HE, TR D T =T L EEAT S,
Bk A % 20, pre—ductal & L <,
post—ductal ¢ £EEETY ) H E <M A A
ST AAT O . MR U S U B
TR EICHERF T ~& Th 5. RN R
AT E i, MIEAME 10-20ml /kg % 1
~2 [l b U, S5 (DOA, DOB) 454
ERT D, PINEREO N TSR O E N,
MAP 1% 17cmH,0 LR, PIP 1% 25emH,0 LA F T
792 ENPE LV, BAEFEERAL,
HNEOWSI 21T 5. B & S Al 4 3%
2705, il 03 G i3 B ARIRIZ B 6
HRETHD.

CDH (=341 HAIHIANIE, &)
R E IR 52 D0 DEHE X
WU - DR B
TR S,
UC, RAEHE
Tk, HEHIZG, H

@Eﬁ?f
, HEBESC
:%¢6+%&%:&)/ﬁ%
(% - 18 B DR i oD B SE BE L
, NTLMERAE B, F R
AN & ORI EHESR
AT H Z &N LD & Lz, B2Em
BILZZ Lnb oo, WIER OB E L
gk U CHESREE & ThRvy) & L7z,

<CQ2-1: AR CDH O FHKEBEL ZE
L7734, Gentle ventilation X B %
2D
CHEBB Y MR L—F 1D HAER
CDH o Fp Wk & 12 B8\ T, Gentle
ventilation IIZBE T & ETHS. >
T

DR 617 RO A Y V) —= 2 T Dxt
BLERY, BRI EER T Ui
BEME AR THo7 Y9 9, ELO
R LTI, GV EICBWTHEERIC
LT RENMEWVFERE -7~ (RR 0.42
[0.28-0. 62] p<0.0001).

Outcome

eatfor gveralf gfact Z= 4 28 (7 < 0.0001)

Historical control

MR T o o 72 D7

4 3 8 00 SRR I
Kka%ﬁ%nm~
4 IO OFERDE GVIC K DT R
KTFAFED BT, WFhoCkizc b &
KAg S T A8 LOFEEREENFIE L TY
fo. IREEE & OB DT LD EaTH
HEBEEL W Z EE2BET 5L, Vol
DEHEFZBE T REBERMESTHDL L ER
b,

WAz, EEFER A Outcome 2 LT
I, 2 MROSCROBFN S P 9 6V BRICE
N TR A R 0D SR DM MET R 23 A B
o, HEEE R o7 (RR 0.63
[0.32-1.22] p<0. 17). PET=® Outcome & [A)
BLOERKIRANA T AR L OB ERIFE
THEBEZ DI, FEHEMIZE RITD EH
WrL, GV NETIFRAEBEOFEIETHH
DPEICBI LTI REE L B 2 b,

BBz, MRRSFI T O Outcome (ZEF L
T, 1ROILROBFAE P, 6V FHZB
THRZN T HIET 2EmA A LN
N, HETIEA2»->7 (RR 1.17 [0.55,
2.52] p<0.68). FE1=D Outcome & R DE
RIGNSA T A LIFEEENFIET D2 LB R
bz, GV OMRERNFH~DEEIZ O
THEFTL723CBRIT 1 R Lo <, FE— B
SRR THY, ERFREETH-T.
LEXY, W@ FERTRICHT D VDORER
PRICBEI L CIZHlrReEE B2 bz, Lk
L0, BRAORMIITEVS, BRRER
RBUEOMNREHEOMFZ ML, 6V X
CDH OMREBIZIBWTEE T NEWERT

10
GY nonGY

Y son GY Risk fatio Risk Ratio

Study of Subaroup  Eves E Total Events Tolal Weight IV, Rapdom, 96%C1 Year I, Randor, 95% O
PE2005 [] 7T aa%  023(003, 156 200 - -

