific
characterigtics, as divergent profiles may engender varying degrees of benefit.
Strengthsand limitations

To our best knowledge, this is the fird meta-analysis with multilevel model to
evaluate the comprehensive value of pharmaceutical services in China. Our study
confirmed this value for Chinese patients with cardiovascular chronic conditions and
indicated that patients’ characteristics, such as disease and age, could significantly
influence the benefits patients could gain from these services. Our study has several
limitations. Firstly, despite comprehensive search strategies, the omission of studies was
inevitable. Gray literature and ongoing clinical trials were not included. Secondly, due to
the nascent stage of pharmaceutical services development in China, high-quality studies,
particularly economic evaluations, were scarce. Many studies had issues with
randomization and outcome measurement, complicating the implementation of double-
blinding due to the subjective nature of the intervention. Thirdly, although we aimed to
include numerous moderators to explore the relationship between benefits and population
characterigtics, the quality and number of studies restricted us to a limited set of
moderators. Finally, while our protocol considered including multiple diseases, the study
focused on patients with cardiovascular chronic conditions due to the limited availability
of studies, which may affect the generalizability of our findings.

Comparison with existing literature

Previous gudies(2, 3, 26-28) had highlighted the clinica advantages of
pharmaceutical services demonstrating reductions in readmission rates, improvements in
overall patient health, and effective management of drug-related problems. Patients with
cardiovascular chronic conditions face complex and lifelong treatment regimens, leading
to challenges such as poor adherence, undertreatment, and low control rates(29, 30). A 12-
month observational study showed a 32.9% reduction in readmission rates for the group
receiving pharmaceutical services compared to the control group(31). A systematic review
confirmed the significant role of pharmaceutical care in improving health outcomes for

these patients(32). While the benefits of pharmaceutical services extend to various

10
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diseases, the magnitude varies with disease complexity, reinforcing the overall positive
impact on patient outcomes and healthcare efficiency(33-35). Our multilevel analysis
aigns with these study findings, showing no significant differences between different
cardiovascular chronic conditions, suggesting similar benefits from pharmaceutical
services across this category(19, 36, 37). This supports the idea that patients with
cardiovascular conditions can be treated as a unified group for future medical insurance
payment policies, similar to diagnosis-related groups (DRG)(38, 39). However, the
determination of mortality rates led to less conclusive results, echoing previous research(3,
40). Future studies should consider longer follow-up periods to better understand the
impact of pharmaceutical serviceson mortality rates.

Despite the clinical benefits, translating these into clear pharmacoeconomic benefits
has been challenging. High-quality studies are lacking, and previous research has
produced mixed conclusions. In developed countries with established pharmaceutical
services and payment systems, studies have shown pharmacoeconomic benefits. For
example, a US cost-effectiveness analysis of pharmacist-led MTM for hypertension found
an incremental cost-effectiveness ratio of $38,798 per QALY gained(41). In contrast, in
China, where pharmaceutical services and payment systems are ill developing, the
pharmacoeconomic benefits remain unclear. Some studies suggest cost reductions from
pharmaceutical interventions, but these conclusions are often based on free services and
lack adequate follow-up and a complete payment system(42-44). The Chinese
government is addressing these challenges with initiatives like Integrated Medicare
Payment M ethods to promote fair payment for pharmaceutical services(45).

In addition to clinical and economic outcomes, pharmaceutical services positively
impact patient adherence, crucial for those with cardiovascular conditions requiring
multiple medications and lifelong treatment. Improved adherence can lead to better
disease control and subsequent clinical and economic benefits. Studies have shown that
pharmaceutical interventions can increase the odds of optimal adherence by 8%, reducing
readmission rates and adverse drug reactiong(46). Our findings, consistent with previous

research(47-50), indicate that pharmaceutical services significantly improve drug

