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5} ‘MD’)Q} 95 % AlZ|+F+7Hconfidence interval, ©]5} ‘CI')&, A& @7} th s FL 53 #5535}
= i #}o|(standardized mean difference, ©13} ‘SMD")2} 95 % CIE A|Al5F /V\E]--

GorEa

AAA BT Az AeE B9e F 3280/9lth. A7 SYMRE RCT 28, WFAT 30802
RCTE 25 9lokat v s}

;R
=

HIEH A F7HEH RCT 1) 3% 7298 eA B/dolM &= o] 50 %, 2t A}
ROl A 0] 100 %, 718t RIZEAHH] Ao Tt HiEHAA EEH 0] 50 %= H7ISH.
AFAF30E) ] EHOH HIEHAES dVd AOIM =01 3.3 %, =2Hdel 80.0 %, wehds
oM EF0l 3.3 %, =240l 83.3 %, ”;‘7P<H w/FollA =24 0] 83.3 %, 2IE7IRIA =
0] 13.3 %, =St AAtEolA T 0l 13.3 %, EEA'0] 56.7 %, AEA AaH10]A

=501 7 %ol A

oFAA AT} 7141 WS RCT1H)ONA 29 %25 A é«) AT AH7H)NA 17.9 %~ 76.9 %(B
+ 119 A&, dotzei AR o) AsALQE) A ZH2t 4.7 %, 14.2 %(1HO A 15 ~ 23 X

), GRS AEATUBONA 15 %~ 76.9 632 ~ 7 B A1), ST ATAT OIS
2 %87 122 A1%) WSt THEE ol AHo R WAL SR, GTHL

Aake ot B7|odeke, A2 @ S W] e AT-SF R TEsto]

2ot Ul g1 ot Wbk 1Rl SRt Slokatt v]A] §olat Mol etk B
218 Brhaae TRoIA S 91ok27t Flela 24 (strain) F5(0-3 = Bt 47
245 34 A9 Hele vaA ST BEE B4 2 A, 85 F R0l5H) st

2 gussilont Gaolo] it B4 £ B sk ol 127 94
TS 1 SALL BE 036, AOKEL 0.272 FAlzo] o Wo Ao, Wsjo]
of thet $AE oS HushA ot

FUA 7P 290l Husiglt) o] 5 13{4_3 AR} 1okttt 2-37dolAl(voice handicap
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of ¥]5) o We AL Kotk o] £ VHIE ZA|Zo] HEDE B4 2} AT 905t AL HA
om, 78 7h Hstegol that 5411 Golde BishA) Yolth 18 Fu P i JE2 27
WS W SAe] B f2lsHA 71 sttt
=t FrrdEol tigt HehEA At 7] 2Futn(7
66 %)= A& T 73t 2ol= ATt 71
60 %)=& Ale A% 2
=45
=(8%)

Fh lokaz vl
FAT 3089 ATAT het P,
oL &IITh FT MEELS D%, mo)ol et T ek
S S i © 1_%11:‘ 1O
A% gashe gL Holl ojst
84 NE A& AT

AT
H)= 55 MD 4.05 Hz(95 % CI -7.37, 15.47, I* =
HEEuly FEHAHH)E S5 MD -5.71 Hz(95 % CI -9.43, -1.98, I*=
SHA| FAastR L L =9Mt
< i Als AT %«M o7k AU F2Jgk ZJol7t Qs At A5 AT
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FoJotA S71st o oA o] =Tk
=4 186H)2 53 MD 79.50 mL/s(95% CI
AL =30 A ASAIHT
Z(5H), FoHA=

57195k H71gk=of digh HEk ,
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H) 9 24 884022 A& AT 895t XJo|7} it
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£ 4HOZ o] F 2H2 A& AT Fost S HYow, 28 JiAE HEFS HIou A A
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as
AUty BESE B4 FYUE 29981 dA FrEde] A8t th23 Zo] AT
“EH:L‘H HEYE 54 FUE2 YWAY FoA 430 S oz SA LS B30z 4
HEO| oS- 2 BEFE 54 FA & dAFOoE HRYITH} S]&E & o] 01%1319«_% e
B ER] kol okt Ve ® WSt AAS Hn ATt BESIY, A5A

fr

B4
Zo] e A7)



JoiZuil BEClE 54 FHsE

NEC

o] 3]

I=R=]
L

sttt 1 o

AN=Z O
JLE

Az =A

%—A

eelolA]

-

Wb 2 o]

O
=

HES}o] o

S

20234 A102 Q527|157 98](2023.10.13.)0114

IS Hde=

B

]
A % AN o A

=
A T

o

H-&L

sl

al

A7t 2l

HEE S
B

o
L.

