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What’s new in RevMan 5.1

New features and functions In
RevMan 5.1

Email to: support@ims.cochrane.org % http://ims.cochrane.org . http://www.archie.cochrane.org
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New Welcome window

% Review Ma_nager 52 —

S s & - - -

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

DeH @ - Y|¥ B e T-]iB|i|u]=]x]2]H E=|=[E
My Reviews button in the tools bar

5 Welcome to Review Manager 5.1 :

Place your mouse cursor over an option to learn
r more about it.
What do you like to do?

Go to My Reviews ’
COpen a review from a file

From the Welcome screen you can access all
your reviews. Click on @ Go to My Reviews
Rend e Mmoot to retrieve your list of reviews from Archie

On startup, show: |Welcome screen |"H Close ‘
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My Reviews window in RevMan 5.1

[f@ My Reviews -
Server: Test Server {test.archie.cochrane.org) User: karenH Connection preferences:
| Mo. | Title - | Location | Your role(s) | Mext task date | |

133 L\djunctive hyperbaric oxygen for necrotizing fasciitis |Iﬂ Archie, available Contact Person, Author  14/03/11 A
ﬁ 156 Adjusting the pH of lidocaine for reducing pain on injection In Archie, available Author, Contact Person Mo task
118 Adrenaline (epinephrine) for the treatment of anaphylaxis with... In Archie, available Contact Person, Author Mo task
215 Airway physical examination tests for detection of difficult airw... In Archie, available Author Mo task
156a Copy 1 of Adjusting the pH of lidocaine for reducing pain on in... In Archie, available Author, Contact Person Mo task
1560 Copy 2 of Adjusting the pH of lidocaine for reducing pain on in... In Archie, available Author, Contact Person Mo task i

Version Details:

Version: Location:
Archie: 3.1 (For publication) In Archie, available (15/02/11)

You can see the active Tasks assigned
Locat to you, related to any specific review

Review Details:

Review group: Anaesthesia Group
Authors:
Contact person: Hovhannisyan, Karen

Hovhannisyan K, Author P

N
 Tasks in progress: I

Submit revised review for editorial
approval

Start 21/0211 Due: 140311

Check the revised review into Archie
using the "submit for editarial
approval option in ReviMan. Contact
your Review Group's editorial office for
assistance if you are unable to do this.

Stage: Protacol

Status: Active

Type: Intervention review

Dol 10.1002/14651858. CDOO7A37
Unigue ID: G800051214142010863

Highlight any of the reviews from the

list and click Check out to check out

the review to RevMan 5.1 to edit

o) o |
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Changes to the Risk of Bias tool

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

Ds/d @ve 8 «

¥|7 B [ ] B i]u]=]=|2]1] =] [EE

ranal function in the nerinnarativs nariod 5

Interventions for protact

d

iew infarmation
Authors
Contact person
Dates
What's new
History
n text
Abstract
| Plain language summary
| Background
Objectives
Methods

ltems have been renamed and question-based judgements remove

The old view

2 Risk of bias table &

Bias

~reer? @

Support for judgement

Allocation concealment (selection
bias)

= Bergman 2002

Methods

B - Unclear

Patients undergoing cardiac surgery with cardiopulmonary bypass: randomization done using list from
hospital pharmacy; allocation concealment method unclear; blinding of patients, researchers and care
givers is unknown, but strong possibility; study of moderate methodological quality

B Risk of bias table &

Item Judgement | Description

Allocation concealment? Ho | +| |D - Mot used
Yes

2 Amano 1995 ;;,}:‘e"“
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Changes to the Risk of Bias tool

[C] Characteristics of Included Studies Propertie

Random sequence generation {
+/ Allocation concealment {select i
Blinding (performance bias ang
Blinding of participants and per
Blinding of outcome assessme)
Incomplete cutcome data (attri|

Selective reporting (reporting b =
Other bias

The way of presenting the definitions of
Lot [meketbemies L hjas has changed

Blinding (performance bias and detection bias)

interventions after assignment

Performance bias or detection bias due to knowledge of the allocated

i Level: | |
: -Groups
Outcome Group Add
All outcomes

Delete

Qutcome

1* 1 Allrenal protechive infervenfions versus no infervention: Adverse outco

+2 1.1 Martality reported)

L=

+Z 1.2 Acute renal failure (reported)

éj{a 2 All renal protective interventions versus no intervention

The old view

Adequate sequence gene

# 2.1 Urine output

|

j" 2.2 Creatinine clearance

Blinding?

