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ot 2 A= o Bl ey v ) %7 Yoz %7
PSR 2.1 [k il AR a0 A R i AURAE ICU st (A, ERRRisER (B), 28
) %7 3 ¥ (=4 \ = Yiw <o - 75 R
RFFEAR (C)+ AF ICU A (D). AERBERE] (E) AL (F) 4845 LB I AR AR
A.
PCV vcv Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Esteban 2000 18 37 29 42 17.7% 0.70 [0.48, 1.04]
Meade 2008 145 475 178 508 82.3% 0.87 [0.73, 1.04]
Total (95% CI) 512 550 100.0% 0.84 [0.71, 0.99] ¢
Total events 163 207
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 0.96, df = 1 (P = 0.33); I = 0% I t } |
i 0.01 .1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.11 (P = 0.04) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
B.
PCV vcv Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Meade 2008 135 475 164 508 100.0% 0.88 [0.73, 1.06]
Total (95% CI) 475 508 100.0% 0.88 [0.73, 1.06]
Total events 135 164
Heterogeneity: Not applicable k t + |
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z= 1.31 (P = 0.19) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
C.
PCV vCcv Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Esteban 2000 21 15 37 25 19 42 5.5% -4.00([-11.51, 3.51]
Meade 2008 13 11 475 13 10 508 94.5% 0.00 [-1.32, 1.32]
Total (95% CI) 512 550 100.0% -0.22 [-2.02, 1.57]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.44; Chi’ = 1.06, df = 1 (P = 0.30); I’ = 5% k + t |
X -100 -50 0 50 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.24 (P = 0.81) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
D.
PCV vCcv Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Esteban 2000 27 20 37 30 24 42 9.1% -3.00 [-12.71, 6.71)
Meade 2008 29 23 475 29 26 508 90.9%  0.00[-3.06, 3.06]
Total (95% CI) 512 550 100.0% -0.27 [-3.19, 2.65]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi’ = 0.33,df = 1 (P = 0.56); I’ = 0% k + t t |
K -100 -50 0 50 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.18 (P = 0.86) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
E.
PCV vCcv Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Esteban 2000 27 20 37 30 24 42 9.1% -3.00 [-12.71, 6.71]
Meade 2008 29 23 475 29 26 508 90.9%  0.00[-3.06, 3.06]
Total (95% CI) 512 550 100.0% -0.27 [-3.19, 2.65]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.33,df = 1 (P = 0.56); I’ = 0% k + 1 t J
K -100 -50 0 50 100
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.18 (P = 0.86) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
F.
PCV vcv Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Esteban 2000 6 37 4 42 9.0% 1.70 [0.52, 5.57]
Meade 2008 53 475 47 508 91.0% 1.21(0.83, 1.75]
Total (95% CI) 512 550 100.0% 1.24 [0.87, 1.77]
Total events 59 51
e 2 _ . 2 _ - - T I 4 t {
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 0.30, df = 1 (P = 0.59); I’ = 0% 0.01 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.20 (P = 0.23)
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MisE 2. 2 AT 5 22 B FITE 28 RIFALFE (A). ICU ALK (B)LICU AT 71 (C).
fEBERAE (D) AR EGRAEZR (E) Faberh ELis i xR 1K

A.
NMBA Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
2004 Gainnier 132 28 20 28  20.9% 0.65 [0.41, 1.03] ——
2006 Forel 5 18 10 18 10.4% 0.50[0.21, 1.17] r
2010 Papazian 52 177 63 162 68.7% 0.76 [0.56, 1.02] -
Total (95% CI) 223 208 100.0% 0.71 [0.55, 0.90] L 2
Total events 70 93
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 0.95, df = 2 (P = 0.62); I = 0% I } t |
. 0.01 0.1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.79 (P = 0.005) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
B.
NMBA Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
2004 Gainnier 10 28 17 28  20.4% 0.59[0.33, 1.05] ——
2006 Forel 5 18 10 18 12.0% 0.50[0.21, 1.17] r
2010 Papazian 42 177 54 162 67.6% 0.71[0.51, 1.00] -
Total (95% CI) 223 208 100.0% 0.66 [0.50, 0.87] L 2
Total events 57 81
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 0.75, df = 2 (P = 0.69); I* = 0% I } t |
. 0.01 0.1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.90 (P = 0.004) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
C.
NMBA Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
2004 Gainnier 0 28 0 28 Not estimable
2006 Forel 1 18 1 18 1.5% 1.00[0.07, 14.79]
2010 Papazian 72 177 61 162 98.5% 1.08 [0.83, 1.41)]
Total (95% CI) 223 208 100.0% 1.08 [0.83, 1.41]
Total events 73 62
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.96); I* = 0% I } t |
] 0.01 0'1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.56 (P = 0.57) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
D.
NMBA Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
2004 Gainnier 14 28 21 28  20.8% 0.67 [0.43, 1.02]
2006 Forel 5 18 10 18 9.9% 0.50[0.21, 1.17]
2010 Papazian 57 177 67 162 69.3% 0.78[0.59, 1.03]
Total (95% CI) 223 208 100.0% 0.73 [0.58, 0.92] L 2
Total events 76 98
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 1.13, df = 2 (P = 0.57); I = 0% I } t |
] 0.01 0'1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.71 (P = 0.007) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
E.
NMBA Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
2004 Gainnier o} 28 1 28 7.0% 0.33 [0.01, 7.85]
2006 Forel 0 18 0 18 Not estimable
2010 Papazian 9 177 19 162 93.0%  0.43 [0.20, 0.93] ——
Total (95% CI) 223 208 100.0% 0.43 [0.20, 0.90] -
Total events 9 20
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 0.03, df = 1 (P = 0.87); I = 0% :0 o1 0:1 1:0 100:

Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.25 (P = 0.02)
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Bi5R 2. 3 il R4 P USRI 5 1% SUIE SURBSAE 28 RFAEAR (A). ICU HIEHR (B). BEVISE
FEBRAE (D) SUEMAREZR (E) LR FIAEH Z 4585 b LB R AR AR R

WAEZ (C)

A.
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 11 29 17 24 8.4% 0.25 [0.08, 0.80]
ARDShet 2000 112 432 150 429 80.9% 0.65 [0.49, 0.87] -.-
Brochard 1998 19 58 22 58 10.7% 0.80[0.37, 1.71] —
Total (95% CI) 519 511 100.0% 0.63 [0.49, 0.83] <
Total events 142 189

Heterogeneity. Chi® = 2.83, df = 2 (P = 0.24); I = 29%

0.01 01 10

. 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.38 (P = 0.0007) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI
Amato 1998 11 29 17 24 42.4%  0.54[0.31, 0.91) ——
Yillar 2006 16 50 24 45 57.6%  0.60[0.37, 0.98] —
Total (95% CI) 79 69 100.0% 0.57 [0.40, 0.82] g
Total events 27 41
P 2 _ - - T I 1 L Il
B e Conn bor o fr
: : . Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 12 29 17 24 5.2%  0.22 [0.11, 1.05] t
ARDSnet 2000 133 432 170 429 59.7%  0.68[0.51, 0.90] E =
Brochard 1998 27 58 22 58 5.9% 1.43 [0.68, 2.99] S B
Brower 1999 13 26 12 26 2.0% 1.17 [0.39, 3.47] —_—t
Orme 2003 15 60 27 60 10.2%  0.41 [0.19, 0.88] —_—
Stewart 1998 30 60 28 60 7.1% 1.14 [0.56, 2.34] —t
Villar 2006 17 50 25 45 8.8%  0.41[0.18, 0.94]
Total (95% CI 715 702 100.0% 0.70 [0.57, 0.87] L 2
Total events 248 301
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 11.28, df = 6 (P = 0.08); I? = 47% [ + + |
. 0.01 0’1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.23 (P = 0.001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 13 29 17 24 6.6% 0.63 [0.39, 1.02]
ARDSnet 2000 133 432 170 429 60.4% 0.78 [0.65, 0.93] =
Brower 1999 13 26 12 26 4.2% 1.08 [0.62, 1.91] -1
Orme 2003 15 60 27 60 9.6% 0.56 [0.33, 0.93] —_—
Stewart 1998 30 60 28 60 9.9% 1.07 [0.74, 1.55] -
Villar 2006 17 50 25 45 9.3% 0.61[0.38, 0.98] —
Total (95% CI) 657 644 100.0% 0.77 [0.67, 0.89] 4
Total events 221 279
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 7.54, df = 5 (P = 0.18); I? = 34% [ + + |
. 0.01 0.1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.65 (P = 0.0003) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 2 29 10 24 15.0% 0.10 [0.02, 0.54]
ARDSnet 2000 43 432 47 429 62.3% 0.90 [0.58, 1.29]
Brochard 1998 g8 58 7 58 8.9% 1.17 [0.39, 3.46] s ee—
Brower 1999 1 26 2 26 2.8% 0.48 [0.04, 5.65]
Stewart 1998 5 60 4 60 5.3% 1.56 [0.42, 5.82] —
Villar 2006 2 50 4 48 5.8% 0.46 [0.08, 2.63] ——
Total (95% CD 655 645 100.0% 0.80 [0.56, 1.14] <
Total events 62 74
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 8.15, df = 5 (P = 0.15); I = 39% b + + |
. 0.01 0.1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.23 (P = 0.22) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 17 29 8 24 17.7%  2.83[0.92, 8.73]
Brochard 1998 43 58 34 58 43.0%  2.02[0.92, 4.44) T——
Stewart 1998 23 60 13 60 39.2%  2.25[1.00, 5.03] —
Total (95% CI) 147 142 100.0% 2.25 [1.36, 3.73] D
Total events 83 55
Heterogeneity. Chi? = 0.23, df = 2 (P = 0.89); I = 0% I t t {
geneity. . ( v oo1 o1 10 100