(0]
[e)

il

1 &2 Al

A

(o]
oo

o= L
oO -

2 gFHoz ¥

Hoko, o

¥l 2GRS

—~
o

]
i

o g2 & ] Wot ¥l

—(:5_1,

P E

3

= wt

=
Zrelofl A

%—A

S

il

-

Wb 2 o]

ol=/1eAB keI Usl QA AT B

%—A

S

A

o, =W A PZNM W

%S

B

™

=

eliii
o

~a

o)

4, Bt

g7gol, /g =

=]
=

J

WA F8%

Adductor spasmodic dysphonia, Botulinum toxin injection, Safety, Effectiveness

iv



A7| #2 =7 = Y7t

SUiZL HEe

o

=
=

=,

1
.

of B2 o THE AT

o

o

A A}

 EpE 02 SEElo] Wgal

I3
=13
=

3

bk ohiel ol

o

vl 7]

1
.

oF

5

3 32H9] £ HE

O

3fjof

O

Sc]

QHI =]
1 9
Al

°

5

5|

712 F7t

o
e
oy

o] E2 AtEle RIEA| got

517

-0 =
2 375

] o
5=

253 g7

ql

YR} 9

)

=3
o

<A =}

i
T
oK

My

cli]

it

2 et

_‘|

A

g 7

=X

[e)

AR g FRA /gl SRl

[e2PA
k=

o, =

o

SH A=

°

J=7lsAg7Hdee dA T 2o

o= 3d



1. GIoHHZ

A BEE 54 FYe2 WA AU Wl @ Kadductor spasmodic dysphonia, ©1st
‘ADSD)E tie & 34 7S fIo 3= 71<eltt. 2007390 Clostridium botulinum &4~
FAAS] 8F0] 2871 R ol TRt AIFARY Wofl A4 @7l E 2=l o, 2009¢
390 iUl HEets =4 FUE0] Hlgo] 502 AT o]F QA 9 S abdof gk 24l
oA HES] " /do] SRIE]o] i HUEZ S5l TA|= o] 4] Ho1E 33 A7
B2 A=A 2023 Al23t =57 H 719 2](2023.2.10.) AdEH EEE 54 U
B7HAIZA 9 A9193] FHKTH 19T} 390, Apefetat 291, TA7IREeIE 191 o & 61 Al elst
Atk

2 Bk AU BEETE =4 el o/ 1 o] it AlA1Y EA S Soto] goldE-

efg B 5 SAbaTel Bad 2ANES AMIA S5t

)

ol

1.1. By e=ol=

BEIE E4AE REIYSA7HClostridium botulinum)©] A= A73EA R A7 HolEoll A of

i
A
or
d
il
B
Iy
rlo
=
2
oft
o,
e
ox,
s
oN
i)
ridt
N
3
X
==
@
2 ol
%0
o
v
1o
R
ofl

o83t ALt WA BE o83 O 2 Us & Yoy ARl whE Ao Aol= gl Aos
B (IR 5, 2012; Fulmer et al., 2011).
=% HAHelectromyography, oI5t EMG)E °1-85he 4t ¥5 I F ol 2% vheol
A$A e S0t A2 A YA fl(insertional activity) $7FA 02 SQISHHM BE s S48 FUs)
oY, 2% ARgo] e B9 258 WAES AREste] AdHhE st T Eol A
HEE 545 YT & ArKHhgtoln]Qee5]H, 2018; Blitzer et al., 19806).

_%_

9 5 oF 2% A 71414 B39 o] Uehter} oF 45 A A}



NEC NI BSals SA 012

0]

2730 SRR = 5 Y F Alto] Ao] w34 AdEi7F Hskeh, Y Algto] Xubd eka vt EoiE0]
37N ~ 67 Dot} wHEA] 0 & FQ18]oF SHH LSS 5, 2012; Ludlow, 2009; Cantarella et al., 20006;
Aronson et al., 1993).