11
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adherence and health outcomes. However, age influences these benefits, with older
patients facing challenges in adhering to complex regimens, underscoring the need to
consider age when implementing pharmaceutical services to ensure all age groups benefit
fully(51, 52). Future high-quality studies are necessary to further understand the impact of
pharmaceutical services on adherence and patient outcomes(19, 53, 54). Recognizing the
complexity of patient adherence behaviors, future high-quality studies in this domain are
necessary to further understand the impact of pharmaceutical services on adherence and
patient outcomes.
Implicationsfor research and practice

Our invedtigation has yielded substantive evidence attesting to the advantageous
effects of pharmaceutical services on patients grappling with cardiovascular chronic
conditions in the Chinese context. These findings underscore a statistically significant
enhancement in clinical outcomes attributable to these interventions. Nevertheless, a
comprehensive comprehension of their ramifications on economic outcomes and patient
adherence necessitates further exploration. The evidence of this study could help health
authorities to construct standards and policies about Chinese pharmaceutical services
model and promote the development of pharmaceutical servicesin Chinafurther.
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Table
Table 1 Results of moderator analysis
Outcome M oder ator # of Estimate P F(df1, df2) P
S stud (95%Cl)
ies
Readmiss Age <45 1 F(dfl =2, 0.9
ion dfi2=12)= 5
(Ref) 0.0497
45-60 5 0.03 (-1.29, 0.9
1.34) 7
60-90 9 -0.07 (-1.31, 0.9
1.18) 1
HDI <Average 5 F(df1 =1, 0.6
. df2=13)= 3
of China 0.2458
(Ref) '
> 10 -0.13(-0.72, 0.6
Average 0.45) 3
of China
Typesof MTM 1 F(df1 =2, 0.4
intervent  (Ref) daf2=12)= 8
ion 0.7718
PC 3 0.51 (-0.68, 0.3
1.69) 7
P 11 0.57(-0.43, 0.2
1.56) 4
Follow- <3 3 F(df1 =2, 0.6
up months 833;91 = 6
(Ref) '
39 3 0.02 (-0.95, 0.9
months 0.99) 6
>9 9 -0.27 (-1.19, 0.5
months 0.65) 4
Mortality Age <45 1 Fdf1=2, 0.8
df2=5) = 4
(Ref) 0.1835
45-60 2 -0.88 (-4.93, 0.6
3.18) 0
60-90 5 -0.56 (-4.33, 0.7
3.22) 2
HDI <Average 3 F(df1=1,
. df2=16) =
of China 0.0055
(Ref) '
- 5 -0.05 (-1.55, 0.9
Average 1.46) 4
of China
Typesof PC(Ref) 1 Fdfl1=1, 0.3
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ADE

Length
of stay

intervent
ion

Follow-
up

Age

HDI

Types of
intervent
ion

Follow-
up

Age

Pl

<3
months
(Ref)
3-9
months
>9
months
<45
(Ref)

45-60
60-90

Unknown

<Average
of China
(Ref)

>
Average
of China
MR (Ref)

MTM
PC

Pl

<3
months
(Ref)

39
months
>9
months
Unknown

45-60
(Ref)

36

21

27

35

36

22

12

38

1.72 (-2.02,
5.46)

-0.37 (-4.27,
3.52)
-0.77 (-4.57,
3.04)

-0.14 (-1.38,
1.1)

-0.09 (-1.36,
1.17)

0.11 (-1.27,
1.49)

0.22 (-0.11,
0.55)

0.87 (-1.68,
3.42)
0.82 (-1.44,
3.08)
0.85 (-1.42,
3.13)

-0.3(-0.84,
0.24)

-0.29 (-1.13,
0.56)

-0.22 (-0.68,
0.24)

0.8

0.6

0.8

0.8

0.8

0.5

0.4

0.4

0.2

0.5

0.3

df2 = 6) =
1.2689

F(df1 =2,
df2=5) =
0.2816

F(df1 =3,
df2 = 58) =
0.1932

F(df1=1,
df2 = 60) =
1.7627

F(df1=3,
df2 =58) =
0.1909

F(df1 =3,
df2 =58) =
0.4609

Fdfl=1,
df2 =6) =

0
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Adherenc
erate

HDI

Types of
intervent
ion
Follow-
up

Age

HDI

Types of
intervent
ion

Follow-

60-90

<Average
of China
(Ref)