Test for overall effect: 2 = 3.17 (P = 0.002)
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Miz 2.4 = /K°F PEEP S5{%/K°F PEEP 7 28 KJIRILHE (A). ICURIEHR (B). HBLRTIHRIE
K (O AEGRER (D) MBS R (E) $8Fs+ LLER AR E

A.
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events _ Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Amato 1998 11 29 17 24 11.9% 0.54 [0.31, 0.91]
Huh 2008 12 30 9 27 T7% 1.20 [0.60, 2.39] —
Meade 2008 135 475 164 508 39.9% 0.88[0.73, 1.06] —
Mercat 2008 107 385 119 382 35.8% 0.89[0.72,1.11] —a
Talmaor 2008 5 30 12 31 4.6% 0.43[0.17,1.07] T
Total (95% CI) 949 972 100.0% 0.83[0.67, 1.01] @
Total events 270 321
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.02; Chi*= 6.30, df= 4 (P=0.18); F=37% 0 p 0=2 0:5 2 5 10=
Testfor overall effect 2=1.83 (P = 0.07) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
B.
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _Events _ Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed. 95% CI M-H. Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 1 29 17 24 323% 0.54 [0.31,0.91] —
Huh 2009 14 30 13 27 23.8% 0.97 [0.56, 1.68] —
Villar 2006 16 50 24 45 43.9% 0.60[0.37,0.98] —
Total (95% Cl) 109 96 100.0%  0.67 [0.49, 0.90] -
Total events 41 54
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2.63, df= 2 (P = 0.27); F= 24% I t t t t {
S - 01 02 0.5 2 5 10
Testfor overall effect: Z= 2.65 (F = 0.008) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
C.
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _Events _ Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed. 95% CI M-H. Fixed, 95% CI
Brower 2004 69 276 78 273 17.8% 0.91 [0.69, 1.21] - "
Meade 2008 173 475 205 508 46.8% 0.90[0.77,1.06] —
Mercat 2008 136 385 149 382 354% 0.91 [0.75,1.09] — &
Total (95% Cl) 1136 1163 100.0%  0.90[0.81, 1.01] .
Total events 378 429
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 0.00, df= 2 (P = 1.00); F= 0% 10 p 057 1=5 25
Testfor overall effect: 2= 1.76 (F = 0.08) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
D.
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events _ Total Events Total Weight M-H., Fixed. 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Amato 1998 2 29 10 24 97% 0.17 [0.04, 0.68]
Brower 2004 30 276 27 273 240% 1.10[0.67,1.80] -
Huh 2009 3 30 3 27 28% 0.90[0.20, 4.09] —
Meade 2008 53 475 47 508 40.2% 1.21[0.83,1.75) -
Mercat 2008 26 385 22 382 19.6% 1.17 [0.68, 2.03] -
Villar 2006 2 50 4 45  37% 0.45(0.09, 2.34] R
Total (95% Cl) 1245 1259 100.0%  1.04[0.81, 1.32] L 2
Total events 116 113
. 2o — - = ; t t |
?et?;ogenelty" C;r ;ggs‘u SE-SEPU-;'%J 43 F=40% 0.01 o 10 100
estfor overall effect. 2= 0.28 (P = 0.78) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
E.
Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random,95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Brower 2004 138 106 276 145 104 273 537%  -0.70[-2.46,1.06]
Villar 2006 109 94 50 6 79 45  46.3% 4.901[1.42,8.38) L
Total (95% CI) 326 318 100.0% 1.89 [-3.58, 7.36]
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 13.70; Chi*= 7.92, df= 1 (P = 0.005); = 87% oo 2 : s 00

Test for overall effect: Z= 0.68 (P = 0.50)
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B3R 2.5 SEHifiE Rk FE (RM) BE 5 A RM B35 1L 28 KIRILHE (A). ICU st
#O(B). EBRRALE (O AEMGRAER (D) FMELER FRLER (E) fabr hEm
AR

A.
recruitment maneuvers no RM Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Huh 2003 12 30 9 27 4.2%  1.33[0.45, 3.94)
Meade 2008 134 475 164 S08 83.4% 0.82[0.63, 1.08]
Xi 2010 16 55 24 55 12.5% 0.53[0.24, 1.17] —
Total (95% CI) 560 590 100.0% 0.81 [0.63, 1.04] @
Total events 162 197

i i2 = = = D= [ t t |
Heterogeneity. Chic = 1.94, df = 2 (P = 0.38); I° = 0% bo1 o1 I 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.66 (P = 0.10) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

B.
recruitment maneuvers no RM Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Huh 2008 14 30 13 27 5.0%  0.94[0.33, 2.67]
Meade 2008 145 475 178 S08 81.7% 0.81[0.62, 1.06]
Xi 2010 18 55 29 55  13.3% 0.44 [0.20, 0.94] —
Total (95% CI) 560 590 100.0% 0.77 [0.60, 0.98] L
Total events 177 220

i i2 = = = D= [ t t |
Heterogeneity. Chic = 2.39, df = 2 (P = 0.20); I° = 16% bo1 o1 I 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.09 (P = 0.04) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

C.
recruitment maneuvers no RM Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Lim 2003 10 20 7 g 3.9%  0.57[0.34, 0.95] 2003 —
Meade 2008 173 475 205 508 77.1%  0.90[0.77, 1.06] 2008
Huh 2009 14 30 15 27 6.1% 0.84 [0.50, 1.40] 2009 T
Xi 2010 23 55 31 55 12.1%  0.74[0.50, 1.09] 2010 —=
Hodgson 2011 3 10 2 10 0.8% 1.50[0.32, 7.14] 2011 —
Total (95% CI) 590 608 100.0% 0.87 [0.76, 1.00] 4
Total events 223 260

i i2 -2 I } I Il
Heterogeneity. Chi2 = 3.95, df = 4 (P = 0.41); I = 0% 5ot o 5 o0

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.97 (P = 0.05) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

D.
recruitment maneuvers no RM Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Hodgson 2011 0 10 0 10 Mot estimable

Huh 2009 3 30 3 27 6.5% 0.90 [0.20, 4.09]

Meade 2008 53 475 47 508 93.5% 1.21[0.83, 1.75]

Xi2010 0 55 0 55 Not estimable

Total (95% CI) 570 600 100.0% 1.19 [0.83, 1.70]

Total events 56 50

Heterogeneity. Chi? = 0.14, df = 1 (P = 0.71); I> = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.93 (P = 0.35)

0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

E.
recruitment maneuvers no RM Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Hodgson 2011 o} 10 2 10 3.6% 0.20[0.01, 3.70]
Huh 2009 16 30 13 27 19.7% 1.11[0.66, 1.85] —
Lim 2003 g8 20 2 g 4.1% 1.60[0.43, 5.96] A
Meade 2008 22 475 52 508 72.5% 0.45([0.28, 0.73] -
Total (95% CI) 535 553 100.0% 0.62 [0.44, 0.88] <>
Total events 46 69
Heterogeneity. Chi2 = 9.09, df = 3 (P = 0.03); I = 67% :001 011 1:0 100:

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.72 (P = 0.007) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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Misk 2. 6 SZHEAR BMIE AR 5 AN SL AN BM I8 AR FAE 28— 30 I 482 CHR 4 A Bz i
S TEI AT L 48T ) (AD. 28—30 RIFILHFR PR PEEP /KT A 041 (B) Al
28—30 KIHIF CREAAREGEITIEH N (O FEbsd i AR A

A.

o

3

Prone

Supine

9.1.1 Duration of prone positioning >12h/d

Taccone2009 52 168 57 174 18.1%
Mancebo2006 30 76 32 60 16.2%
Guérin2013 38 237 75 229 16.9%
Chan2007 5 11 6 11 6.2%
Subtotal (95% CI) 492 a74 57.4%
Total events 125 170

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.07; Chiz = 7.96, df = 3 (P = 0.05); I = 62%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.96 (P = 0.05)

9.1.2 Duration of prone positioning <12h/d

Guerin2004 134 413 119 378 21.9%
Gattinon2001 74 152 70 152 20.7%
Subtotal (95% CI) 565 530 42.6%
Total events 208 189

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.03, df =1 (P = 0.87); 7= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.52 (P = 0.60)

Total (95% CI) 1057 1004 100.0%

Total events 333

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.06; Chiz = 16.77, df = 5 (P = 0.005); 12 = 70%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.41 (P

Test for subaroubn differences: Chiz = 3.97.df = 1 (P = 0.05). 12 = 74 8%

1.1.1 10=PEEP
Guérin2013 38
Mancebo2006 30
Taccone2009 52
Subtotal (95% CI)

Total events 120

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi*

359

0.16)

237 75 229 18.2%

76 32 60 17.5%

168 57 174 19.4%

as1 463 55.0%
164

=7.83,df =2 (P =0.02); I7=74%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.78 (P = 0.08)

1.1.2 PEEP <10

Gattinon2001 74
Guerin2004 134
Subtotal (95% CI)

Total events 208

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi*

152 70 152 1.9%

413 119 378 23.1%

565 530 45.0%
189

=0.03,df =1 (P =0.87); I”7 = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.52 (P = 0.60)

Total (95% CI)
Total events
Heterogeneity: Tauz =

328
0.06; Chi=

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.32 (P
Test for subaroup differences: Chi

1.1.1 P/F<300

Taccone2009 52
Mancebo2006 30
Guérin2013 38
Guerin2004 134
Gattinon2001 74

Chan2007 7
Subtotal (95% CI)

Total events 335

Heterogeneity: Tauz = 0.06; Chiz = 16.87, df = 5 (P = 0.005); I = 70%
.31 (P =0.19)

Test for overall effect: Z = 1

1.1.2 100<P/F<200

Taccone2009 24
Mancebo2006 11
Guérin2013 13
Subtotal (95% CI)

Total events 48

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.29;
Test for overall effect: Z = 1

1.1.3 P/F<100

Taccone2009 28
Mancebo2006 22
Guérin2013 25
Subtotal (95% CI)

Total events 75
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi?

