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The PICOST (Population, Intervention, Comparator, Outcome,

Study Designs and Timeframe)

*Population: Adults or pediatric patients in any setting (IHCA

or OHCA) with ROC

*Intervention: One strategy for prophylactic antiseizure

medication or seizure treatment

PICOST

P: BCU0HBRAZELNRBERARE BRRWMELE. FRALEL

onWIFnLEL)

| T M TADARDFHIRGCHEEFO R BRI E LIt/ oh DN

ABFThNI-BE

CHITANAEDFHESCREBOEEN M THONLTWEREWL, £/

FMDNADITHONIEE




«Comparator: Another strategy or no prophylactic antiseizure | O:47F % 7= 14 Pediatric Core Outcome Set for Cardiac Arrest

medication or seizure treatment (Topjian 2021 351) (ICEDOW/-RIFABRFMNIEREEH S £7F
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*Study designs: RCTs and nonrandomized studies (non-RCTs, | Timeframe: 2023 £ 9 B 11 H £ TO LT O EhRY,
interrupted time series, controlled before-and-after studies,
cohort studies) were eligible for inclusion. Unpublished
studies (eg, conference abstracts, trial protocols) were
excluded. All relevant publications in any language were

included if there was an English abstract.




Timeframe: Literature search includes all years up to

September 11, 2023

Treatment recommendations W CIRE

Prophylactic Antiseizure Medication. MTADPAEDFIEES

We suggest against the routine use of prophylactic MELEBRD/NBICIMTANARD FHESZ L —F ITiThEWn
antiseizure medication in children postcardiac arrest (good EEIRET D (BENT-EEEITICEY 221)

practice statement).
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Seizure Treatment. MELEED/NBIZE T BRIEICHT 2EY)BEXIRET 5 (Bhi-

We suggest the treatment of seizures in children post-cardiac | E&RIEITICEI T 2 5E) o

arrest (good practice statement).




Justification and Evidence-to-Decision Framework Highlights.
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