Free of other bias?

Items can be reordered by
moving them up or down

4] il | | »

Add [ Delete J

~/ Allocation concealment?

Incomplete outcome datg ‘§
Free of selective reportin|

Blinding?

'as knowledge of the allocated interver:

Level: |
Groups
Outcome Group
All outcomes
Outcom:

+£ 1.1 Mortality (reported)

¢[* 2 All renal protective interventions versus no interventior:

N
[[]{%< 1.2 Acute renal failure (reported)
=]
[ -

# 2.1 Urine output

A an e,
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Changes in the Summary of Findings tables

5 Review Manage_

Os/E @ e e

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

Pulse oximetry for perioperative monitorin

NOEEROEEE

I intervention review [
B Title
o B Review information
o~ Bl Main text
¢ [ Tables
o [0 Characteristics of studies
] summary of findings tables
[ additional tables
o 0D Studies and references,
-33* Data and analyses
o [ Figures
o ™9 Sources of support
@ Feedback
W & Ef Appendices

Improved new RevMan Summary of
Findings table editor

[ Hew Summary of Findings Table Wizard

; New Summary of Findings Table Wizard
How do you want to create the table?

i) Import the table from a file created in GRADEprofiler

® Create the table using RevMan's table editor

rgical patients. Chest 1992;102:1367-70. [PubMed:

oximetry monitoring in the operating theatre and in 1

e

d late postoperative cognitive dysfunction. British Jc

Anaesthesia 1993.71(3):340-7. [PubMed: 8398512]

7 Click Next to start the Wizard

, et al. Randomized evaluation of pulse oximetry in 20,802 pat

B Ochroch 2006

= 3

J78(3):445-53. [PubMed: 8457045]

Ochroch EA. Russell MW. Hanson WC 3rd. Devine GA. Cucchiara AJ. Weiner MG. et al. The impact of continuous pulse oximetrv monitorin



Improved RevMan Summary of
Findings table editor

5 Review Manager 5.1 W

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

S :
@ corenme s v e meem ey, 0N00SE @NY outcome and click Add to

paRE ot S include it into the table. Pres Ctrl button to

I@§ Intervention review

B Title :
=S |lar0 ChoOse several outcomes or subgroups
o [E) Main text : :
¢ [ Tables | || Methods B o Allad
o~ [@ Characteristics of studies ] Hew Summary of Findings Table Wizard
[T summary of findings tables [

o [T Additional tables
o= [ Studies and references
o :i Diata and analyses

I ‘ New Summary of Findings Table Wizard
‘Which outcomes andlor subgroups should be included in the table?

2@ |

+< Other outcome {dichotom{* | ¥< 2.1 Clinical failure

l [ ﬁ Figures ;9’ Other outcome {continuoy *Z 3.1 Slany - 3.1.1 cefepime vs. ceftazidime
o B8 sources of support Fooinotes ~J Data and analyses = Other outcome (contil | other)
@ Feedback {* 1 Cefepime vs other beta-| | < 4.1 Any adverse events

+Z 1.1 Overall mortality per c|
+£ 1.1 Overall mortality per c|
%< 1.1 Overall mortality per c
%2 1.1 Overall mortality per ¢/
+£ 1.2 Overall mortality per m
*2 1.2 Overall mortality per m

o B Appendices

2 Charag

Footnotes

N S VA O AV VAVA BN VA R O N B N VA 900 2 I

L

A

4

ML

L %< 1.2 Overall mortality per
%2 1.2 Overall mortality per m
| *£ 1.3 Overall mortality per a
*£ 1.3 Overall mortality per a
*Z 1.3 Overall mortality per a
%2 1.4 Overall mortality per a|_| Ll
+ i hd
1 I 2
= -+ Can change !
= Addi
i 21 Stud The recommended maximum number of outcomes or subgroups included in t th e 0 rd e r
u ]
study ID -mortality |ITT-failure
Aufiero 1997 | No cescription [No description Yes E{?&u:gtpl‘:";myoéi)rsgoms
||[pamionoes focesermon | Click NeXt to proceed  rwen e B
U i
| ||Beaucaice 1900 [tio cesciotion | descrintion |Outcome-assessor | .. Yes =