1046 993 100.0%
353

=16.74, df = 4 (P = 0.002); |12 =

0.19)

=3.41.df =1 (P =0.06).

168 57 174 10.0%
76 32 60 9.0%
237 75 229 9.3%
413 119 378 11.9%
152 70 152 11.3%
11 7 11 5.2%
1057 1004 56.7%
360

94 22 98 6.7%

33 14 31 5.3%

116 34 108 5.7%

243 237 17.8%
70

Chiz=8.84,df =2 (P =0.01); I?=77%
.12 (P = 0.26)

74 35 76 8.7%

43 21 29 8.9%

121 41 121 7.9%

238 226 25.5%
97

=1.06,df =2 (P =0.59); I?=0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.92 (P = 0.004)

Total (95% CI)
Total events 458
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.06; Chi?

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.63 (P

Test for subaroun differences: C

edlive.cn

1538 1467 100.0%
527
31.31,df =11 (P =
0.009)
=131 df =2 (P =

hi

76%

12 =70.6%

0.52) 12 =0%

Risk Ratio

0.94 [0.69, 1.29]
0.74 [0.51, 1.07]
0.49 [0.35, 0.69]
0.83 [0.36, 1.94]
0.72 [0.51, 1.00]

1.03 [0.84, 1.26]
1.06 [0.83, 1.34]
1.04 [0.89, 1.22]

0.84 [0.66, 1.07]

Risk Ratio

0.49 [0.35, 0.69]
0.74 [0.51, 1.07]
0.94 [0.69, 1.29]
0.70 [0.48, 1.04]

1.06 [0.83, 1.34]
1.03 [0.84, 1.26]
1.04 [0.89, 1.22]

0.84 [0.65, 1.09]

Risk Ratio

0.94 [0.69,
0.74 [0.51,
0.49 [0.35,
1.03 [0.84,
1.06 [0.83, 1.34]
1.00 [0.53, 1.88]
0.86 [0.68, 1.08]

1.29]
1.07]
0.69]
1.26]

1.14 [0.69, 1.88]
0.74 [0.40, 1.37]
0.36 [0.20, 0.64]
0.68 [0.34, 1.34]

0.82 [0.56,
0.71 [0.49, 1.02]
0.61 [0.40, 0.94]
0.72 [0.57, 0.90]

1.20]

0.78 [0.65, 0.94]

0.0010); I7 = 65%

Risk Ratio

- om. 95% Cl
-
-
-
*>
-
-
y
*
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Prone Supine

Risk Ratio
om.95% Cl

"
¥

>
<

&

0.01

0.1

10

Prone Supine

Risk Ratio

4

0.2

05 1 2 5
Prone Supine
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B3R 2.7 TEIEEE RS WA T AEERRER (A, ICU JWALR (B). BIRHHE R

(C) MSERRAGE . (D) Fabsrh L i) Apk B

A.
NPPV Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Zhan 2012 1 21 ] 19 100.0% 0.14 [0.01,1.33]
Total (95% CI) 21 19 100.0% 0.14[0.01,1.33] e
Total events 1 a
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable b t t {
e _ 0.01 0.1 10 100
Test for ovarall ffect Z=1.71 (F = 0.09) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
B.
NPPV Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed. 95% Cl M-H, Fixed. 95% CI
Ferrer 2003 4 7 7 g 27.2% 0.36 [0.02,511] l
Zhan 2012 1 pal a 19 728% 0.14[0.01,1.33] L
Total (95% CI) 28 27 100.0% 0.20 [0.04,1.08] —————
Total events B 12
Heterogeneity, Chi*= 0.28, df=1 (P = 0.60); F= 0% f t t i
o N 0.01 0.1 10 100
Testfor overall effect Z=1.87 (F = 0.06) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
C
NPPV Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed. 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Antonelli 2000 3 g 4 TO239% 0.45[0.06, 3.57] - &1
Ferrer 2003 3] 7 8 8 13.4% 0.25[0.01,7.34]
Zhan 2012 1N 718 627% 009[001,078 2 ——— W ————
Total (95% CI) 36 34 100.0% 0.20 [0.05, 0.73] —~i—
Total events 10 19
Heterogeneity: Chi®=1.18, df= 2 (P = 0.55); F= 0% ; f f f
o M 0.01 0.1 10 100
Testfor overall effect Z=2.43 (P = 0.01) Favours [experimentall | Favours [control]
D.
NPPV Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed. 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Ferrer 2003 B 7 8 8 27.3% 0.25[0.01,7.34] i
Zhan 2012 1 n 4 19 727%  0.19[0.02,1.85] ——
Total (95% CI) 28 27 100.0% 0.21 [0.03, 1.36] ——
Total events 7 12
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 0.02, df=1 (P = 0.88); F= 0% f f f f
o N 0.005 0.1 1 10 200
Testforoverall effect Z=1.64 (= 0.10) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
e s v = y %7 B ko 75
B3R 2.8 RAMEA S (ECMO) H 5L 508 AL SLR IR b LR AR AR
ECMO Mv Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
Noah 2011 18 75 35 75 508% 0.36[0.18,0.73] ——
Pham 2013 26 52 21 52 49.2% 1.48 [0.68, 3.21]
Total (95% Cl) 127 127 100.0% 0.72[0.18, 2.87]
Total events 44 56
i 2 - Chiz= = - R= ; + t t {
Heterogeneity: Tau = 0.85; Chi*=7.00, df=1 (P =0.008); F= 86% 0.01 01 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.46 (P = 0.64) ECMO MV
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B3R 2.9 RSN CO2 W BREARLL L H MM AL AE B U7 45 I 9 ST F b BB ) AR vk ]

ECCO2R Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Bein 2013 7 40 6 39 34.5% 1.14[0.42,3.08]
Morris 1994 14 21 11 19 65.5% 1.15[0.71, 1.88]
Total (95% CI) 61 58 100.0% 1.15 [0.72, 1.83]
Total events 21 17

Heterogeneity: Chi’ = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.98); I’ = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z= 0.57 (P = 0.57)

B3R 2. 10 i 5l AL 5 A AR B AR

0.01

2 (0) AMGILE R4S (D) Hakir ARk

o1 1

10

100

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

(AD. ICU JRFEAR (B)+ WUkAFIfHE

A.
HFOV cv Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Bollen 2005 16 37 g 24 3.1% 1.20[0.66, 2.55] I e
Demory 2007 4 132 4 15 1.2% 1.15 [0.36, 3.72] e
Derdak 2002 28 75 38 73 12.1% 0.72 [0.50, 1.03] —
Ferguson 2013 128 275 96 273 30.3% 1.23[1.08, 1.64] -
Shah 2004 [ 15 3 13 2.0% 0.87 [0.37, 2.04] —_— T
Young 2013 166 398 163 397 51.3% 1.02 [0.86, 1.20]
Total (95% CI) 813 795 100.0% 1.08 [0.96, 1.22]
Total events 349 315
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 9.97, df =5 (P = 0.08); I* = 50% I } } |
) 0.01 0'1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.34 (P = 0.18) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
B .
HFOV cv Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Young 2013 175 398 167 397 100.0% 1.08[0.82, 1.43]
Total (95% CI) 398 397 100.0% 1.08 [0.82, 1.43]
Total events 175 167
Heterogeneity. Not applicable ; t t |
X 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.54 (P = 0.59) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
C.
HFOV cv Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Ferguson 2013 228 275 186 273 100.0% 2.27 [1.51, 3.40]
Total (95% CI) 275 273 100.0% 2.27 [1.51, 3.40] <o
Total events 228 186
Heterogeneity. Not applicable ; t t {
X 0.01 0.1 10 100
Test for overall effect: 2 = 3.97 (P < 0.0001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
D.
HFOV cv Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Bollen 2005 4 37 1 24 0.8% 2.79[0.29, 26.58]
Derdak 2002 o} 75 2 73 1.9% 0.19[0.01, 4.01] +
Ferguson 2013 202 260 157 256 27.0% 2.20[1.49, 3.23] —a—
Shah 2004 1 15 0 13 0.4% 2.79[0.10, 74.63]
Young 2013 173 370 177 392 69.9% 1.07 [0.80, 1.42] E 3
Total (95% CI) 757 758 100.0% 1.37 [1.10, 1.72] L 2
Total events 380 337
Heterogeneity. Chi® = 10.89, df = 4 (P = 0.03); I? = 63% ?001 0:1 :0 100:

Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.79 (P = 0.005)

o
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iR 2. 11 — AL BB NRIT A5 WG AR B AER (A B RER (B) M 24

/NETE A TREEGE R (O FR bR EL B AR bR 1
A.

iNO Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed. 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Dellinger1998 24 120 6 57 9.0% 1.90[0.82, 4.39] b
Gerlach2003 3 20 4 20 4.4% 0.75[0.19, 2.93) I
Lundin1999 41 93 35 87 39.9% 1.10[0.78,1.55]
Mehta2001 4 8 3 6 3.8% 1.00[0.35, 2.88]
Taylor2004 44 192 39 193 429% 1.13[0.77,1.66]
Total (95% CI) 433 363 100.0% 1.17 [0.92, 1.48]
Total events 116 87
Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.93, df= 4 (P = 0.75); F= 0% f f T t 1
sy X 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Testfor overall effect. Z=1.26 (P =0.21) Favours experimental Favours control
B.
iNO Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H. Fixed. 95% CI
Dellinger1998 42 120 9 57 37.5% 2.22[1.16, 4.23] ——
Lundin1999 28 93 12 87 381% 2.18[1.19,4.02] ——
Taylor2004 12 192 8 193 245% 1.51 [0.63, 3.61] N
Total (95% CI) 405 337 100.0%  2.03[1.37,3.01] L 4
Total events 82 29
v 2= 350 =0, ) Favours experimental Favours control
C.
iNO Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Dellinger1998 166 54 120 131 43 57 70.0% 35.00([20.24, 49.76] —
Gerlach2003 142 486 20 129 43 20 20.0% 13.00[-14.60, 40.60] ]
Mehta2001 115 48 g 96 26 6 99% 19.00[20.23,58.23] ]
Total (95% CI) 148 83 100.0% 29.00 [16.65, 41.36] -
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2.18, df= 2 (P = 0.34); F= 8% i : Fr—r—