Chiu2006 13 86 38 77 563%  040{023,068 2006 —a-

fringle2010 a 63 19 B4 280% 05610 26,120F 2010 e

FE012 R P48 19%  031(006,106) 2012 ]

nma (95% Cly 153 193 100.0%  042[0.28,0.67) <>
Totat events

Hl rogeneity Tau® OGOCF =119, df= 3F’ D75y, = 0% 5m o o0



HD] LEERmAT, HREROEBIIET T8
L7

<CQ2-2: AR CDH D TFHRUELEE
L 7% 4, HFV (High frequency
ventilation) IXEFRAMM?>

CHESR S 42 L — F:2D #r4 R CDH
WX LC HFV BB R TN RREES
EThDH. R, BEEFICK LTI HFY
EEATHZENEDENE. O

DR BLT FEDLERN A7 YV —= 0 7 Db
G Ly, BREHNCEERRZ L SORIE
BB AR TH o P70 HFV ORI
HFO 3 #f, HFJV1 #R Cd o 7=. [EEMFFREHE -
IR T HIT DV TRET LT 5 SRR
Moz 3 MmO ERIE,
control ZHAWc#mE akR— MIETH
S D9 Fnin, HEHEORERR
BICEATAERRASAA T ANFEL.
CMV B HERAER] & HFV BE~A#E L 72 S0k A
HEBR L, Historical control ZHA\ 7= 3 iR
O CEMTRERE LIZER, HFV BEToO
FRTRIZABEICET LT (RR 0.40
[0.27-0. 58] p<0. 00001).

Historical

THVITERTHI EEZONTZHDOD,
BEMRANFECHDLZ EaliE x, #
ToOBIT M55 & L.

<CQ3: fimMmEDH B H LR CDH ©F
BEE D DT NO T AFE (INO) IXF
B 2>
KHELESC : #EXE L — K ¢ 2D
Fifi @ £ D & % Hr A R CDH 2%t L T iNO
BRI AREBERETHD. >
g

D660 FFDOILB ATV —=2 7 ORF
L0, RHEHIC RCTI IR, BIEHIZ 4 1R
D 7 HEEEH LU7-. RCT3 #% (The Neonatal
Inhaled Nitric Oxide Study Group : NONOS'»
120 Jacobs B ) TIL, &% 14 BHE TOIE
& 34 BLIICHA L7z CDH ©, ATHE %
L, 155U LOMEE HFEIE LR 2 E
@ 0I (Oxygenation Index) 7% 25 DL ETH
> T2 I % 68212 NO W SR (iN0) DA %h
PEERR L7z & 2 A, INO BRIIKTIREE & b
BLOEEEABWMEMICS o720, FE
ZIXER Y 725> 72 (NONOS : RR1. 12, 95%{54E
X[H][0.62-2.02], Jacobs 5 : RR1.12, 95%
e X [ [0. 62-2. 02]).

HFY cay Risk Ratio Risk Rafic KO 100%02 Risk Ratio Risk Ralic
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Yotal Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year ¥, Randorm, 85%C1 Study or Subgroup _Events Total Events TYotal Weight 1, Random, 85%Cl Year ¥, Random, 95%
Desfrere2000 3 32 16 19 424%  0.33{0.18,0.80) 2000 -7 NINOS 12 25 12 28 668%  112(062,202] 1997
Cacciari2001 4 19 11 25 153%  0.48[0.18,1.27] 2001 Jacohs 6 12 6 15 332%  125{054,289) 2000
Ng2008 12 44 13 21 423% 0.44[0.24,079] 2008 —E Totat{95% Cl 37 43 1000%  1.46{0.72,1.88]
_ Totat events 18
Total {95% Ci) 85 §5 160.6%  0.40[0.27,058) 4 Heterogeneily: Tau®= 0,00; Chi*= 0.04, df=1 (P = 0.83); = 0%

0.01 100

1 1 10
olal events 25 40 ]
Fav Favors 100%02
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.59, df= 2 (P = 0.74); F= 0% b ot 1 WoISND Favors