Improved RevMan Summary of
Findings table editor
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File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

¥V B pone
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Cefepime versus other beta-lactam antibiotics for the treatment of infections in non-neutropenic patients

Intervention review

FIE=E ;f Text of Review |

o [ Additional tables
o [ Studies and references
o= -% Data and analyses
Wl = [d Figures
o= @ Sources of support
W — @) Feedback
o B Appendices

Outcomes

lllustrative comparative risks* (95% Cl}
Relative effect (95% CI)

Mo of Participants {studies)

Quality of the evidence (GRADE)

Comments

o dile | [ New Summary of Findings Table Wizard
-~ Review information o S
o % Main text ! Hew Summary of Findings Table Wizard
¢- [ Tables u. Which columns should be included in the table?
o [0 Characteristics of studies
[ summary of findings tables CHL LIS

Choose the
Columns to be
presented in
the table

ITT-failure

Mo, but number of dropouts
known per study group

No, but number of dropouts
known per study group

Yes

No, but number of dropouts

known per study group

orl
I ] known per study group
iy Mo, but number of dropouts

Cor Yes
; Mo, but number of dropouts =
: known per study group |
I Gai No
o Uncar
Ge IIVUUCWUN IIVU Umll IIVU Utmﬂl IIVUU ?
. . . . umber of dropouts
Click Finish to create the Summary of Findings table o
— umber of dropouts
) P . | ' L B it known per study group
. g 2 2 2 No. but number of dropouts -
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Improved RevMan Summary of
Findings table editor

5 Review Manager 5.1

e[ (5 [« 5

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

|¥1¥ | Normai

] 8| i|Bx|= 2] =

A=

Cefepime versus other beta-lactam antibiotics for the treat t of infecti

in non.

tropenic patients

@ A E: |_||L|
rvention review
Title
Review information
Main text
Tables
[ Characteristics of studies
™ Ssummary of findings tables

[ Additional tables
Studies and references
Data and analyses
Figures

Sources of support
Feedback

Appendices

4

?:l/'lextnfkemw|

= 1 Summary of findings «

texgerimental intervention] compared with [control intervention] for [health problem]

Settings: [setling

Comparison: [conirol intervention

Patient or population: [participants] with [nealth problem
Intervention: [experimental intervention

([value] to [value

QOutcomes lllustrative comparative risks* (35% CI) Relative effect |No of Quality of the Comments
(95% CI) Participants  |evidence
Assumed risk Corresponding risk (studies) (GRADE)
[control] [experimental]
Clinical failure Low risk population RR [value] value Delete as
follow-up [value] per 1000 [value] per 1000 (V\;?Lie to ([value]) degéoegnate
([value] to [value]) lvalue])
very low
Medium risk population B0
[value] per 1000 [value] per 1000 low
(Ivalue] to [value]) ki)
= = o moderate
High risk pepulation EEEE
[value] per 1000 [value] per 1000 high
([value] to [value]) =
Sl any - cefepime vs. Low risk population RR [value] value Delete as
iz;:::':lme [value] per 1000 [value] per 1000 (Vl—l\:Lf o (value]y <Q.D_D_126;09 Lot
— value] to [value]) [value])
{ very low
Medium risk population aE00
[value] per 1000 [value] per 1000 low
([valug] to [value]) aaea
- 5 5 moderate
High risk population EEDD
[value] per 1000 [value] per 1000 high
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Changes in the Summary of Fi

ndings tables

% Review Manager 5.1 :

-

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window

FEEEREREY

Help

g ¥ | -] B|:]

Inhaled nitric oxide for acute respiratory distress syndrome {ARDS) and acute lung injury in children and adults

-2

el

@ Intervention review
B Title
o [F Review information
> B ainted
¢ E Tables
o [ Characteristics of studies

i ¢ [/ summary of findings tables

= [T Additional tables
- B3 studies and references,
[ q Data and analyses
o [ad Figures
[ > 2 sources of support
@ Feedback
o Bl Appendices

[ 1 TEG/ROTEM vs clinical judgement an ::

| K Il IE

4I[ Text of Review |

¥

s Summary of findings tables

= 1 TEG/ROTEM vs clinical judgement and/or standard laboratory tests for management of bleeding &