Test for overall effect: Z= 4.60 (P < 0.00001)

Favours control Favours experimenta
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Misk 3.1: ISR A @ (1) UEdE M 2R

Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
ualit Importance
LDEh Study design Riskof Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision ey PCV VCV Reative inSscute : g °
studies y 9 bias 4 P considerations (95% ClI) (95% CI)
ICU i3t %
2 randomised not serious | not serious not serious serious none 163/512 207/550 RR 0.84 60 fewer per 1000 (from 4 O CRITICAL
trials (31.8%) (37.6%) (0.71to fewer to 109 fewer) SOD
0.99) MODERATE *
52.0% 83 fewer per 1000 (from 5
fewer to 151 fewer)
A B e LR
3 randomised not serious | not serious not serious serious none 201/528 245/561 RR 0.83 74 fewer per 1000 (from 9 O CRITICAL
trials (38.1%) (43.7%) (0.67 to more to 144 fewer) OOD
1.02) MODERATE *
63.6% 108 fewer per 1000 (from
13 more to 210 fewer)
HAAEER
2 randomised not serious | serious? not serious not serious none 501 540 - MD 39.13 more O IMPORTANT
trials (31.44 more to 46.83 more) SeLPIS
MODERATE 2
SES
2 randomised not serious | serious? not serious serious ! none 59/512 51/550 (9.3%) RR 1.24 22 more per 1000 (from 12 00 IMPORTANT
trials (11.5%) (0.87 to fewer to 71 more) oS
1.77) Low 12
9.4% 23 more per 1000 (from 12
fewer to 72 more)
28 RAstE
1 randomised not serious | not serious not serious serious none 135/475 164/508 RR 0.88 39 fewer per 1000 (from 19 O CRITICAL
trials (28.4%) (32.3%) (0.73 to more to 87 fewer) SOD
1.06) MODERATE !
32.3% 39 fewer per 1000 (from 19
more to 87 fewer)
Mg 8% BB H H
1 randomised serious not serious not serious not serious none 37 42 - MD 1.1 fewer O IMPORTANT
trials (1.83 fewer to 0.37 fewer) SeLPIS
MODERATE *

MD — mean difference, RR — relative risk

PN~

95%CI P3|

7

o R 1 55 0 {EL
JLE 12=0, {H Meade 2008 7E{EIRAH %, PCV 41t RM it A&
R 12=0, {H Meade 2008 7F{EiRZ:RZK, PCV 4l RM K MR 15 il (1) St 24 1T A 38 =0 495 XU
HIMFELAT, AT IRAENES 2/ VOV A

EiE,

1
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Misk 3.2: K n) @ (2) Uk P M 2%

Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
Ne of Study Risk of Teeneteenm | mefresmess | trreseta Other Neuromuscular el Relative Absolute Quality Importance
studies design bias y P considerations blocking agents P (95% Cl) (95% Cl)
ICU-mortality
3 randomised serious® | not serious not serious not serious none 70/223 (31.4%) 93/208 RR 0.71 130 fewer per 1000 [ ]ele)
trials (44.7%) (0.55 to (from 45 fewer to 201 MODERATE 1
0.90) fewer)
55.6% 161 fewer per 1000
(from 56 fewer to 250
fewer)
28d-mortality
randomise serious - | not serious not serious not serious | none 6% . ewer per DDODO
3 domised ious * i i i 57/223 (25.6%) 81/208 RR 0.66 132 fi per 1000
trials (38.9%) (0.50 to (from 51 fewer to 195 MODERATE 1
0.87) fewer)
46.5% 158 fewer per 1000
(from 60 fewer to 233
fewer)
hospital mortality
3 randomised serious® | not serious not serious not serious none 76/223 (34.1%) 98/208 RR 0.73 127 fewer per 1000 [ le)
trials (47.1%) (0.58 to (from 38 fewer to 198 MODERATE 1
0.92) fewer)
55.6% 150 fewer per 1000
(from 44 fewer to 233
fewer)
MV time
3 randomised serious® | not serious not serious not serious none 223 208 - MD 1.21 fewer BPPO
trials (4.23 fewer to 1.81 MODERATE 1
more)
ICU-acquided weakness
3 randomised serious® | not serious not serious not serious | none 73/223 (32.7%) 62/208 RR 1.08 | 24 more per 1000 (from DHDO
trials (29.8%) (0.83 to 51 fewer to 122 more) MODERATE 1
1.41)
37.6% 30 more per 1000 (from
64 fewer to 154 more)
barotrauma
3 randomised serious® | not serious not serious not serious | none 9/223 (4.0%) 20/208 RR 0.43 | 55 fewer per 1000 (from DODO
trials (9.6%) (0.20 to 10 fewer to 77 fewer) MODERATE 1
0.90)
10.7% 61 fewer per 1000 (from

11 fewer to 86 fewer)

7
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MD — mean difference, RR — relative risk

1. A 22U FIR I EE CRAARSEEH RE 2 2 Sk ie

Misk 3.3: K n) @ (3)UE P M 2%

HA MBI T AR I AR A . HUOE U [ BSR4 1CU SRAVENLE 1R A%

Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
lit | rt
Ne of Study Risk of TR s | et Other AN B 248 | Relative Absolute Quality MPOTENCe
studies design bias Y P considerations BES (95% ClI) (95% ClI)
28 RHILER (follow up: mean 28 days)
3 randomised not not serious not serious not serious none 142/519 189/511 RR 0.74 96 fewer per DOPD CRITICAL
trials serious (27.4%) (37.0%) (0.61to 1000 (from 44 HIGH
0.88) fewer to 144
fewer)
BT ER
5 randomised not serious * not serious not serious none 221/657 279/644 RR 0.77 100 fewer per | @®®o CRITICAL
trials serious (33.6%) (43.3%) (0.67 to 1000 (from 48 | MODERATE 1
0.89) fewer to 143
fewer)
BV 45 SR IR 9% SE 2R
6 randomised not serious 2 not serious not serious none 233/655 274/642 RR 0.83 73 fewer per BPPo CRITICAL
trials serious (35.6%) (42.7%) (0.72 to 1000 (from 21 MODERATE 2
0.95) fewer to 120
fewer)
ICU SRR
2 randomised not not serious not serious serious * none 27179 41/69 RR 0.57 256 fewer per BPPo CRITICAL
trials serious (34.2%) (59.4%) (0.40 to 1000 (from MODERATE 2
0.82) 107 fewer to
357 fewer)
SEGRER
6 randomised not not serious not serious serious % none 62/655 74/645 RR 0.82 21 fewer per BPPo IMPORTANT
trials serious (9.5%) (11.5%) (0.60 to 1000 (from 15 MODERATE *
1.13) more to 46
fewer)
% ICU KA
2 randomised not not serious not serious serious # none 118 118 - MD 4.79 R DDDoMODERATE % | IMPORTANT
trials serious more
(2.06 fewer to
11.63 more)

MD — mean difference, RR — relative risk
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1. P=31%, BN SMEHEAR SRR 2. SRS THEAR SR, 95%CI EARHE, 3. FEABIKD, 95%CI itk pR v 5 m1E 0.75;
95%CI L IG R Y55 Mt 5.1759%, P=0.09

Misk 3.4: IR n) & (4)UEHE ME 2R

4. 95%ClI X AR 5,

Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Quality (Importance
s:luod?efs Design Risk of bias | Inconsistency Indirectness Imprecision cons%:;rtions ;’é%?, Control g%thgS Absolute
Mortality before hospital discharge
3 randc_)mised no seriqus o sgrious no serious no ser!oys none 378/1136 [429/1163| RR 0.90 (0.81 | 37 fewer per 1000 (from 70 AAAA CRITICAL
trials risk of bias inconsistency indirectness imprecision (33.3%) | (36.9%) to 1.01) fewer to 4 more) HIGH
Barotrauma
6 randc_)mised no seriqus o sgrious no serious no ser!oys none 116/1245|113/1259| RR 0.97 (0.66 | 3 fewer per 1000 (from 31 AAAA CRITICAL
trials risk of bias inconsistency indirectness imprecision (9.3%) (9%) to 1.42) fewer to 38 more) HIGH
Ventilator-free days (Better indicated by lower values)
o [ rrdonised | roseions | moseioss | pows, | serous' | e | ws [ow | . [WPrEge 0w B0 Tormon
Mortality within 28 days of randomization
5 randomisedtrials| ™ seriqus o sgrious no serious no ser!oys none 270/949 |321/972 | RR 0.83 (0.67 |56 fewer per 1000 (from 109| AAAA
risk of bias inconsistency indirectness imprecision (28.5%) | (33%) to 1.01) fewer to 3 more) HIGH
Mortality in the Intensive Care
5 randc_)mised no serio_us o sgrious no serious no ser!oys none 270/949 |321/972 | RR 0.67 (0.48 |109 fewer per 1000 (from 17| AAAA
trials risk of bias inconsistency indirectness imprecision (28.5%) | (33%) to 0.95) fewer to 172 fewer) HIGH
RIS
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Mis% 3.5: K n) @ (6) kP M 2%

Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
. . Quality Importance
Ne of . Risk of . . . . . Relative Absolute
studies Study design bias Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision | Other considerations RM no RM (95% CI) (95% Cl)
in-hospital mortality
5 randomised serious * not serious not serious serious 2 none 223/590 260/608 RR 0.87 56 fewer per 1000 (from 1z le'e) CRITICAL
trials (37.8%) (42.8%) (0.76 to 0 fewer to 103 fewer) Low 12
1.00)
55.6% 72 fewer per 1000 (from
0 fewer to 133 fewer)
ICU mortality
3 randomised serious * not serious not serious 2 none 177/560 220/590 OR 0.77 59 fewer per 1000 (from Yz le'e) IMPORTANT
trials serious 2 (31.6%) (37.3%) (0.60 to 5 fewer to 110 fewer) Low 123
0.98)
48.1% 65 fewer per 1000 (from
5 fewer to 124 fewer)
28d mortality
3 randomised serious* not serious not serious 2 none 162/560 197/590 OR 0.81 45 fewer per 1000 (from DDoO CRITICAL
trials serious 2 (28.9%) (33.4%) (0.63 to 9 more to 94 fewer) Low 123
1.04)
33.3% 45 fewer per 1000 (from
9 more to 94 fewer)
barotrauma
4 randomised serious * not serious not serious serious 2 none 56/570 50/600 RR 1.19 16 more per 1000 (from DDO NOT
trials (9.8%) (8.3%) (0.83 to 14 fewer to 58 more) Low 12 | IMPORTANT
1.70)
4.6% 9 more per 1000 (from 8
fewer to 32 more)
severe hypoxemia requiring rescue therapies
4 randomised serious® | serious? not serious not serious | none 46/535 69/553 RR 0.62 47 fewer per 1000 (from 1z lee) IMPORTANT
trials (8.6%) (12.5%) (0.44 to 15 fewer to 70 fewer) Low 14
0.88)
22.5% 86 fewer per 1000 (from
27 fewer to 126 fewer)
Length of ICU stay
2 randomised serious * not serious serious 2 not serious none 85 82 - MD 2.95 more DPOoO IMPORTANT
trials (4.65 fewer to 10.56 Low 12
more)
Length of hospital stay
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Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
. . Quality Importance
Ne of n Risk of - - o n n Relative Absolute
studies Study design bias Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision | Other considerations RM no RM (95% Cl) (95% Cl)
1 randomised serious ¢ not serious not serious not serious publication bias 55 55 - MD 10 more DPOoO IMPORTANT
trials strongly suspected * (5.03 fewer to 25.03 Low &Z
more)

MD — mean difference, RR — relative risk

NookwN =~

AP FEARZAGR B4, Hefu i sz WRE %,
BERLHITTE 75% 1 R T 58 B 4E
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Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Quality
. Effect of prone positioning .
s:luodﬁ:s Design RE;Ia(SOf Inconsistency | Indirectness cons%:gtions on 28- to 30-day mortality | Control gesl.;tzg Absolute
in ARDS relating to PEEP °
28- to 30-day mortalit
6 randomised |no serious|serious no serious 333/1057 359/1004| RR 0.84 |57 fewer per 1000 AAAO
trials risk indirectness (31.5%) (35.8%)| (0.66to [(from 122 fewer to|MODERATE
bias 1.07) 25 more)
63 fewer per 1000
39.4% (from 134 fewer to
28 more)
28- to 30-day mortality - 10sPEEP (follow-up mean 28 days)
4 randomised |no serious|serious no serious 125/492 170/474 | RR0.72 100 fewer per AAAO
trials risk indirectness (25.4%) (35.9%) | (0.51to 1) [ 1000 (from 176 |MODERATE
bias fewer to 0 more)
121 fewer per
43.1% 1000 (from 211
fewer to 0 more)
28- to 30-day mortality - PEEP <10 (follow-up mean 28 days)
2 randomised |no serious, serious|no serious 208/565 189/530 | RR 1.04 |14 more per 1000| AAAA
trials risk inconsistency indirectness (36.8%) (35.7%) | (0.89to | (from 39 fewer to HIGH
bias 1.22) 78 more)
16 more per 1000
38.8% (from 43 fewer to
85 more)
" ¥ may be substantial.
Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Effect of prone positioning Quality
No of e Risk of E e I o e v Other on overall mortality in ARDS Control Relative Absolute
studies 9 bias y considerations relating to protective (95% Cl)
ventilation
overall mortality
8 randomised [no serious|serious’ no serious 378/913 410/847) RR 0.86 |68 fewer per 1000 AAAO
trials risk indirectness (41.4%) (48.4%)| (0.73to |(from 131 fewer to|MODERATE|
bias 1.03) 15 more)
74 fewer per 1000
52.8% (from 143 fewer to
16 more)
overall mortality - protective ventilation mandated
5 randomised |no serious serious|no serious 150/459 205/455( RR 0.73 122 fewer per AAAO
trials risk inconsistency indirectness (32.7%) (45.1%)| (0.56 to 1000 (from 18 [MODERATE
bias 0.96) fewer to 198
fewer)
52.6% 142 fewer per
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1000 (from 21
fewer to 231
fewer)
overall mortality - protective ventilation not mandated
3 randomised |no serious(no serious|no serious|serious® none 309/637 283/587|RR 1 (0.88| 0 fewer per 1000 AAAO CRITICAL
trials risk oflinconsistency indirectness (48.5%) (48.2%)| to1.14) | (from 58 fewer to [MODERATE
bias 67 more)
0 fewer per 1000
58.4% (from 70 fewer to
82 more)
' some confidence interval shows no overlap; ? total events is less than 300; ° total events s less than 300
Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Effect of prone Quality |Importance
Sl Design e Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision oLy el e euEElL Control SElEe Absolute
studies bias considerations [mortality in ARDS relating (95% ClI)
to PEEP
overall mortality
6 randomised |no serious |serious’ serious’ no serious none 452/1049 476/1012|RR 0.89 52 fewer per 1000 [AAOO CRITICAL
trials risk of bias imprecision (43.1%) (47%) [(0.75to (from 118 fewer to |LOW
1.05) 24 more)
59 fewer per 1000
53.4% (from 134 fewer to
27 more)
overall mortality - 10sPEEP
4 randomised [no serious |no serious no serious serious® none 178/484 228/482 |RR 0.78 104 fewer per AAAO CRITICAL
trials risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness (36.8%) (47.3%) ((0.64 to 1000 (from 24 MODERATE|
0.95) fewer to 170
fewer)
117 fewer per
1000 (from 27
0,
53.4% fewer to 192
fewer)
overall mortality - PEEP<<10
2 randomised |no serious |no serious no serious serious® none 274/565 248/530 |RR 1.05 23 more per 1000 CRITICAL
trials risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness (48.5%) (46.8%) ((0.93 to (from 33 fewer to
1.18) 84 more)
25 more per 1000
50.3% (from 35 fewer to
91 more)
"1 >60%: °some Cl shows no overlap; ® total events is less than 300; * total events is less than 300
Quality assessment No of patients Effect

Quality |Importance

Effect of prone positioning Relative
on 28- to 30-day mortality | Control (95% Cl) Absolute
in ARDS relating to P/F °

el Design A Inconsistenc! Indirectness | Imprecision Other
studies 9 bias y P considerations

%
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28- to 30-day mortality
6 randomised |no serious|no serious|no serious|no serious|none 458/1538 527/1467| RR0.78 |79 fewer per 1000 AAAA | CRITICAL
trials risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness imprecision (29.8%) (35.9%)| (0.65to | (from 22 fewer to HIGH
0.94) 126 fewer)
87 fewer per 1000
39.5% (from 24 fewer to
138 fewer)
28- to 30-day mortality - P/F<300
6 randomised |no seriousserious’ no serious|no serious{none 335/1057 360/1004 RR 0.86 |50 fewer per 1000 AAAO CRITICAL
trials risk of bias| indirectness imprecision (31.7%) (35.9%)| (0.68to |(from 115 fewer to|MODERATE
1.08) 29 more)
55 fewer per 1000
39.4% (from 126 fewer to
32 more)
28- to 30-day mortality - 100
3 randomised |no serious|serious’ no serious|serious® none 48/243 70/237 | RR0.68 |95 fewer per 1000 AAOO CRITICAL
trials risk of bias| indirectness (19.8%) (29.5%) | (0.34to |(from 195 fewer to LOW
1.34) 100 more)
101 fewer per
31.5% 1000 (from 208
fewer to 107 more)
28- to 30-day mortality - P/F<100
3 randomised |no serious|no serious|no serious|serious” none 75/238 97/226 | RR0.72 120 fewer per AAAO | CRITICAL
trials risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness (31.5%) (42.9%)| (0.57 to 1000 (from 43 |[MODERATE|
0.9) fewer to 185
fewer)
129 fewer per
1000 (from 46
0,
46.1% fewer to 198
fewer)
"1>60%: “I°>60%: ° total events is less than 300; * total events is less than 300
Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Effect of prone positioning Quality [Importance
O] Design ] Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision Dilel @ A8 5 ST 217 1 Control pelatlve Absolute
studies 9 bias y P considerations ARDS relating to the (95% Cl)
duration of PP
28- to 30-day mortality
6 randomised [no serious|serious’ no serious{no serious|none 333/1057 359/1004| RR0.84 57 fewer per AAAO | CRITICAL
trials risk of] indirectness  |[imprecision (31.5%) (35.8%)| (0.66to | 1000 (from 122 |MODERATE
bias 1.07) [fewer to 25 more)
63 fewer per
39.4% 1000 (from 134
fewer to 28 more)
28- to 30-day mortality - Duration of prone positioning >12h/d
4 randomised |no serious|serious’ no serious|serious® none 125/492 170/474| RR0.72 100 fewer per AAOO CRITICAL
trials risk of] indirectness (25.4%) (35.9%) | (0.51 to 1) [ 1000 (from 176 LOW
bias fewer to 0 more)
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121 fewer per
43.1% 1000 (from 211
fewer to 0 more)
28- to 30-day mortality - Duration of prone positioning <12h/d
2 randomised |no serious|no serious|no serious|serious” none 208/565 189/530| RR 1.04 (14 more per 1000 AAAO CRITICAL
trials risk oflinconsistency indirectness (36.8%) (35.7%)| (0.89to |(from 39 fewer to MODERATE
bias 1.22) 78 more)
16 more per 1000
38.8% (from 43 fewer to
85 more)
"1?>60%: “I°>60%; ° total events is less than 300; * total events is less than 300
Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Effect of prone positioning Quality [Importance
ool Design ey Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision iz e eEEll el Control FBELE Absolute
studies bias considerations | ARDS relating to duration (95% ClI)
of PP
overall mortality
8 randomised |no serious|serious’ no serious|no serious{none 461/1091 489/1050) RR 0.88 |56 fewer per 1000 AAAO CRITICAL
trials risk of indirectness imprecision (42.3%) (46.6%)| (0.75to [(from 116 fewer to|MODERATE|
bias 1.03) 14 more)
63 fewer per 1000
52.5% (from 131 fewer to
16 more)
overall mortality - Duration of prone positioning >12h/d
5 randomised [no seriousrlno serious|no serious|serious’ none 186/505 238/501| RR0.78 105 fewer per AAAO | CRITICAL
trials risk oflinconsistency indirectness (36.8%) (47.5%)| (0.66 to 1000 (from 38 |MODERATE|
bias 0.92) fewer to 162
fewer)
116 fewer per
1000 (from 42
0,
52.6% fewer to 179
fewer)
overall mortality - Duration of prone positioning <12h/d
3 randomised [no seriousrlno serious|no serious|serious® none 275/586 251/549| RR 1.04 |18 more per 1000| AAAO
trials risk oflinconsistency indirectness (46.9%) (45.7%) | (0.92to | (from 37 fewer to [MODERATE|
bias 1.18) 82 more)
17 more per 1000
42.1% (from 34 fewer to
76 more)
"17>60%; °total events is less than 300; ° total events is less than 300
Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Effect of prone Quality | Importance
No of . Risk of . . - Other positioning on Relative
studies Design bias Inconsistency| Indirectness | Imprecision considerations | successful extubation in Control (95% Cl) Absolute
ARDS
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successfulextubation