>

Average
of China
PI

<3
months
(Ref)
39
months
>9

months
Unknown

<45
(Ref)
45-60

60-90

Unknown

<Average
of China
(Ref)

>
Average

of China
MR (Ref)
MTM

PC

Pl

N

55

62

11

54

80

69

61

23

1.77(-3.2, -
0.34)

-0.79 (-2.85,
1.27)

0.55 (-3.55,
4.65)

-0.94 (-5.32,
3.43)

-0.4 (-4.34,
3.54)

-0.77 (-1.59,
0.04)

-0.63 (-1.44,
0.18)

-0.53 (-1.4,
0.34)

-0.07 (-0.31,
0.18)

0.55 (-0.79,
1.88)
0.59 (-0.59,
1.78)
0.47 (-0.71,
1.64)

0.7

0.5

0.7

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.4

0.3

0.4

9.1893

F(dfl=1,
df2=6) =
0.8845

F(df1 =3,
df2 = 4) =
0.4416

F(df1 =3,
df2 = 130) =
1.5366

F(df1=1,
df2 = 132) =
0.2944

F(df1=3,
df2 = 130) =
0.6222

F(df1 =3,

0.2
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Adherenc
e
MMASS

Cost of
hospitaliz
ation

up

Age

HDI

Types of
intervent
ion

Follow-
up

Age

HDI

months
(Ref)

39
months
>9
months
Unknown

<45
(Ref)
45-60

60-90

sAverage
of China
(Ref)

>
Average
of China
MTM
(Ref)

PC

Pl

<3
months
(Ref)
3-9
months
>9

months
Unknown

45-60
(Ref)

60-90

<Average
of China
(Ref)

27 -0.13(-0.49,

0.24)
15 0.28(-0.14,
0.71)
69  0.01(-0.33,
0.34)

2

5  1.71(0.92,
2.5)

7 029(0.72,
1.3)

8

6  -1.04(-1.93, -

0.14)

4

3 018(-1.27,
1.63)

7 089(0.3
2.07)

3

7 -0.15(-1.64,
1.34)
2 055(-14,25)

2 053(-1.46,
2.53)

3

2 812.03(
4540.96,
6165.01)

2

0.4

0.1

0.9

0.0

0.5

0.7

0.1

0.8

0.5

0.5

df2 = 130) =
1.4538

F(df1=2,
df2 = 11) =
22.5992

F(df1=1,
df2 = 12) =
6.3579

F(df1 =2,
df2 = 11) =
1.5858

F(df1 =3,
df2 = 10) =
0.4405

F(dfl1=1,
df2=3) =
0.2331

F(df1=1,
df2=3) =
0.0401

3
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> 3 -268.41 (- 0.8
Average 4532, 5
of China 3995.18)
Typesof Pl 5
intervent
ion
Follow- <3 1
up months
(Ref)
39 2 214.64 (- 09 Kdf1=2, 0.8
months 6450.85, 0 dfi2=2) = 6
6880.14) 0.1603
>9 2 1265.68 (- 0.6
months 8526.12, 3
11057.48)
Medicati Age 45-60 4 Fdf1=1, 0.2
on cost (Ref) dfi2=5)= 2
1.9979
60-90 3 -1403.11 (- 0.2
3954.85, 2
1148.64)
HDI <Average 2 Fdfi=1, 05
. df2=5) = 5
of China 0.4156
(Ref) '
> 5 139.71 (- 05
Average 417.36, 5
of China 696.78)
Typesof MTM 1 Fdf1=2, 0.0
intervent  (Ref) dfi2=4) = 3
ion 9.2878
PC 1 -7194.33 (- 0.0
11837.51, - 1
2551.16)
Pl 5 -307.54 (- 04
1267.66, 2
652.58)
Follow- <3 1 F(df1 =2, 0.3
up dfi2=4) = 0
months 1.6607
(Ref)
39 3 523.16 (- 0.3
months 740.28, 1
1786.6)
>9 3 -869.31 (- 0.4
months 3912.37, 6
2119.75)
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Identification of studies via databases and registers

Identification

Screening

[

)

Included

Records identified from™:
PubMed (n = 6)
Cochrane Library (n = 210)
Embase (n=24)
CNKI (n= 116)
WanFang Data (n=993)

Records removed before
screening:
Duplicate records removed
(n=585)

!