Now it is possible to edit the summary of findings tables imported from GRADEpro program

Settings: Patients at risk of massive bleeding
Intervention: TEG/ROTEM

Patient or population: patients with coagulopathy or massive bleeding

QOutcomes

lllustrative comparative risks* (95% Cl)
effect

No of
Participants

Relative

Now it is possible to edit the summary of

Quality of
the evidence
ADE)

Comments

findings tables imported from GRADEpro o
erate
Medium risk population
18 per 14 per 1000
1000 (210 88)
Longest follow-up (12-24-hour) The mean Longest follow-up (12-24-hour) mediastinal tube /a2 BB
mediastinal tube drainage and drainage and postoperative bleeding in the intervention (7 studies) mnuerate1'3
postoperative bleeding groups-was The text can be edited directly in the table
85.6 lower
(142.44 to 28.76 lower)
Combined transfusion volume of The mean Combined transfusion volume of PRBC in the 563 111
PRBC intervention groups was (5 studies) moderate ' *
20.73 lower
(69 lower to 27.53 higher)
Combined transfusion velume of The mean Combined transfusion volume of FFP in the 461 SEERO
FFP intervention groups was (4 studies) moderate ' *
57.36 lower
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Filter in the New Study Data Wizard

-

5 Review Manager 5.1

File Edit Format \View Tools Table Window Help

Ded ae« g [« ¥ | =) B i

Inhaled nitric oxide for acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS) and acute lung injury in children and adults

B[ER[e]- * [F[#Ha[a].] e : — :
@repenon ey | When adding a new study data it is now possible

- Review information
o B paintext
¢ [ Tables
o~ @ Characteristics of studies
o | Summary of findings tables
o [ Additional tables
¥ D Saikes A tianens.
¢ =4 Data and analyses
[ é‘P 1 Mortality: INO versus control group

?

+2 1.2 28-30 day mortality: INO vs. control
+< 1.3 Mortality: subgroup analysis, paedia

L L

?

o é‘P 3 Bleeding events: INO versus control

o 6‘{“ 4 Complications during the in-patient stay: |

L= é‘F’ 5 PaO2iFiO2 (mm Hag): INO versus control
o é‘P 6 Ventilator-free days up to day 30: INO vers
o é‘P 7 Duration of mechanical ventilation: INO ve
o 6‘[“ 8 Oxygenation index; INO versus control

L 6‘{“ 9 Mean pulmaonary arterial pressure (mm H
o é‘F’ 10 Reversal of AL INO versus control

& ¢]® 11 Methaemoglobin concentration = 5%: IN
o &]* 12 NO2 concentration = 3 ppm: INO versus | :

o [l Figures
o B8 Sources of support

42 1.1 Longest follow up mortality (complet

+< 1.4 Mortality; subgroup analysis based ;
*Z 1.5 Sensitivity analysis: excluding abstra
*Z 1.6 sensitivity analysis: excluding trials r
o~ g% 2 Mortality: INO versus control (bias assess

(%) Feedback

to filter it by year range outcome text or blas

T2 2830 0y Mmortanty. Mo vs. control

1.06 [0.93, 1.22]

o

112 [0.95, 1.31]

1.3 Mortalif e e, Stuay Data Wizara ,95% CI) 1.06[0.93,
adult popuf— |
New Study Data Wizard 2
1.3.1 Padg 2 ixed, 95% ClI 0.97 [067,1.38
Which studies do you want to add data for? ﬂ II ) L !

1.3.2 Add - lixed. 95% CI) 1.08 [0.93, 1.25]

=1  Included Studies: Filter by: '
14 Morlalil - ixed, 95% CI) 1.06 [0.93, 1.22]
--- Already used studies|* | Year range: to
ordrug adfl | lex cymbertson 2000 .
1.4.1 Shd | 5§ pay 1997 Outcome text: | ixed, 95% Cl) 1.05 [0.86, 1.28]
[N Dellinger 1998 Bias: [T selective reporting (reporting bias) ;

1.4.2 Lon gﬁ Dobyns 1999 L | rxed. 95% CI) 1.07 [0.90, 1.29]
1.5 Sensitif @ﬁ Gorach S0 ixed, 95% CI) 1.06[0.91, 1.24]
v coniol [N Ibrahim 2007
— @q Lundin 1999 | |
1.6 sensiti] | [ Menta 2001 lixed, 95% CI) 1.08 [0.93, 1.25]
the AECC | | [N Michael 1998 ]