no serious|serious’

2 randomised no serious{no serious|none 452/644 393/601 RR 1.1 65 more per 1000 AAAO  [IMPORTANT]
trials risk of bias indirectness imprecision (70.2%) (65.4%)| (0.88to (from 78 fewer to |[MODERATE
1.38) 248 more)
65 more per 1000
65.3% (from 78 fewer to
248 more)
"7 > 60%
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Quality assessment No of patients Effect
No of 5 Risk of 2 : S Other Relative Quality |Importance
SRR Design bi Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision AR s NPPV |OXYGEN (95% C1) Absolute
Theoretical intubation rate (¥ R %)
3 randomised |no serious |geripus’ serious? no serious none 10/36 | 19/34 |RR0.54 (0.33| 257 fewer per 1000 2200 CRITICAL
trials risk of bias imprecision (27.8%)[ (55.9%)| to 0.88) (from 67 fewer to 374 Low
fewer)
263 fewer per 1000
57.1% (from 69 fewer to 383
fewer)
Actual intubation rate(SE B4 )
2 randomised |no serious |seripus® serious? no serious none 7/28 | 1227 |RR0.64(0.38| 160 fewer per 1000 2200 CRITICAL
trials risk of bias imprecision (25%) | (44.4%)| to1.07) (from 276 fewer to 31 Low
more)
218 fewer per 1000
60.5% (from 375 fewer to 42
more)
Hospital Mortality(f B #I 7 8)
1 randomised (no serious |no serious no serious serious? none 1721 519 |RR0.18(0.02] 216 fewer per 1000 2220 | IMPORTANT
trials risk of bias [inconsistency indirectness (4.8%) | (26.3%)| to 1.41) (from 258 fewer to 108 [MODERATE
more)
216 fewer per 1000
26.3% (from 258 fewer to 108
more)
ICU Mortality(ICUS E3)
2 randomised |no serious |serious® serious? no serious none 6/28 | 12727 |RR0.53 (0.28| 209 fewer per 1000 200 | IMPORTANT
trials risk of bias imprecision (21.4%)| (44.4%)| t01.02) (from 320 fewer to 9 Low
more)
267 fewer per 1000
56.9% (from 410 fewer to 11
more)

" 12=75% , P=0.02

2 IGRRNEBE RS HARDSES |, Emeta S BT RAIARDS EESIEHTAISHH
3 p=70% , P=0.07
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Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Quality | Importance
No of . Risk of . . - Other Relative
studies Design bias Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision considerations ECMO| MV (95% Cl) Absolute
Died at <6 months (follow-up mean 6 months)
1 randomised  |no serious |no serious no serious no serious none 33/90 | 45/90 | RR0.73 [135 fewer per 1000 AAAA | CRITICAL
trials risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness imprecision (36.7%)| (50%) | (0.52to |(from 240 fewer to| HIGH
1.03) 15 more)
Death or severe disability at 6 months (follow-up mean 6 months)
1 randomised  |no serious |no serious no serious no serious none 33/90 | 46/87 | RR0.69 (164 fewer per 1000 AAAA | CRITICAL
trials risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness imprecision (36.7%)|(52.9%)| (0.05to | (from 16 fewerto | HIGH
0.97) 502 fewer)
Hospital mortality
2 observational [no serious |no serious no serious serious’ none 44/127(56/127| OR0.72 |79 fewer per 1000 | AOOO [IMPORTANT
studies risk of bias|inconsistency indirectness (34.6%)|(44.1%)| (0.18to | (from 317 fewer to| VERY
2.87) 253 more) LOW
I X [
BiSR 3.9: i AR 1) R (10)IE s B 2%
Quality assessment No of patients Effect
Quality | Importance
No of . Risk of . - ] Other Relative
studies Design bias Inconsistency Indirectness Imprecision considerations ECCO2R|Control (95% Cl) Absolute
30-day mortality (follow-up mean 30 days)
1 randomised [serious' |no serious no serious no serious none’ 14/21 11/19 |RR 1.15 (0.71 [87 more per 1000 (from [AAAO CRITICAL
trials inconsistency indirectness imprecision (66.7%) [(57.9%)to 1.88) 168 fewer to 509 more) (MODERATE
87 more per 1000 (from
57.9% 168 fewer to 510 more)
In-hospital mortality (follow-up 13-80 days)
1 randomised [serious® |no serious no serious no serious none’ 7/40 6/39 RR 1.14 (0.39 |22 more per 1000 (from |[AAAO CRITICAL
trials inconsistency indirectness imprecision (17.5%) [(15.4%)fto 2.67) 94 fewer to 257 more) MODERATE
22 more per 1000 (from
15:4% 94 fewer to 257 more)
Ventilator-free days at 28 days (follow-up mean 28 days; Better indicated by lower values)
1 randomised |serious® |no serious no serious no serious none’ 40 39 - MD 0.7 higher (3.06 lower |JAAAO IMPORTANT
trials inconsistency® indirectness imprecision to 4.46 higher) MODERATE
Ventilator-free days at 60 days (follow-up mean 60 days; Better indicated by lower values)
1 randomised [serious® |no serious no serious no serious none’ 40 39 - MD 4 higher (5.05 lower toJAAAO IMPORTANT
trials inconsistency® indirectness imprecision 13.05 higher) MODERATE

Tim o -
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Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
. . Quality Importance
Ne of . Risk of . . . Other Relative Absolute
studies Study design bias Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision T, R SO HFOV CcVv (95% CI) (95% CI)
30d/inhospitalmortalitymortality
6 randomised not serious * not serious not serious none 349/813 315/795 RR 1.08 32 more per 1000 (from Y2 Y+Ye) CRITICAL
trials serious (42.9%) (39.6%) (0.96 to 16 fewer to 87 more) MODERATE 1
1.22)
38.1% 30 more per 1000 (from
15 fewer to 84 more)
ICU mortality
2 randomised not serious 2 not serious not serious none 298/673 251/670 OR 1.33 69 more per 1000 (from Y2 Y+Ye) CRITICAL
trials serious (44.3%) (37.5%) (1.07 to 16 more to 122 more) MODERATE 2
1.65)
36.4% 68 more per 1000 (from
16 more to 122 more)
LOS
1 randomised not not serious not serious not serious none 398 397 - MD 0.8 more DODD IMPORTANT
trials serious (5.17 fewer to 6.77 HIGH
more)
ICU stay
2 randomised not not serious not serious not serious none 673 670 - MD 1.18 more DODD IMPORTANT
trials serious (0.16 fewer to 2.52 HIGH
more)
D1 PFR
2 randomised not not serious serious not serious none 411 410 - MD 37.46 more BPPO IMPORTANT
trials serious (27.9 more to 47.03 MODERATE
more)
MV duration
4 randomised not not serious not serious serious 2 none 785 767 - MD 1.1 more BPPO IMPORTANT
trials serious (0.03 more to 2.16 more) | MODERATE 2
barotrauma
5 randomised not not serious not serious not serious none 73/658 59/642 OR 1.26 21 more per 1000 (from DOPD IMPORTANT
trials serious (11.1%) (9.2%) (0.88 to 10 fewer to 64 more) HIGH
1.82)
7.7% 18 more per 1000 (from
9 fewer to 55 more)
hypotension
ERjE
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Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
. . Quality Importance
Ne of . Risk of . . . Other Relative Absolute
studies Study design bias Inconsistency | Indirectness | Imprecision TR TR HFOV CcVv (95% CI) (95% CI)
5 randomised not serious * not serious serious 2 none 380/757 337/758 OR 1.37 78 more per 1000 (from D©Doo IMPORTANT
trials serious (50.2%) (44.5%) (1.10to 24 more to 135 more) LOW %5
1.72)
4.2% 15 more per 1000 (from
4 more to 28 more)
NMB
2 randomised not not serious not serious not serious none 437/645 351/665 OR 1.94 157 more per 1000 (from [ Ya Y Te) IMPORTANT
trials serious (67.8%) (52.8%) (1.53 to 103 more to 205 more) HIGH
2.45)
55.1% 153 more per 1000 (from
101 more to 199 more)
refractory hypoxemia
3 randomised not not serious not serious serious ¢ none 27/387 46/370 RR 0.56 55 fewer per 1000 (from [ Y2 Y+Ye) IMPORTANT
trials serious (7.0%) (12.4%) (0.35t0 15 fewer to 81 fewer) MODERATE &
0.88)
8.3% 37 fewer per 1000 (from 10
fewer to 54 fewer)