Test for overall effect Z= 4.74 (P < 0.00001) HFY ©

Test for overall effect 2= 0.61 (P = 0.54)
10 100

BIFGET A v OERDBERESIL HFV D
BEOHZHETETWRNIEIZHY,
fyaHE L OMABEDEIZL Y EGTHRITK
EBLTWeZ tE2ZET DL, HV OfFEH
IEBETREBEETHLEEZ 2 DT

PbEXv, #HAIR CDH OMEREER B

Jacobs & DFFZE ¥ Clk, EEMERE T
iNO BETORWHEBEICH > 72h, AEER
R 7p o T2 (BER] - RRO. 18, 95%EHEX
M [0.01-3.11], BBeis EFEHR D H -
RRO. 20, 95%{E#EX[#[0. 01-3.36]).

BT ROV TIE, NONOS & DOHF
7z ¢, 20%+4 » AIZBIT D The Bayley



Scales of Infant Development II DFEEH: L7 RCT1 'Y, BEZhFge 3 fF 1920
BReECCHE Sh, AEELRD RN oT-. Ze RS L ER T LTz @:‘ﬁ)‘:fz’iﬁ@ Outcome

WP OWFFEIZ BT, SRR 72 <
ARG REME DS V.

B LT, Lotz B2 L& A ARFgE ® ¢t

W & L TBE L Y ﬁMa4ﬁuW1M$ulﬂw%mﬁbk
FETC SR < (40-57%), HLE LW - W50 Wi — T 7 s 2 NEGRE L IER GO E
TR 2 SRR G 2 P OB LI AR, AR AR
IRERDIELT, A = b bOD, LUK 7 7 4 MEER
EHWEHRE ak— MR Cho7=. 1F ICBWTAR LN LS L. (RRL. 78:95%
EIWAEL, MR T RSOV THRES  (FHEEE (0. 44-7. 25] p=0.42) LAsL72ns
LTSk 70 <, BB Outcome (ZRBY LT b BRSSO
S - A AT, 4 WOAXTFIT A4 KR TOFERIP N EDAL T AY 27

Historical control

T ADRER, INO BRI B & i LSBT WA Chole. TV ADEE BT S
ROAEIED o 72 (RRO. 61, 95BIERIRKH  HRGARWI &inb, EFRRILAZ L
[0. 43-0.86]). &HIBr L7
Study or Subgroy, E;’;z!am?om £v2;etsmeimai Viright W,Ryzfxgifgsﬁa Year N.Rﬁma.?%m i T: N ‘]j“’—‘ 7 7 7 & :/ ]\ ;}'&_’{:}f‘?ﬁ y J: D VC
Kiueh 7m 7o 202% 0381016, 086] 2002 e
Koga 3 11 18 141% 0.74{0.29,189) ?DE\E N 1]
o 6B % s see 0refe il 20 Y —7 7 7 2w MERNC X5 5GE B ZEN
Total (35% C1) 128 105 100.0%  0.51]0A3,0.85] L 3 " N o
T RAET AR DD EEZ DRI
Heterageneity. Tau®= 0 00, Chi*= 2 36, df = S\P 050), 1= 0% Yot o 1 T 00
Testfor averali effect 2= 278 (P = 0.005) Favors postiNG  Favors pre iMO
surfactant ptacebo RisK Ratio Risk Ratio .
Ly’p l_/ Jﬂ:'fgjﬁiﬂd\fé\ l/ N &: 1NO u% i;l:zzifgr;uggroug !Evemj Fotal Event; Tolaé T&zgggn: N!:a;:[c;;;fﬁ;;g: :’;:Z 1V, Random, §5% C1
Total {§5% Ci) 9 8 100.6% 178 10.44, 7.25)

;%Ej] :,E-i 73) %tl-i; fc;? Z) & % ﬁﬂ"‘*ﬁi)) ti Ltg?el;;?:;ﬂy: Nulappncab!: :
é j/L"C ll \ foa l/ \ : k 73) % /\/r 7 X 7‘7)) j( % 1/ \ Test for overall effect: Z= 0.80 (P=0.42)
FHA DA BLEX Y, CDH iR i