Park 2003 b
. s = : T
] Il [*] | Tip: hold down CtrliCommand or Shift to select multiple items
o 2 Mort] [_gmen oo ] [ |
Outcome UrSoogroay StouTes FanopaTe SansncareTod Effect Estimate
2 1 Mortality: sensitivity analysis based on random |14 1250 Risk Ratio (M-H, Fixed, 95% CI) 1.06 [0.93, 1.22]

sequence generation

2.1.1 Adequate

1044

Risk Ratio (M-H, Fixed, 95% CI)

1.06 [0.91, 1.23]
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Graph labels in Comparison Properties

T
5 Review Manager 5.1 -— e—

Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help

Died @ve 8 [« b
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L

Interventions for protecting renal function in the perioperative period :

=V P i i i
B[R] @] 2| ¢ ]|E]&].] E( Text of Review | [X| 1.1 Mortality (reported) | [X] 1.2 Acute renal failure... |
@Costawgﬂ . Comparison: 1 All renal protective interventions versus no intervention: Adverse outcomes (mortality, acute | " o H - " " 5 " | - | " ) | | " |
[N Dawidson 1991 renal failure}, Outcome: 1.2 Acute renal failure (reported) E F e @ #|HE|2|? |3 [«
[ Colson 1992 Treatment Control : Peto Odds Ratio 4 Peto Odds Ratio
[ Urzua 1992 b asn G0y Events | Total | Events | Total Veeioe Peto, Fixed, 95% CI e : Peto, Fixed, 95% CI

= -
gq Wyles 4 &i* Comparison Properties (2 All renal protective interventions versus no intervention)

0.93[0.06, 15.30]

@q Zanard

gﬁ Parks LT

7.39[0.15, 372.38]

k4 Amanc Name: |P\II renal protective interventions versus no intervention

1.67 [0.16, 17.56] —
Not estimable i

Mot estimable

gq»\mano
{4 Nichal

1.00 [0.06, 17.25]

PN Licker [] Set group labels for all outcomes under this comparison

Mot estimable

Mot estimable

%ﬁ de Las|

Mot estimable

@Lassni Group Label 1: |

Mot estimable

gﬁ Yawuzg Group Label 2: |

Mot estimable

@TangQ :mestimable
o1
g‘:ﬁ'uz; [_] Set graph labels for all outcomes under this comparison .
i s The old view
y Morger
@O’Hara g " o = "
@ﬁ Durma #]* Comparison Properties (2 All renal protective interventions versus no intervent... B [
@Carcoz Mot rGenerai |
[ Loef2 Mot
B Mot | Name: ‘ Il renal protective interventions versus no intervention u
i _ [Loc] wcemn J|—u] | tame: | renalp =
- . : : : : : Mot
. You Can Set the graph Iabels in the %‘ [] Set group labels for all outcomes under this comparison
- Comparison Properties e || Gowtate| '
o &f* 4Di 75901 | | Group Label 2: |
o sft5Ca " i 0 E! |u.|'ﬁ!_ 0.04] B

o é‘{“ 6 ACE inhibitors versus no intervention
o é‘{“ 7 Hydration fluid versus control

[ »

T 2008
Al

Footnote: |
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New buttons on data entry screen

Effect measure and analysis model can be changed from the toolbar

s Eels) @lale wEEkE] «ohEwEELe] ek

Help

ierioperative period

HE*'iLiﬁ el m@%&ﬁ |3

b 1

| Textof Review [ [X] 3.1 Urine output |

Comparison: 3 Dopamine and analogues versus no intervention, Qutcome: 3.1 Urine output

Treatment Control : Mean Difference
SHIy oF SUNQIRE: | | &0 [ Tk | Mean)| SO | Total | O N o B5% 03