1.1.2 2Q9e] MF2AFOFHUA] 517tAte

HETs =20 tijt AFe] RS A s7A R W A85olke & d folu Aok du], 47271

1.1 EE2E 52 MFALEATAN oi7HArY

7= e

H=E HEAXNSEAED LR HEDS 4 Ag)
o7t 2008-04-16

REgE S2AERLE BE2E 52 AY(Hall 2%)

1. 12M| Ol H2I0f AN Ld 2EE =HEZEO0|LE K| 7418 HollE ZLatet 2213 Ol 2
HAMAL Y =HEGE X2

2. 240 O|AY9l AOb:|AMOM| SRt UMM A0 2t HME 7|3 (dynamic equinus foot
deformity)2| X|2

3. AR ZZIEE 0 (cervical dystonia)2| A&t A9 X |2

4. 18M| Ot HI0f UM, FAXIZ0 MYHS H0|1! YAH=0| 25 Bidloh=, XISE S
Sk AYd AEHO| Oekse R =

5. 2532 18M| 0| g0lo| HES HEHE MX| B

6. 18Al 0|4 75A 0[5te) Holof UAHN =¥FEZ(corrugator muscle) 12|10/ E= =42
(procerus muscle) =t HHE Sk WX 559 25t 0|7 FE2 LAH T

7. 401 Oty MEE SIXAQ F5 2ASHEHR| 4412t Ol X|&E= F50| SHE0| 1562 04 X|
&EE ER
8. Y7 |SHOH
- 0|3} M2k
HEY BEYAXIFOLQY(ZRAER LIS EERSEAAS)
57t 2016-04-29
e EZAELCREELSESAAH(Clostridium botulinum CBFC26)
1. BH18A| Of4 A210]| RO YN 2EfY =HE Z2l9 X2
2. BF18A| 0|4 65A| 0|ot2] ARI0f AN =MFEZ(Corrugator Muscle) 12|11 /L= =42
(Procerus Muscle) &1t A= £53 WX £32 Mot DIZFEL LA 74
3. 224X UH20M| 0|4 H019| LZEF 0t AHAE AX| A9 X2
4. Bt 24 0|49 AOt=|gOtH| XL UMM ZE0| 25t HF7[™(Dynamic Equinus Foot
Deformity)2| X|2
5. BF 19N 0|4 65A] 0[a+2] 4210] ANHA ==2Z(Orbicularis Oculi Muscle) 2&1t 2= &
SZ 0|A9] Q012 FE(£7H FE)9 LA JiM
SR AZOFEQNAA oJFEbAYE} QR ETHEAIAY FHo|x], HMY 1 2022.12.19.

B 1.2 HE2E 54 QUBNO HE7|E A LY et MEA

e PELTEER T
1. 21 ORI B7IALE 9] LOIAL Of2el 28 J|EOR 0 Al 2UTOIS QIFHO, 5 915
(632] 7|7 ololof= ofg Fotg AV} RHES 8
— O|- EH —
Clostridium 71 5t 24 O1A0] ZAYK T BB wiA0fs| BXI0] B7FEl 0] 1510 ISR 2 |E
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HI

MEOIEI|IE U

- Stk -
L Q219 HEF & SXIZSZE|(017 H|2l) SXI0]| CHol Of2het 22 7IECE &0 A Y=
e O_l’é*?;
- Stk -
Cf. Y7 |SHX0IA B X E= Moz ASEH dEXAE HRES ofH Otz &
27IECE B0 Al QUZHE AFSH 17t M2} ‘HEAZ T SHH)
- S7kdEf -
. . 2}, ABITIE|Ab IYN 7H= OFR|Of Bl Of2Het 2L 7|Fo= E
botulinum A toxin f )c\]Toop:LO L cgc;r;v:cal dystonia) X0 517+ X0 SHoh Of2et JNEoE Eo
p=8 uo:IE |_|o%
A - =7 aro_
]:LD:' I’: O
BE: =5AFS 2. o|7IAIE HRIE Z=f5t0] Ot 22 7|1ZEC 2 £ A| LYFTHE QI-E
- O|. EH -
O Bt 2M| 0142 ZAIY = S8ta T g0H| 2tAte] Z2|0) 25t okX|HH Foist 82
- St
3. o7t HYE =1510] Ot 22 7IECE 0 A| 7 MAS AP RHES 8
- O|. EH -
7t B 20| O|MQ] FAlY E= 2ok Hg0tt| SRt ZRI0f 2fst AX| HA0 R0t 42
L. ¢4 “W’“OHOH Foist 32
— O|ot M-
BABRR 714 A2022-160%, 2022.6.29.704, 2022.7.1.A13
A=A AR A-2Z0] 23R 7] AJZGE A= BAEXE 714] #|2007-1125(2007.12.1. A1)