S0 o 100
Favours surfattant Favours placebo

BIEIZE 3R OOl —7 7 7 Z 2 b

KLTCANO X E BT _REBEETHD E L
b00, BEMIRMAFETHILZ L%
Wz, HEREORRS I THHv) & LT,

<CQ4: HAEWR CDH O FRBWELEE L
TeRER, My —o7 22 MIBEZ» 2>

CHERESC : HEXE S L — 1 : 2D

AR CDH TR L C—RBIIHY—7 7
sV NERETAZEERED LR
W, 2L, BARMRESEERRSRE
DFREBEER L) A CTHEEERTFT
LB LIIMETHD. >

fiER

=111}
=K

>

D562 FRDILERDZ AT V) —= 0 T D5

BERE, V=T 772 FIEREREL
BLTCHBICHTRNS EH L=, (RR1.32;
95%f§$EE§Fﬁ [1.01-1.72] p=0.04) #LEHF
ZEACITIF 4L LA & LCIE, Lally
Ewﬁiuﬂfiéfﬁ MEN SR TRDL
T, ZEE - ZHEEMCBWCHY—T 7
74 hOMERE, BERY, B5R, &S5
FEHIZBWTARTOERNH DL THD.
itk —=7 7 7 % LSO IREE b AE (L
STy, BikE L ToOBEEDON
AT AV R, FFEBEITELA TH D L
Wrl7z. FE—BHICBVWTHLEATHS &
by U7z,



Van Meurs 2004
Lally 2004
Colby 2004

Test for overall effect Z= 2.03 (P = 0.04)

Surfactant Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup _ Evenis Total Events Yotal Weight IV, Random,85%CH Year #, Random, 85% Tt
82 182 99 330 347%  142[1.13,1.80] 2004 =
109 209 71 215 349%  158(1.251.99) 2004 =
40 114 120 334 304%  093[0.73,1.30) 2004 5
Total (5% €} 615 78 1000%  132{L01 17 3
Total events 231 90
Heterogeneity: Tau* = 0.04; Chi*= 6.84, df= 2 (P = 0.03); = 71% o T

FEEMRERE, MEFENFT%O Outcome
R LTIE, ST D lenize, FHERT4:
sh& L7,

lEXY, EFMRIIZZLNEDO,
FAER CDH IZBIT —7 77 & Mg
EoBFRMEIT—EICITHES ARV LR
Dt L, BEROMERESIEE G
WX T A —7 77 2 NREDOEF M
WEEEICHESL SN TR Y, HREomI T 153
Wk L.

<CQ5: AW CDH oF#kELERL
A, 2FMATeL FRETIHEH
AN

CHESE RS L—F D

AR CDH 2@l LT—/RIZRTF 1
A ROE2HEEEEZITI > L RIBDLN
R, 2R L, BE - R RE -
MAHBIBE R CENOFERIZE W
TRESRERFTHIEREDOND. >
i

%{(l

D486 FED RIS A 7 Y —= 2 T D%t
BLol R, BEIICERE IS
ot BAER COHICSKT 525 M 2T
nA REEOT BT v A TB R CIIEE
L2 & OFSRICE Y, HrAEWR CDH IZIRE
LEFETODVATT 4 v 7 VE 2— 3T
5 LIITERMNSTE. —F, AFuAf R
B xHAERERCBOTLE LR, ik
HEALDFES - o, BEOTE - &,
ORI R OIRE, RO L
Rz 72 BRIOTDIZiToTEY, TOH
BENDIDR - AFHZIRIC RS LR35

o1 10
Favours Surlactant Favours Flacess

nNTns., Zhbon, KIE - BHEE
Bl L7227 1A FMEMRICEL T,
BRIC+ o BT VANGFET D EENT
WB 2 R BIE R ANT CDH IR
WTERIZBODLINDZ ENRENTVD
7=, T LE@oREICET 3271
A4 REREIFERBINIHbDEEZ LN,
PUEXy, HAeE#ORT AL REFIZEL
C CDH 2485/ U 7= Evidence IZTEE L2 W 72
W, —EICEETAZLFHRTERNE
W U7z, 7272 LRI E - FisRME L - Y208 -
FEF IR A7 SRR ORREIZ BV TIE
EETREBERBETHD L L. BEOR
WRTFIE L2 We®, HRELZRTZ LT
TERroTz.