3.1.1 24 hours
Myles 1893 AT 1.6 25 33 049 24 8.9% (0040 [-0.32,1.12]
Parks 1994 0.89 022 13 1.55 027 10 11.9% -0.66 [-0.87, -0.45]
[¥]|Tang 1999 25 0.2 20 1.6 0.4 20 12.0% 090 [0.70, 110}
Wahbah 2000 272 1.59 10 274 0.86 3 52% -0.02 [-1.40, 1.36]
Crural 2000 1.8 0z 12 1.7 0.2 G 12.0% 010 [-0.10, 0.30]
Lassnigg 2000 1.57 0.82 47 1.62 0.87 20 10.7% -0.05[-0.50, 0.40]
Dehne 2001 248 22 24 315 225 24 5% -0.25[-1.51, 1.01]
Halpenny 2002 1.2 05 14 .2 0.6 13 10.9% 0.00 [-0.42, 0.42]
[¥]lo'Hara 2002 13 09 fil | 12 0T 13 9. 4% 010 [-0.55, 0.75]
[¥]lWoo 2002 15 0.6 20 1.2 0.6 22 11.2% 0.30 [-0.06, 0.66] 3
Carcoana 2003 433 43 25 323 285 3 2.1% 110 [-1.50, 3.70]

Subtotal (95% CI1) 216 163 100.0% 012 [-0.29, 0.53]




New advanced Calculator
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% Review Manager 5.1

me e romat vew 1 R@yvMan 5.1 is equipped with a new advanced Calculator function r ‘

I T —

Interventions for protecting renal function in the perioperative period

e

B BRI~ + [¢|#|E]&].] || TextorReview | 2.2Creatinine clearance | [X] 4.1 Urine output | [X) 6.1 Renal plasma flow | (] 8.1 Urine output | !
ﬂfﬁmﬁﬂﬁ}'{, ‘| Comparison: 8 Cardiac surgery: subgroup analysis, Outcome: 8.1 Urine output | " MD " RE " e " i, | o || [d " =2 | @ | | ” = |

B Title

: iew i i Treatment Contral i Mean Difference
# B Review information, Study or Subgroup Weight ¢
o B Main text Mean sD Total | Mean sD Total 2 IV, Random, 95% Cl
o [ Tanl 8.1.1 24 hours {ml/min} 2

AMES Urzua 1992 120 04 03 £.99

o~ [ Studies and referencs

¢ = Dataand analyses @ caiculator - [Urine outpuf]

| o £f* 1 All renal protecti
o ¢[2 2 All renal protecti Mean1 Cl Start1 ClEnd1 tTest1 P value1

o £{* 3 Dopamine and 8l | Treatment ’7 8 " |4

o ¢]* 4 Diuretics versus
o ¢[* 5 Calcium channé

& ¢* 6 ACE inhibitors v Cl Start2 Cl End2 tTest2 P value2
o~ ¢] 7 Hydration fluid v ,7 o |
¢ &* 8 Ccardiac surge o *‘
% & 8.1 Urine outp|
e #81.124n
ks iy S tTest P value

l o # 8.2 Creatinine O" |
o 8.3 Free watef -
e 4 8.4 Fractional
o= 9 Aortic surgery: s
| o g 10 Biliary sfrgwery: Confidence Interval: ) 05% ) 90%
&= &[* 11 High and mod
o [& Figures Update data table | | cancel
o 8 aqyrces of support
@ Feedback
o Bl Appendices

Favours control  Favours treatment

q] il |

Footnote: |
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Creating a PRISMA flowchart

[&d Mew Figure Wizard

New Figure Wizard

Which type of figure do you want to create?

Figure Type:
) Forest plot

i Funnel plot

(_) Risk of bias graph

-

5 Review Manager 51 y - R () Risk of bias summary

A PRISMA 2008 flowchart

In the opened screen

File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Hef
Dz v« m

Anaesthetic interventions for prevention of awarene|

() Flowchart (blank)

(! Other figure

® Study flowchart (PRISMA template)

choose Study Flowchart
(PRISMA template) and
click Next

3 [ g ; Text |

Intervention review [ d

A

B Title

o EI Protocel information
o § Maintex,

> ElTaties 1= Abstr
o~ B[ Studies and references

o~ = Dataand analyses [d FIrSt rlght CIICk .
il Figures * on the Figures in
o "0 sowd [+ AddFigure .
@ Food the tree view
o [ e
o and choose Add

Paste

i+2 Renumber Figures

[@ MNotes.. F

& Print... Igure
2 Help | |PTSD sympt
[ Handbook | | was amnesic

New Figure Wizard
What caption should be used for the figure?