Records screened
(n=764)

Records excluded
(n =448)

v

Studies assessed for eligibility
(n=316)

Studies excluded:
Reason: Full text unavailable
(n= 16)
Reason: Have no
pharmaceutical interventions
(n=97)
Reason: Protocol. (n = 12)
Reason: Pilot study or
feasibility study. (n = 8)

[

Total studies included in review
(n=183)
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Main Analysis

Clinical Oucomes

Main Analysis

Adherence Outcomes

Main Analysis

Economic Outcomes

Outcomes

Readmission
Mortality

ADR

Length of Stay

Outcomes

Adherence Rate
Adherence MMAS-8

Outcomes

Cost of Hospitalization
Medication Cost

# of study
15

8
62

# of study

134
14

# of study

Intervention (N)

1238
668
3608
501

Intervention (N)

8632
850

Intervention (N)

324
429

Control (N)

1229
659
3544
492

Control (N)

8638
915

Control (N)

2906
401

B

\ \ \
-9000 -6000 -3000

|
!
0

Type of estimate
INnOR
INnOR

INnOR
MD

Type of estimate

INnOR
MD

Type of estimate

[}
[}
— =MD

MD

\
3000

Estimate(95% Cl)
-1.14 (-1.61, -0.65)
-0.60 (-1.31, 0.11)
(_
(_

-1.27 (-1.43, -1.11)
-1.34 (-2.23, -0.45)

Estimate(95% Cl)

1.62 (1.47, 1.77)
1.24 (0.79, 1.70)

Estimate(95% Cl)

-1182.87 (-3974.82, 1609.08)
-2959.34 (-8473.20, 2554.52)

P Value

0.0002
0.0569
<<0.0001
0.0094

P Value

<<0.0001
<<0.0001

P Value

0.3047
0.2371

L2

0%

0%

18.07%
47.40%

L2

34.10%
97.76%

L2

2.27%
0%

L3

50.12%

0%

0%

0%

L3

2.12%
0%

L3

75.63%
99.41%

Total I?

50.12%

0%

18.07%
47.40%

Total I?

36.22%
97.76%

Total I?

77.90%
99.41%
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Clinical Outcomes Subgroup # of study Intervention (N) Control (N) Type of estimate Estimate(95% CI) % Weight P Value [I? Q Df P Value of Heterogeneity

Readmission Total 15 1238 1229 L A InOR -1.07 (-1.32, -0.81) <0.0001 40.10% 14.36 5 0.0135
Hear Failure 7 443 430 < E -1.09 (-1.40, -0.77) 47.40% 0%
Coronary Disease 2 218 215 S -0.63 (-1.56, 0.31) 16.39% 69.00%
Diabetes Mellitus 1 82 90 <€> 0.80(-1.62,3.22) 1.24%
Hypertension 1 75 75 - E -3.08 (-4.56, -1.60) 2.97%
Myocardial Infaction 3 270 269 < E -0.84 (-1.30, -0.37) 20.88% 0%
Multi-Disease 1 150 150 <> i -1.55 (-2.06, -1.03) 11.11%
Mortality Total 8 668 659 <> InOR -0.60 (-1.18, -0.01) 0.0466 0% 0.8 2 0.6718
Hear Failure 4 278 270 <:> -0.38 (-1.22, 0.45) 49.53% 0%
Coronary Disease 1 120 120 <:i> -1.63 (-4.68, 1.42) 3.70%
Myocardial Infaction 3 270 269 <>: -0.74 (-1.60, 0.12) 46.77% 0%
ADR Total 62 3608 3544 * | InOR -1.25 (-1.41, -1.08) <0.0001 578 5 0.3283
Hear Failure 3 106 129 e E -1.62 (-2.67, -0.56) 1.80% 0%
Coronary Disease 2 108 102 <:> -0.05 (-1.35,1.24) 1.20% 0%
Diabetes Mellitus 40 2463 2385 <& E -1.24 (-1.44,-1.04) 76.31% 12.10%
Hypertension 7 406 406 < -1.60 (-2.12, -1.07) 7.41% 0%
Hypercholesterolemia 1 82 82 <= i -1.05 (-1.74, -0.36) 4.22%
Multi-Disease 9 443 440 < E -1.22 (-1.69, -0.75) 9.06% 0%
Length of Stay Total 8 501 492 - E MD -1.34 (-2.08, -0.60) 0.0004 45.90% 0.16 1 0.6869
Hear Failure 5 306 295 = i -1.15(-1.98, -0.32) 51.20% 23.10%
Multi-Disease 3 195 197 p—— -1.49 (-2.91, -0.06) 48.80% 74.10%