MD — mean difference, RR — relative risk

ok wh=

1’=50%
1°’=82%

95%CI i g PR ik SR 1.25

1’=63%

95%CI i g R ik SR 1.25
95%Cl i g PR ik SR 0.75
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Quality assessment No of patients Effect
No of studies|  Design Risk of bias I [ Indi ] Impr Other considerations !/\—ikIControl :‘;:"c";; Absolute CQually:; |opattaace
BN TF (assessed with: ARDS)
5 randomised trials|no serious risk of bias' |serious’ no serious indirectness [no serious imprecision |none 116/433 | 87/363 [RR 1.11 (0.94 to 1.32)( 26 more per 1000 (from 14 fewer to 77 more)| SSS0 CRITICAL
(26.8%) | (24%) MODERATE
0% -
0% -
24h%A (Better indicated by lower values)
3 randomised trials [no serious risk of bias |no serious inconsistency [no serious indirectness [no serious imprecision [none 148 | 83 l - MD 29.00 higher (16.65 to 41.36 higher) I ceee | CRITICAL
HIGH
BH@RE#E
3 randomised trials |no serious risk of bias |no serious inconsistency [no serious indirectness |no serious imprecision |none 82/405 29/337 [RR 1.74 (1.14 to 2.65)| 64 more per 1000 (from 12 more to 142 more)| ESES€& CRITICAL
(20.2%) | (8.6%) HIGH
0% -
1 959 CLEEERET 1 25 R 5ERIE
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SR 4.1 IGIRIER (1) B NI ER

BE: HUIESKR ARDS 4 FM: PCV; XER: VCV; GEBIBHR: ICUMIER . ([EFRLR. {E ICU I’ BERER . A SURRER MsMES DR E; 3T 1CU

HEEETATE GRADE 44% )
O ICU iZEZE . (EREiAEZ . 28 KIiSLLIIMEIEANEHIME . hoh, Esteban 2000 1 VOV B This A& H %, HEIREAR 4 0
A PO IS BB R R, (HNZE IR meta 4T85 . 8L, IERRET AT,
EERR
Of&
ORARE
OFIK T M BT 46 SRR AR Meta 04T el UL, 5 VCV ML, PCV FRANGE 56 3 BE i 7] fo 3 1CU I [A], BF 25 B2 PCV FEAS B & FEAIK
FIE & AR B g ICU SRR, ARRBIRIERIRILER & 28 KR, {H PCV W RSB BHAAKT .
ml el
MG 5 B ] AR ANl T i B I — @ S
BEBEEMNER
OF SE B8 AR
MR FE S D Z WS HETE ICU Ao i iR il S R AT 58 i, TEFAh oA, Rk, 8 5R) A0 s A R A
BLiRF) FH F AR A
OR PR KL
R IGEFELEL
HWELER O FATHEFEAS R Z T T it O FRATER WA K Z T 1id it MUG O FRATER BOR FH & T 104 it O FRATTHEAE R FH T T4 it
R ERESARTUURBEM AR ERE DTSR B E8RFER. (U6, PRBERS)

(ERE

mediive.cn guide.medlive.cn


http://guide.medlive.cn/
http://guide.medlive.cn/

MR 4.2: ImPRIA AR (2) HEFHZ B E

BE: YUMuBES M ARDS B F: Dikazh: 3B 2B SRR 28 AR, ICU IR, HBMAE., SAEMGREZR . PI0ER ., ICU AN /) K4 %, R : ICU

HEBEITMETE | GRADE 54 " E
O TE=T RCT W7, A PRI A R SE it # f R 48 5 (R LR Nk B 2 S0 =
— A AR IR T A ST R £ s Lk Ah, A T A 1Y) 3 A SR AR AR A G AR N S S
Of& FREE, JFARmIsEER, 28 b, R BT R AR BRI FE— i e 2 .
ORARE
el NS MO A 45 TR R FR I Meta S0 HT R AT I, FTA SR AR BE R A T T B, PRIR B
il ¥ 57 O B~ i WEEE, BERMBESEARRLE, HASLE 1CU SRIGVENITE Jy kA 238 n, AR
O #KFF) VKA 750351 g BT Joft P2 42
MG 5 B ] AR ZE S A R AGE B E TG, HREBEFIEIACHR KRR KA, Rk, KREHEHS
BEBEEMNER
OF SE B8 AR FERZAZIRTT R o
MR FE S D ZF TS HETE ICU Hh 28R FH A A LK o
BLiRF) FH F AR A
OR PR KL
REHEELSL:
EERA ORAMBFEARX A Z T HHE K ORMB WA XA ZTHHE K MRATE VKR A & T Wi s i O®RAMEFERA ZTPHEE
BREF BB R FERE ARDS £F (PaO2/Fi02< 150) #{THHMESHAEREFERNREG. (HEE, PRiTERRE)
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ISR 4.3: ImIKIA (3) HEFF & WIEHiEE

BE: PIWOE MO ARDS B FRL: MRy EE R MR AGRS R BRIEER: 28 RINLR. ICU MIER, EBEMIER. U4 RN RIER, SURMAER . {E 1CU W],
HUBE U [ JE3 U4 B R AT URA 76 ;. BR8] . ICU

HFEBEAINE | GRADE 44 % B
O TESHLE R HRRRAT, B PE B U 6 SR8 BB bR B T 4 SRR — B, b, 1CU B0 S b e TR A
iE 2 R e A T R 2 T ARG T PER UL O R, 25 0, VAR By 4.
Ofie
O
B o T AR FIFAT 55 R ARG Meta SM47 0T L, FFAT Y B AbR R W (50 P S £ T S GO R, A SR BT
AR OB 5 SR AP ST 2 LA R B B, (L2 R 7R 4 B R TS 6 0 B A
Ok TH
BRI BT AT AR ST TR R B E TR, BARR BRI RN R, B, KRR ST .
EEEERHER
O B A b
BV ERE 0 e > o U E 1CU OB IR B B R T Se s, RO A, DR, Y URCR R A
FEF B AR A
O ke %
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MisR 4. 4: IGPRIA AR (4) HEFHZ I E

mA s PGB ARDS. ALI 3% ; FF: = PEEP; XHB: (K PEEP; Z/RHIEHR: 28 RFLEK. EFIMILR. SUEMGHRAEZR. BN, ICU HILE; B ICU

HEEEITEHTEE GRADE 4 4% wE
R R O TEREES Rfebr, fFfE AR (ARDS Wifh i EFE) Tt (PEEP M E 77 MA—8E, 47k 1 Sk,
s ICU FRAEER I T &5 RA—BIE N, BVLES (8] (T A 508D vl Be 2 IS RARS IS Lk A2, 25 b, iFdE
Of& VPN
O
FINTE mEip N MOt A 45 R FR G Meta S0 M P AT I, T SGHR KR $2R 5 K7 PEEP 51K/K°F PEEP ¥ W 25, JR{EBH
M) B~ Ay PR TTHE A il 2R (B HT B = PEEP Al e P& B & ARDS B HHLE.
ml el
EEEENHER MG 2 B ] AR A P S it T 503 A VUG A AR G I RCRE R AE T A R ZE R .
OF S B8 AR
REHEMRA MR FE S D ZF TS HEAE ICU Al I PRI LSRRI AT 5, oI siAs, BRIk, S5 H AN B A ZR AR AR
ORIEFRE S
REEESL:
EERA ORAMBFEARX A Z T HHE K ORMB WA XA ZTHHE K MRATE VKR A & T Wi s i O®RAMEFERA ZTPHEE
RAHEE BABWNThEE ARDS B2 HTRAKE PEEP (>12cmH20) S49F. (B[iEHE, hRITFEERR)
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BMisk 4.5: ImIKIA R (6) HEFF & WIE R

AA: HUMIE IR ARDS % FR: Sk Tk, MR ALtk Tk ERIER: EERMIEER. 28 RIWIEE, ICU FFER ., SUSHAAER ., PERMEAFFAER, (I 1CU
i), HLbE (], B8 ICU

HEFEBEITEHETE GRADE 44% wE
R R O JAE b T U B S 3 R B E i, IR TT AR AR RSO o RS EE R bR R, BB A ICU WAL
O 28 RIGICERIEFRAH I T ERA—BUE M, A, B B4 S 480R1 95% Cl 3 T IGIR ISR RE, 7T Ress HI
[affES SRR, 5L, EPEREIE NI
O
FI M T 5 mEip N MK BT S5 R A6 ARG Meta 23 Mr bl WL, St i 2 AR B R MBS . ™ EAR SAUNUAE S5 B ) s, (AFEX ARDS
M) B~ Ay BE WA G- Fabr F R Ros B SR A
ml el
EEEENNER [ R ZF A — S UG, TR B SR AZIRTT R .
M5 5 E ] AR
REHEMRA MR FE S D ZF TS HEAE ICU Al I PR LSRRI AT 5 i, oM siAs, BRIk, S5 H AN B A #R AR AR
OnEFRE 2
REEESL:
EERA ORAMBFEARX A Z T HHE K ORMB WA XA ZTHHE K MRATE VKR A & T Wi s i O®RAMEFERA ZTPHEE
BREF BMNEVHERE ARDS EETHAAEKRFE. (HHEE, RERERD
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MisR 4. 6: ImPRIA R (7) HEFHZ B E