Caption:

Study flowchart (PRISMA template)

Do notinclude "Figure® or the figure number as part of the caption.

Click Finish to create a
PRISMA flowchart template

| < Back || Hext >
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Creating a PRISMA flowchart
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File Edit Format View Tools Table Window Help
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Interventions for protecting renal function in the perioperative period j

BEODCEEE

[EEE

§| Textof Review |

[ intervention review
B Title
o I Review information,
o Bl Main text
o [ Tables
o D Studies and references,
o -33* Data and analyses

< Figure 1 (Analysis 1.1)
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= Abstract

B Background

Acute hypoxaemic respiratory failure (AHRF), defined as acute lung injury (ALI) and acute respiratory distress syndrome (ARDS), are critical conditions.
AHRF results from a number of systemic conditions and is associated with high mortality and morbidity in all ages. Inhaled nitric oxide (INO) has been used to
improve oxygenation but its role remains controversial.
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B Search methods

Randomized clinical trials (RCTs) were identified from electronic databases: the Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL) (The Cochrane
Library 2010, Issue 1), MEDLINE; EMBASE; Science Citation Index Expanded; International Web of Science; CINAHL; LILACS; and the Chinese Biomedical
Literature Database (up to 31st January 2010). We contacted trial authors, authors of previous reviews. and manufacturers in the field.

B Selection criteria

We included all RCTs, irrespective of blinding or language, that compared INO with no intervention or placebo in children or adults with AHRF.

& Data collection and analysis

Two authors independently abstracted data and resolved any disagreements by discussion. We presented pooled estimates of the intervention effects on
dichotomous outcomes as relative risks (RR) with 95% confidence intervals (Cl). Our primary outcome measure was all cause mortality. We performed
subgroup and sensitivity analyses to assess the effect of INO in adults and children and on various clinical and physiological outcomes. We assessed the
risk of bias through assessment of trial methodological components and the risk of random error through trial sequential analysis.

#[c[2]@]




NEW EDITING FUNCTIONS

THE COCHRANE [NEOQRMATICRN MARNAGEMERNT SYSTER



LN S VAT SO BVAN BV AVA BN SO EIVAVA i (O E N B N BV W0 T

-~
>

Viewing different sections of the review on one

ecreen

5 Review Mana

File Edit Format |View

You can split the RevMan screen to see different sections
of the review. From View menu, select Split Text of

D=8

Au- therap A

[=] BJi|u|<]=|2]] =|=)= = (o)

lew

IQ’Y I'lf/’ @ |Norrna|

| Text of Review |

I8 ntervention review [
B Title
o [ Review information
7 & Maintext
o B ppsiract
o Eﬂ Plain language summary
o B Background
B Objectives
o B Methads
o B Results
o~ BN Discussion
o Eﬂ Authors' conclusions
B Acknowledgements
Contributions of authors
Declarations of interest

b @

Differences belween protocol and review
Published notes
o B Tables,
#~ B8 Studies and references,
o 3 Dataandanalises
[&d Figures
o~ B8 Sources of support
@ Feedback
o [ Appendices

=]

[Note: the following sections refer to individually randomised trials. If cluster-randomised or crossover trials are included appropriate methods for assessing
bias in these designs should be used. See Handbook sections 16.3.2 and 16.4.3]

(1) Sequence generation (checking for possible selection bias)

We will describe for each included study the method used to generate the allocation sequence in sufficient detail to allow an assessment of whether it should
produce comparable groups.

We will assess the method as:

= adequate (any truly random process, €.9. random number table; computer random number generator),
= inadequate (any non-random process, e.g. odd or even date of birth; hospital or clinic record number) or,
& unclear.

(2) Allocation concealment (checking for possible selection bias)

We will describe for each included study the method used to conceal the allocation sequence and determine whether intervention allocation could have
been foreseen in advance of. or during recruitment, or changed after assignment.

We will assess the methods as:

JMMMWWMBMVPN numbered sealed onague envelonesy

Outcomes SRS SSUSRGEN 0.1 pain cXperience, need for
pain relief, side-effects from essential oils, Apgar scores, and rooming-in.
Notes A power calculation was performed. 116 women were required. Twenty-iwo women were recruited. An

intention-to-treat analysis was performed.