<CQ6: EIEMBMEDH 5 HH4AEE CDH
DT H%EZER LTISGE, Bl 2L
RAENL R 2>
SHERESL : #EBES L—F 1 D
BEMBLEDCD 52H AR CDH XL
BB EIRRA L L CHETE D
EHIX 20, >

fi#

gl%&

DR G20 DR 1L IRA T ) —= 7
DXLV, BEOICBIENRE 4 R1E
iz Lz, 4ROIHEKE b Historical
control & MWz ME 2R — MK TH
0, XTRREE & AREDHF TR S B DR
HTHB I TV, TEERIEE, Mk
FTFRICOVTRET S XHERITR <, 5B
T D Outcome (2B L CTR¥l - AT EAT o 7.
Bloss & DHF%E 291X, Tolazoline (ZBF %
W TH o7z, T OHFFEIE 1970-1980 F D
FEFIORRETT, BAEL 2W - IBRERNE
A EREME A E V. RIIERCVE /LA B i,



AL EOREROMELH Y, BET
V% Tolazol ine b CDH O ifi i i B A6t~ D10
B LT &N Tz, Bos b OWFYE
25013, Tolazoline & Prostacyelin % FLigiki
S U TH L0, SERICABEELZW
¥ 78 b o 7= (RRO.85,  95% 15 48 X [
[0.58-1.25]). Z OfF%EH NO 23 E /2 A &
NTWARWERTH Y, BUE & ZEr-CIRE
BRI D ARETEDS .
OWFFE 23, 4 NO i~ T PCEL #5-
DWW T D HEIRTT T o 5. NO WAFRIEIS
OFF Lz PGEL Ol C, FE T3R5 & v B
\Zd o 7o, FE TR o 12 (RR1. 23,
95% 1= J# X f [0.55-2.74]) . CDH VA i
protocol M KIFEIZZE{L LT Y, PGEL LIS+
O - RIS RISEZER L TV oA
BEPED B> 2 . BRIE B ORFZE 200, ik BRI,

Dry side TOH & HAE DT PCGEL @
flEFTH Y, BEEPEVEIIZH > T2,
A EIFFR D I o 7o (RR2. 00, 95%{FEHHIX
100.61-6.55]). 4fmoCHkE b, I
WA TR, SIERIRNT, AHEEF OFREED
7Rz, BRI LR & O RRBMRIE
R TH-T-. LlbEXY, BURTIE, B
E i e fUE 0 b 5 A2 IR CDH S L P&
W3 X 5 BHERARIL O B 2 il i & HEER Al
7R, AT BRI TE R
WEEROT 2. BHERRILAFE LRV
7o, HESREARTZ LI TERDP DT

Shiyanagi o

<CQ7: FAR CDH OFHEKBJODZDIT
ECMO ixEZ M2 >
CHESRSC - HfE3E L — R 1 2D

A4  CDH (2 38\ C—& I ECMO % #i4T
FTAHZ LB LRV, W R
W B2 2 %f L C ECMO OIS ZRET4 5

Study or Events Total Events Total Weight iV, Fixed, 95% Cl

TR LNhD. >
fi

D 808 RO LKA A Y U —= 2 T DXS
LI FHCRIIT SR MW, RCTL R, B2
WF9E 18 MR 21 AR Sz, BEFED SR
R LTh, CQ Rl ASC LS R D 72\
UG EN T2, MSCAA OB
TR, A5 O Outcome IZB9 % SR
e EEERAT L. RS AR B, AR AERY
TFARICBIT DRI T2

RCTL i 2913 1996 4F D IR 1 D 2
THoto. 5 OO Outcome (GREERFET, 1
BERERETS, BT, 1 REMFAE L + EAEMERE
B 4 FRIRFET - EEMEREREE) SR L
T ECMO DA FME & Bied ST ie. BB
I DA EOMO T TR A BITHET R E
M 3 L 7= ( RR:0.73,95% 18 #H X M
[0.54-0.98], p=0.03) 2%, BRI T&IE
HEENRD - T (RR:0. 78, 95%(F HE X K
[0.60-1.02], p=0.07).

