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Evaluation of existing evidence for the effectiveness of systemic AM
treatments in naturally-occurring canine pyoderma (superficial & deep).
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17* RCTs selected for data extraction and
evidence quality assessment

Methods

PubMed, MEDLINE & CAB Direct searched on 25th May 2011 (no
date/language restrictions). Proceedings of ESVD/ECVD, AAVD /ACVD,
NAVDF & WCVD annual congresses also searched. Unpublished studies
sought via Veterinary Dermatology discussion list & Veterinary Information
Network (VIN).

*reported in 16 published papers

Heterogeneity of study designs & outcome measures made meta-analysis
Inappropriate.

Study inclusion criteria:

*Peer-reviewed, original research articles only (no reviews).
eEvaluating in vivo, systemic AM treatment interventions in naturally
occurring canine pyoderma

*Controlled trial design

Sufficient detail for outcome extraction & study design evaluation

However the following statements of recommendation for use of individual AM
treatment strategies could be made:
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Statements of recommendation for use of individual systemic
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Published in full as: Conclusions

The effectiveness of systemic antimicrobial treatment in canine superficial and

deep pyoderma: a systematic review. Summers JF, Brodbelt DC, Forsythe PJ, ‘Good’ levels of evidence identified to support ‘High' efficacy of SC cefovecin in
Loeffler A, Hendricks A. Veterinary Dermatology. 2012 Aug;23(4):305-29, e61. superficial pyoderma & oral amoxicillin-clavulanate in deep pyoderma.
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