]
(4]
1
N
[6)]
o —
N
(6, ]
(6]
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Adherence Outcomes Subgroup

Adherence Rate

Adherence MMAS-8

Total

Hear Failure
Coronary Disease
Diabetes Mellitus
Hypertension
Myocardial Infaction
Hypercholesterolemia
Multi-Disease

Total

Hear Failure
Coronary Disease
Diabetes Mellitus
Hypertension
Myocardial Infaction
Multi-Disease

# of study
134
3
1
64
44
2
3
17
14

I3 JEPE G T NN

Intervention (N)

8632
155
98
3855
3093
160
258
1013
850
45
65
192
172
70
306

Control (N)
8638
146
95
3802
3165
159
258
1013
915
45
60
214
219
70
307

O

*
—_—
-
<
<
—_—
e
<>
-
<
<
—_—

B

—_
w

Type of estimate
InOR

MD

Estimate(95% CI)
1.60 (1.48,1.71)
1.48 (0.54, 2.42)
1.61 (0.81, 2.42)
1.59 (1.44, 1.74)
1.47 (1.28, 1.66)
2.81 (1.56, 4.06)
1.50 (0.92, 2.07)
1.70 (1.37, 2.03)
1.23 (0.76, 1.70)
0.72 (0.41, 1.03)
0.56 (0.29, 0.83)
1.23 (0.24, 2.21)
0.89 (-0.59, 2.37)
2.83 (2.65, 3.01)
1.28 (0.55, 2.01)

P R =

% Weight

2.11%
1.10%
38.08%
38.59%
1.53%
3.76%
14.83%

7.26%
7.30%
28.42%
14.39%
7.37%
35.26%

P Value

<<0.0001

<<0.0001

|2
32.80%
44.90%

0%

42.70%
54.10%
48.10%
49.60%
97.30%

95.80%
97%

94.20%

Q Df
5.53 6
25564 5

P Value of Heterogeneity
0.4777

<<0.0001
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Economics Outcomes Subgroup

Cost of Hospitalization

Medication Cost

Total

Hear Failure
Multi-Disease

Total

Hear Failure
Myocardial Infaction
Multi-Disease

# of study

. o N = b oo

Intervention (N) Control (N)

324
263
61
429
308
60
61

206

233
63

401

278
60 —_—
63 <

ALy

Type of estimate

MD

MD

\
-12000

\ \
-6000 -2000 0 20

\
00

Estimate(95% CI) % Weight
-830.51 (-1920.08, 259.05)

-266.86 (-823.71, 289.99) 75.46%
-2310.62 (-3718.53, -902.72)  24.54%
-1732.46 (-3627.09, 162.18)

-208.02 (-362.61, -53.43) 72.85%

-7796.07 (-10567.40, -5024.76) 5.81%
-1448.35 (-1963.77, -932.93)  21.34%

P Value

0.1352

0.0731

I Q Df
58% 7 1
0%

88.30% 48.36 2
0%

P Value of Heterogeneity
0.0082

<<0.0001
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