LinL, FEFIEEADRL, BIELVIET
TR E <, B - IR RSB D REE
NEWEEZ BN,

ECMO No ECMO Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

1V, Fixed, 95% C1

UK 1996 1@ 18

Total {35% C)) 18

Total events 14 17
Heterogeneity: Not applicable e
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.81 (P = 0.07}

17 17 100.0% 0.78 [0.60, 1.02]

17 100.0% 0.78 [0.60, 1.02)

0.01

BEFSE 18 RO 72T, ECMO O Al
% OB TR ET L2 SRS 14 W,
ECMO W hin Stk & i 7= 3E BN 2T, ECMO
OF R E L LTS 6 fmdb o7, L
L, ETOXRTEERMRN, ZEET
OFEITRENT, BEHRASAAT ARD D
HLOLEZ Bz, BOMO BARIE A iz L
723l T ECMO EAFEICB W THEICET
ROKELRDT. (RR:0.67, 9SWEHEX
9 10. 60-0. 76], p<0.01) LA L, BRE =&,

—
1 1 To 108
Favours ECMO. Favours No ECMO



ECMO LIS DIBIRIE DR 72 ENEATHED
WEZHG LEEAREELHD, AT XY
A7, FHEBEE, F-BUNRIATLD L
W L7 29-42)

ECMO No ECMO Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI Year 1V, Fixed, 95% CI

Heiss K. 1989 8 34 8 16 2.2% 0.47[0.22,1.03) 1989 1

West K.W. 1992 15 46 37 65 6.1% 0.57 [0.36, 0.91] 1992 -

Nagaya M. 1993 7 33 9 21 2.0% 0.4910.22, 1.13} 1993 E

D'Agostino J.A. 1995 11 30 22 32 4.8% 0.53{0.32,0.90] 1995 -

Vd Staak F.HJ.M 1995 16 37 12 18 5.5% 0.65[0.40, 1.06} 1995 -

Lessin M.S. 1995 51 90 24 33 17.5% 0.78{0.59, 1.03] 1995 i

Wilson §.M. 1997 81 176 11 20 7.3% 0.84{0.55,1.28] 1997 -t

McGahren E.D. 1997 12 42 11 19 3.6% 0.49{0.27,0.91] 1997 —

Keshen T.H. 1997 10 32 21 62 3.5% 0.92[0.50, 1.72} 1997 -

Weber T.R. 1998 38 101 59 102 14.7% 0.65[0.48, 0.88] 1998 e

Somaschini M. 1999 4 29 4 12 0.9% 0.41(0.12, 1.39] 1999 e

Kays D.W. 1999 22 76 11 13 7.5% 0.34[0.22, 0.52] 1999 e

Stege G. 2003 42 73 72 112 23.1% 0.89[0.70, 1.14] 2003 e

Okazaki T. 2003 4 28 12 32 1.3% 0.38[0.14, 1.05] 2003 —

Total (95% CI) 827 557 100.0% 0.67 [0.60, 0.76] [)

Total events 321

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 23.80, df = 13 (P = 0. 03) 1= 45% B“—B“_—“—‘Tm
Test for overalt effect: Z = 6.68 (P < 0.00001) 0 Favours ECMO Favours No ECMO

ECMO oD 3 i~ £ 4E % Vi 7= 3 BRI R o 72
6 fRIZEI L TY, ECMO MfTREIC B W THEE
T ROKEELRDZ (RR: 0.30, 95%
fEREXRI0. 19-0. 48], p<0.01).

