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ko8 2024/6/13
BRE
# ‘R SR
1 "Carbon Monoxide Poisoning"[Mesh] 5829
2 carbon monoxide AND poison* 7,602
3 #1 or #2 7,602
4 Hyperbaric Oxygen* 17,118
5 HBO or HBOT 5,128
6 #4 or #5 18,347
7 #3 and #6 1,196
(randomized controlled trial[pt] OR controlled clinical trial[pt] OR
g randomized[tiab] OR.pla?ebo[tiab] OR dnllg therapy[sh]. OR 5311.057
randomly[tiab] OR trial[tiab] OR groups[tiab] NOT (animals [mh] T
NOT humans [mh]))
9 #7 and #8 167
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F—AR—ZR Central

=los 2024/6/14
BRE
# BR= SR
1 MeSH descriptor: [Carbon Monoxide Poisoning] explode all trees 86
2 (carbon monoxide near3 poison*):ti,ab,kw 5787
3 (illuminating gas near3 poison*):ti,ab,kw 2848
4 (carbon monoxide near3 intoxicat*):ti,ab,kw 7255
5 (Toxic near3 asphyxiation):ti,ab,kw 8599
6 (monoxide* or CO):ti,ab,kw 74888
7 #1 OR #2 OR #3 OR #4 OR #5 OR #6 89184
8 MeSH descriptor: [Hyperbaric Oxygenation] explode all trees 613
9 (high next pressure next oxygen*):ti,ab,kw 25
10 (High next tension next oxygen®*):ti,ab,kw 0
11 (HBO or HBOT):ti,ab,kw 677
12 (Hyperbaric next Oxygen*):ti,ab,kw 1574
13 (multiplace near3 chamber*):ti,ab,kw 8003
14 (monoplace near3 chamber*):ti,ab,kw 8002
15 #8 OR #9 OR #10 OR #11 OR #12 OR #13 OR #14 9438
16 #7 AND #15 578
17
18

19




[7—F_R—2mFERR]

RLRIL

—BitRFPEICERIEERFREE(HBO) TFEAM?

7_—'_9/{_1 E EFI ot

2024/6/4

BRE

# BR= SCHERE

1 —BibikFDE/TH or —BRILIRFDE/TA 2968

2 (—B&{E k% /TH or —B&1ERFR/TA) and (FFH/TH or FE/TA) 2224

3 #1 or #2 3066

4 SEBREE/TH or 2 EERFEE/TA 8633

5 ERUEREE/AL or EREBE/AL or BRIEEEFR/AL 5582

6 =EREZR/AL or BIERIE/AL or mIEBE/AL 9109

7 S8 LML LLEREAER/TH or 2 E%*/St J_\ﬂ:ttix;c%ﬁ/m or IR Ly 361537
Al or 751

8 #4 or #5 or #6 10059

9 #3 and #8 915

10 (#7 and #9) and (PT=R&#%R<) 17




Author(s):
Question: [intervention] compared to [comparison] for [health problem and/or population]
Setting:

Bibliography:

Certainty assessment

s::lgd?;s Study desig Risk of bias Other considerations [intervention]

Ne of patients

Relative Absolute Certainty Importance
(95% Cl) (95% Cl)
Mortality
3 randomised very serious? not serious not serious serious® none 3/342 (0.9%) 2/309 (0.6%) RR1.25 2 more per CRITICAL
trials (0.21t07.34) 1,000 ®O00
(from 5 fewer to Very lows»
41 more)
HlR RAFE
3 randomised serious® serious? not serious not serious none 173/342 (50.6%) 168/321 (52.3%) RR 0.99 5 fewer per @ @OO CRITICAL
trials (0.79t0 1.23) 1,000
(from 110 fewer Lowed
to 120 more)
FRIR BB M BE
3 randomised very seriouse seriousd not serious seriousd none 33/160 (20.6%) 33/158 (20.9%) RR0.94 13 fewer per CRITICAL
trials (0.12t07.53) 1,000 ®OOO
(from 184 fewer Very lowsde
to 1,000 more)
AR A
5 randomised seriousd serious? not serious serious' none 180/451 (39.9%) 181/429 (42.2%) RR 0.90 42 fewer per CRITICAL
trials (0.65 to 1.25) 1,000 ®O00
(from 148 fewer Very lowds
to 105 more)

Cl: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio
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Test for overall effect: £= 0.06 (F = 0.95)

Risk of bias legend

(A) Randomization process

(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data

(D) meadurment of the outcome

(E) Selection ofthe reported result

(F) Overall

Favours [HBO] Favours [control]