AmA: HUBGE SR ARDS (5 FH: MEMOES: R MEMIES: SBI/IR: 28 RIWILAE. ICU FSER ., BEVIL RINHIEA . F ICU I, HUMGE R . Bk B8 ICU

HEEFEEETEATRE GRADE 44 wE
EERR O ARG RAEA M, fEEE ARDS B9, EMIE S MR 28 RIWALR, HTFEAGIEE D i
el ERAFEFEAE R L, g, R e g,
O
O AR
BT M) K T iR M Meta 3 H7 = AT O, A1 B8 <0 RT 25 0 B E ARDS R TS
O B~ i
O3KTH)
EEEEMNEN OJC s B ARk ZERESHTR I, REMLE S SN RIS R R E RS R E R A, TR R R o SR o OB K S R TR
M5 = E ] AR A RIS 38
SR B R R A OBIaFE > WG PR AR R, A B 38 < 1 St 2 358 o 2 5 98 R P 9 o B R 9 N R 57 s BN
MR IEFER L
REEESL:
HEAR ORMFEFES KA ZT HIE i ORMB VR R A Z T HIE i MERAT 2 VR &% T Wi i ORMEFF A ZTHE K
BAREE FMEMERE ARDS & (Pa0./Fi0£100) HlHIBEBSKSEHMEMIBESKEE. ([EE, FRIEERR)
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MIsR 4. 7: ImIKIA R (8) HEFF & WK iR

#A: A ARDS i FW: LOIFEHEEBES: B: A%%07 CORRmERE): SRR HETRE. SEER. ICU MR, (EFER, R ICU
HEFEETFHTB GRADE 4 4% BE
— O TN AT, BBIEA . SRRAER . (ERRTALIAN 1CU i E 2 S A T TS b b T A A b T
Osh 2 UUBLEE AT PER S0 R, EL meta AMHTRBIITIT I A ) ARDS 53 VORI VERL, 1T ST T R —
wIfiG bk, 2k, R EIR.
O
e B T WA 5 R AR RRIG Meta 2047 AT L, 4R 0B AR TR0, MG 2 IR0 %
OB fi
Ok T
[ — B o A U A BETUR, LR BRI R, B, KRR A T
Oy & S A As
R A R B BLE 2t b GBS ILE 1CU it 5 T 47 B 1 5 5 6 QNP B B B AT 52 i, 3G AR, BRI, o) RO Rl A
Ok R % 1B
BREHELSR:
R e ORATIEE R % T-HsE e O ATE WO 5 ) % T3 i MBEME VR Z T BifE ik ORAMHEF R 1Z T W i
BuEE BB T B RIENEE ARDS EEARARUEEBESET. (S, REIERD)
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M 4.8.1: ImIRIH @ (9) #EFHF= IWIEHRE

AA: HUBCESHIE ARDS % FFi: ECMO; MR: FlE<; HBI/ER:

6 HAWIER. 6 H AT B EHIRR . (£ ICU/ERITE; FREF: ICU

HEEETMTE GRADE 44% wE
R M AW BN 1 5w R RCT WFAT, %WF A il ™%, R R BN T A &R, B LR R BN 4.
O
Ok
ORAK
FI T MK T ik N ECMO 897 i A\ & ARDS B 5a0ESHLI, "L ENE 6 A AT S B8R, RNBERFKe AN
O e T i LR [
O# K TH)
s EEANER MG B B A AR ECMO 877 A E & ARDS B H e BEGE B H TS, Hit, KEHER SB2I%IRIT R,
O &\ Eal 4s ik
FEFEARE OBIaFe > ECMO 77 i N\ HE & ARDS 4, FHEMA ECMO AHXHEM, I H ECMO s id fErh &= A G4y 9 A .
MRS E
REEESL:
HEAR ORMFEFES KA ZT HIE i ORMB VR R A Z T HIE i MERAT 2 VR &% T Wi i ORMEFF A ZTHE K
BAEE BMNEMNATFERE ARDS TENWESHKABIIERNES (ECM0) /Tr. (5[HEE, FRIEBERR)
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MR 4.8.2: IR @ (9) = WIERE

mA s HUBEEA R HINT BTSN ARDS B3, FFi: ECMO; XHB: HEIES; &H/IEHR: FFORIER. {EICU KA, FE: ICU

HEEETATE GRADE 44% wE
EERR O AR EANT 2 55w B SIBEFE, 2 RS2 EAT Meta S0 AT R IL SRR LR K, &5 1Al E X R85
O T CAAIE 3 o e AR A 2
Ofik
MR
70T ORI T Xt 2 IR SR AT Meta 04T, A 9F OREMATMEX A E T 1.
M P17
O#KTH)
B E A E D O & T ] A ECMO 7T HIN1 JEFTEUA A ARDS B A RER Bost B fiUs, LA ECMO BRI, Fitk, #0BEmTiesda
Mg B B A AR AZIRTT HWE o
FEFAEARE OBIaFE > ECMO /77 HINT Ji /BT 80 e AN ARDS i3, 75 Z 4l ] ECMO MISCHEH , I B ECMO i@ #5id FE v &= A A S 4k 9
MRS E
REEESIL:
HEAR ORMFEFES KA ZT HIE i ORMB VR R A Z T HIE i MERAT 2 VR &% T Wi i ORMEFF A ZTHE K
BAEE BNBYUAFHEFE HIN REBFABNERE ARDS BEHWESEKS ECN0 A77. ([HEE, RETERR)
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MisE 4.9: RS (10) HEFZ WIEKRE

BA: HUBGESHIEN ARDS B3 FH: K5 CO2 Hk: R PWIES: SEB/BI/IR: 30 FWIER . (EFRIEE. Jol B [, 8 1CU

EEERETARE GRADE 44% wE
N O 2 f@ RCT 3R AT £ B 78, HAEAR LN 1 5 RCT SR BIBENL A BE, (AP A BN AR TN, REGE ST
HEHE fR
s R 59— R RCT RIGHH AN R K A %o
O
O
FI T O T Meta 43 M Eon ik Ah CO2 7B BR A AEIRAK ARDS B 552, (HATHEXT EE ARDS £ 2
I B Ay
O3 K TH]
B EANER O FLEEWARN T B TS B R BHFE SR IR, VR TT o AR R .
M5 = E ] AR
FEFEARE OBIaFe > T R R, SRR .
MR IEFER L
REEESIL:
EFRE ORMFEHFER X Z TR ORMB VAR K% TR M MUG ORATB VR ZTPE M ORISR X % T HE
BRREE FANMEFF ARDS B EEHBITE ¥ HR A o co2 HRRER. (U6, hEIFERR)
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MisE 4.10: IGERMER (11) HEF = WERER

BA: PLBOE AR ARDS B F: Mk iE S (HFOV); XM : LSHmE~;

£ 1CU W], WU R ). WLRA A 4, FRE8E: ICU

KRR : 30 R/MEBMLE. ICU FEE . D1 ESIRE (PFR). AUEMR AR, MR A%

HEEETMTE GRADE 4 4% wE
R O TEFARLE R FRR, 30 K /MEBMIELRA ICU FRILHR G5 BB R, FUiES R ET hh .
M
Of&
ORI
i e 5 mEip N MO A 5 R EFR G Meta MR AT L, B CEETEAR IR B A TR RN it 2 o DT 41 45 50 L 20 L A )
O B~ i BRI A1
MK T F
£EEEMNER [ Y ZTHISHARENCE B H TG, BEESCEE AT, HMHER, TEALKRRA, Hik, REHEETRASET
M5 = E ] AR ZIRYT IR
HER B AR A OBIaFe b 1% T il 2 1CU C 4% % 1 () s AU SR IR AL, B J50R FH R AN B o
MR IEFER L
REEESL:
EERA ORAMBFEARX A Z T HHE K MRAMTE WA R % T s i ORMBVCRA ZTPHE K O®RAMEFERA ZTPHEE
BAREE BAVEVARDS EENMESHANENARASHELSES. (HEE, PERERD)
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MR 4. 11: ImPRHE (12) = WERE
BA: PUBCESH R ARDS 8% FHi: MA—AWE: WB: EF/Z A0, SRR ERET%, 24h FASIEN. BoRnE, FE: 1CU

EEBRETARE GRADE 44% wE
iR R O TERERES R tebrR, AEBERALEN) 95%Cl FZFEd T 1.25 WRPR UK BAE, WOEHE 5 S v 2.
M
Of&
ORI
FI M T ORI T MK T 45 R FR bR Meta 23 BTl L, RN —2L A RESGE B 24h J5IEFITE AL, (AARESGE B LR T2,
mETL S [ AT i 2 3 B Sh AR R
a5y N R
EEEEANER O EE A GT W s B A, (MO RAE BEWN, MAASETIRIERNGE, Fik, KREHEE TR SIRAI%IATT K
M5 = E ] AR W
REFEMRE OBIaFE > FZTFHEERET AN — S EARARE, HZBT R,
MR IEFER L
REEESL:
EERA ORAMBFEARX A Z T HHE K MRAMTE WA R % T s i ORMBVCRA ZTPHE K O®RAMEFERA ZTPHEE
BAREE BAEVARDS EEFNEMHEABMN—SULTAT. (BHEE, FEKERR)
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