ECMO No ECMO Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup __Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI_Year 1V, Fixed, 95% Ct
Langham M. R. 1987 2 7 1 1 12.4% 0.42[0.11, 1.53] 1987 —T
Redmond C. 1987 3 18 S 12 13.8% 0.40[0.12, 1.37] 1987 —_—T
Heiss K. 1989 2 15 3 3 14.6% 0.18[0.05,0.59] 1989 —_—
Bailey P. V. 1989 19 11 23 S58% 023(0.03155] 1989  ~—————t-
Atkinson ).B. 1992 1 6 6 6 10.2% 0.23 [0.06, 0.97] 1992 I
Vd Staak F.HJ.M. 1995 5 16 11 11 43.1% 0.34[0.17, 0.68] 1995 —&—
Total (95% CI) 71 56 100.0% 0.30[0.19, 0.48] <>
Total events . 14 317
Heterogenelty: Chi’ = 1.48, df = 5 (P = 0.92); I = 0% TR a— ——
Test for overal effect: Z = 5.09 (¢ < 0.00001) O o MO Favoure o EChG

LinL, BB &R, 7R
A7, FEBENE, F-BHENEZTHD L
E%fU Hgﬁ ]_/ f: 29), 33), 43)-46) i
L&Y, RCT, BIZEHIZETIL, ECMO HEfT
RV EHOEMTERIUET DMRL R
ST b DD, NATAY AT, FEEPEME,
HE—BUENRATHHZ L EEEB LEKE,
— 2 ECMO 2 MEfTT 5 Z LIdED bR

<CQ8: AR CDH OF#E2EE L5
BE R FREEHIT Vo n 2>

CHERRXL : RS L —F 1 2D

B4R CDH Ti, FEK - EERREBRE
ERRBTREFEZRBZ 25 Z L 3ED
bhiw. 2L, Bx0EEE*EE
L7=BE, BER PN OREITHEE
Thd. >

D759 FRDOLERB AT V—=2 T D%f
S L7, BABIITRCT2HR 0 SR1ER 2,
BERRIZE 17 /R 0 VBN KA 7Z LT,

TP, BRIBEIHED FRIZOVTIT,
BIEMED 2 MOATH Y, HEFIREEL
BHIFNEEL R LTER, FEZEITIRY
72 h o 7= . (RR 0.51, 95% 1% #& X [
[0.10-2.75], p=0.44) MREFHTZIZET
BHHEZEX 7o . S TFHE O Outcome |2
LT, MAFE 2L, SR IRICELD
BTN 275 o ABFZETIE, AT
L RHIFTHECHB LR, EaTH
WEBEZBD o7, (RR 0.84, 95%
{EHEIXH (0. 51-1. 40], p=0.63) AHFFED R

AR E LT, EFAERDRY, Bl
R, ZEBBITNIRNREDALT
AVRIBBEATHDHZ EThHoTz. Tz,
ECMO SR A% 75%, 4% L f@7- 0 M R&E <, &
TEEIERFHPERSZ L LHEATH

Early Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Delay
Stady or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight ¥, Random, 95% Cl_Year ¥, Random, 95% Ci

> ~ e e € ~ n
WS, IR ZR R RIS L C ECMO DI el 5 % 0 b s ebaid e =

J'_.\L; % *ﬁ?ﬂ‘ﬁq 5 Z 2: &i){j:é &) 15 "(h’ 5 & %é‘:%%/j bj— ﬂlﬁﬂrﬁﬁfxﬁw Tau?= 0.00; cm 023, df= 17(P=063)‘F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 0,66 (P = 0.51)

ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%%%hﬁﬁédﬂﬁ%f

% ECMO EARAEZ &, ECMO EAZ
5%ﬁ%%éﬁﬁmﬁﬁé%ﬁ%&%&b
THRW2 8, HERREEIX 55 & L7,

Tolal (85%Ch 46 38 1000%  0.84{0.51,140] 4
!
H

0.01 10

01
Favours delay Favours earty

BEWE 17T R D09 LR,
PNV T, FEEE2VWL00
FHEERETLIEEORRETH-7Z. (RR
0.73, 95%{5#E X [H[0.54-1.00], p=0.05)

100



e OBZENTEC Y, BAEOIREE T E
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