HBO Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEF
Annane D 2010 " T Mot estimable @000
Jean-Claude Raphael 1988 0 1449 0 148 Mot estimahle T2
Scheinkestel CO 1993 3 104 2 87 100.0% 1.25[0.21, 7.34] 1 770000
Total {95% CI) 342 309 100.0% 1.25[0.21,7.34]
Total events 3 2
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable f f t 1
001 o1 10 100
Testfor overall effect £=0.25 (P = 0.80) Favours [HEQ] Favours [contral]
Risk of bias legend
(A) Randomization process
(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C)Missing outcome data
(D) meadurment of the outcome
(E) Selection of the reported result
(F) Overall
2) Wnlw R4
HBO Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFTF
Annane D 2010 46 78 45 86 33E% 1.11 [0.85, 1.48] @000
Jean-Claude Raphael 19349 108 1489 98 148 A5245% 1.03[0.88,1.20] TP rr?
Scheinkestel CD 1999 19 104 25 B7  140% 0.64 [0.28, 1.07] 7709000
Total {95% Cl) 342 321 100.0% 0.99 [0.79, 1.23]
Total events 173 168
Heterogeneity: Tau = 002, Chif= 268, df=2 (P =016 F=46% TR ] s 100
Testfor overall effect Z=013 (P =090} Favours [Control] Favours [HBO]
Risk of bias legend
(A) Randomization process
(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data
(D) meadurment of the outcome
(E) Selection of the reported result
(Fy Overall
3) [HIR BEFE M I
HBO Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 9%5% Cl ABCDETF
Annane D 2010 | 79 26 86 48.5% 117 [0.76, 1.82] - @000~
Scheinkestel CO 1999 5 48 0 40 256% 9.20[0.52, 161.55] = r 27209000
SR Tham 19958 o 33 737 I60% 0.06[0.00,1.08 +—s—— 192800
Total {95% CI) 160 158 100.0% 0.94 [0.12, 7.53] -~ ——
Total events 33 33
ity: == CChif= = = = I f } i
Heterogeneity: Taw®= 2.29: Chi®=6.20, df= 2 (P = 0.09); F= 68% T 0 100
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HBO Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% Cl ABCDEFTF
Annane D 2010 33 T8 29 86 22.5% 1.24[0.84,1.84] @008
Jean-Claude Raphagl 1989 51 144 50 148 2548% 0.95[0.69, 1.31] @r272717
Lindell K wWeaver 2002 19 78 35 76 201% 0.54 [0.34, 0.86] —-— @000
Scheinkestel CD 1938 77104 60 87  30.6% 1.07 [0.90, 1.24] 770900
SR Thom 14994 0 33 T 32 1.3% 0.06[0.00,1.09 ¥ e RN T T )
Total {95% Cl) 451 429 100.0% 0.90 [0.65, 1.25] &
Total events 180 181
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chif=13.36, df= 4 (P = 0.010); F= 70% ilj o1 DI1 150 1EID=
Testfor averall effect £=0.61 (P =044) ’ Fa\mu'rs [HBO] Favours [contral]
Risk of bias legend
(A) Randomization process
(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data
(D) meadurment of the outcome
(E) Selection of the reported result
(F) Overall
HBO (2.5ATA Bl E) vs Control
1) %
HBO(2.5ATA) Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEF
Scheinkestel GO 1399 3104 2 87 100.0% 1.26[0.21, 7.34] 7720000
Total (95% CI) 104 87 100.0% 1.25[0.21,7.34]
Total events 3 2
Heterageneity: Mot applicable ID.D1 0?1 1 150 1DDI
Testioroverall efiect 2= 0.25 (P = 0.80) Favours [HBO(2.5ATA)] Favours [control]
Risk of bias legend
(A) Randomization process
(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data
(D) meadurment of the outcome
(E) Selection of the reported result
(F) Owerall
2) Hnlw RAF
HBO{2.5ATA) Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFTF
Scheinkestel GO 1999 19 104 25 87 100.0% 0.64 [0.28,1.07] 72720000
Total (95% Cl) 104 87 100.0% 0.64 [0.38, 1.07] L
Total ewents 18 25
Heterogeneity: Mat applicable =D.D1 0?1 1=D le

Testfor overall effect: £=1.69 {F =0.09} Favaurs [Control]

Risk of bias legend

(A) Randomization process

(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data

(D) meadurment of the outcome

(E) Selection of the reported result

(F) Owverall

Favours [HBO(2 5ATA)]
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Heterogeneity, Tau®=0.38; Chi*=14.15, df= 2 (P = 0.0008); F= 86%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.02 (F=0.31}

Risk of bias legend

(A) Randomization process

(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data

(D) meadurment of the outcome

(E) Selection of the reported result

(F) Owerall

ool 01
Favours [HBO(2 BATA)]

10 100

Favours [control]

HBO(2.5ATA) Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFTF
Scheinkestel CD 1399 ] 48 0 40 499%  9.20[0.52, 161.58] n 770000
SR Thom 1935 0 3 737 801% 0.06 [0.00, 1.09] 4 = d BN T T ]
Total (95% CI) a1 72 100.0% 0.77 [0.01, 99.14] ——e N —
Total events ] 7
Heterogeneity, Tau=10.20; Chi= 5.85, df=1 (P =0.02); F= 83% =IZ| o1 Dl1 1=D le
Testfor overall effect 2= 0.1 (F=0.91) Favours [HBO(2.5ATA)] Favours [control]
Risk of bias legend
(A) Randomization process
(B) Derivations from intended interventions
(C) Missing outcome data
(D) meadurment of the outcome
(E) Selection of the reported result
(F) Owverall

4) PR AR BB

HBO(2.5ATA) Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDETF
Lindell K ¥eaver 2002 19 76 3|\ 7E 43.8% 0.54 [0.34, 0.56] - e 1000
Scheinkestel CD 1399 77 104 G0 87 48.8% 1.07 [0.90, 1.29] 7709000
S R Tham 1985 i 33 732 7% 0.06 [0.00,1.08) ————— 71907000
Total (95% CI) 213 195 100.0% 0.64 [0.28, 1.50] -"-
Total events 96 102