= Risk of bias table &

. Authors' _
Bias et Support for judgement
Random sequence generation = Computer-generated randomisation sequence. (1:1 ratio) prepared by the independent

(selection bias) statistician. Concecutivelly numbered.

Gielcciesdiie dUE et = Concealed by a coded number on the bottle.

bias)

Blinding (performance bias and Low risk : The women, care providers, outcome assessor and analyst were all blind to the woman's group
detection bias) allocation.

Incomplete outcome data (attrition Low risk =

There were no losses to follow up
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the statistical tests may not have detected a true difference between treatment and control groups.

Many physiological and biochemical variables can be used as markers of change in renal function. The var
different markers as indicators of altered renal function. Each test has significant limitations and the results
of these limitations. Click on Sticky Marker 1o type the highlighted text.

a# Plasma creatinine is the most frequently measured marker of renal function. It makes the assumption 1
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cumulative meta-analysis is regarded as an interim meta-analysis and helps to decide whether additional trials studies are needed .

Meta-analyses may result in type | errors due to systematic errors (bias) or random errors due to repeated significance testing when updating meta-analyses with new trials
(Brok 2008; Brok 2009 Thorlund 2008; Wetterslev 2008). Bias from trials with low methodological quality, outcome measure bias, publication bias, early stopping for benefit,
and small trial bias may result in spurious P values (Brok 2008; Brok 2009; Wetterslev 2008).

In & single trial, certinveds—owtcameas interim analysis increases the risk of type | errors. To avoid fype | errors, group sequential monitoring boundaries (Lan 1983) are applied 1
to decide whether a trial could be terminated early because of a sufficiently small P value, that is the cumulative z-curve crosses the monitoring boundaries. Sequential
monitoring boundaries can be applied to meta-analysis as well, called trial sequential monitoring boundaries. In trial sequential analysis (TSA) the addition of each trial in a

To accept multiple track changes within a paragraph just highlighted it and choose
Accept Changes from the right click menu

| Text of Review |

Meta-analyses may result in type | errors due to systematic errors (bias) or random errors due to repeated significance testing when updating meta-analyses with new trials -
(Brok 2008: Brok 2009: Thorlund 2009; Wetterslev 2008). Bias from trials with low methodological quality, outcome measure bias, publication bias, early stopping for benefit,
and small trial bias may result in spurious P values (Brok 2008; Brok 2009; Wetterslev 2008).

In a single trial, sertiruousowteomes interim analysis increases the risk of type | errors. To avoid type | errors, group sequential monitoring boundaries (Lan 1983) are applied
to decide whether a trial could be terminated early because of a sufficiently small P value__that is the cumulative g curve crosses the monitoring boundaries. Sequential

monitoring boundaries can be applied to meta-analysis as well, called trial sequential mi 2+ Accept Changes juential analysis (TSA) the addition of each trial in a
cumulative meta-analysis is regarded as an interim meta-analysis and helps to decide W % Reject Changes NCaies are needed .

The idea in TSA is that if the cumulative zcurve crosses the boundary, a sufficient level Insert Link... and no further trials are needed. If the z-curve does not cross
the boundary then there is insufficient evidence to reach a conclusion. To construct the Insert Symbol... ng boundaries the information size is needed and is calculated
as the least number of participants needed in a well-powered single trial (Brok 2008; Pa B cut Wetterslev 2008). We applied TSA since it prevents an increase
in the risk of type | error (= 5%) due to potential multiple updating in a cumulative meta- i with important information in order to estimate the level of
evidence of the experimental intervention. Additionally, TSA provides us with important i s e need for additional trials and the required information size. We
applied trial sequential monitoring boundaries according to an information size suggeste e trials and a 10% relative risk reduction (RRR). We used Trial

Sequential Analysis software, version 0.8 (TSA 2010). # Deactivate Heading
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3. assess the benefits and harms of INO based on the duration of drug administration (short-term versus long-term administration).

1. assess the benefits and injury versus secondary lung injury);

2 assess the benefits and

L .

If analyses of various subgroups with binary data were significant, we performed a test of interaction (Altman 2003; ReviMan 5.0). We considered P < 0.05 as indicating
significant interaction between the INO effect on mortality and the subgroup category (Higgins 2008) (Chapters 9.6.1 and 9.7).
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