0|-
-|o

1.2 Q| HH L Y S

ok
olgk

1.2.1 2 AZEE SX) B2

[

Ay REEE 54 FU&2 20084 790 AL EIHARG 708 ‘A8 )0l FH 7 A1 =
o] 20094 3¥0] vl Fo] FE 02 SAEALt. QGFo]-vFo] vlE 5= A @7, TAIFE A
e (F 1.3), (& 1.4)%} At}

H1.3 728 Q¥ 50{-H50 H|8 == S 31
=ERMHS Ic o

H1H §01-H|§01 = 4 50 HUIIRIES
K35 W HZH =
HOZ MX| E':'—’.‘—% &
I-"']x-l x.lxl [=]] A E
(=]

P N2l 2E2lE 54 F& Botulinum Toxin Injection to Intrinsic Laryngeal

Z£-133 0Z133 Muscle

A AZFEAHAE7HY, 2023

e



NEC ML BSals SA s

HE 1.4 HZESHAE7H IAY= A

HYBIHS | X£-133 HSEDIZE | 07133 SH0E | HIZ0
_ SHSXIIER 1A
_ _ M| =] E_/‘\_ = —|_
golm@m) | Lin TR S BRZA | HM2009-445(2000. | Hgux | 200903
SHRIH(HE) | Botulinum Toxin Injection to Intrinsic Laryngeal Muscle
Hol U MSE | LMY AEM 2EO(adductor spasmodic dysphonia)OilA ZEXt0l| THEH SAF THMS Q6 AAI
X (CHAIH)
@ O[H|QIS 1} 2J2 A0 AIZE.
ALAJHHH @ AN IO FAOFE A ]
= = @ &5 2HEE monitoringotHA LM = SELZS S5l needleg MEL 2HE A4S
&3l i (thyroartenoid muscle)2 X2 £ B &2y 545 FU8!.
Q| 5 HIMS A|H 2~3Y 5 S MG
EX: A EIAAE7E EHolA], a5y EqE, AW/, TAFE 23], A Y: 2023.1.5.

o

1.2.2 = 0|1 2

At REE 54 FUe2 vFo] &0 2 i ol8-d%to] ERIER] ko, AR S AHARE7 Y
oAl Z7Net vlFo] A7 H]-gofA A=t Hat FHL 354, 348 U0 ATHALE T AARE 71 E5o]A],
2024.2.19.34).

1.2.3 32| 5l S &

Hl= PAEF E’_E(current procedural terminology, ©15} ‘CPT)= 64617°] HHd T/ Jdohs
do 2 o5 Holof XAl 7|&o] ERIEJ o, vl AEYF IJARI Aetna, BlueCross
BlueShieldoA= /g W3l 2} 0 2 HESlE 54 FAPT sk o2 W a3t 7|&a st

AT Y2 A7 EHA Fa3oli= K388-3 HEelw F40] i FuidHl FU&o] UAHE 1.5).

=7t =7 HE

Destruction by Neurolytic Agent(eg, Chemical, Thermal, Electrical or Radiofrequency),
Chemodenervation

64617 larynx, unilateral, percutaneous(eg, for spasmodic dysphonia), includes
guidance by needle electromyography, when performed
(Last review 2023.1.4.)

e B. Criteria for Initial Approval

Aetna considers onabotulinumtoxinA(Botox) medically necessary for any of the
following indications;

St

20. Spasmodic dysphonia(laryngeal dystonia)

Treatment of spasmodic dysphonia(laryngeal dystonia);

-0|otdli=t-

BlueCross  (2022.10.1.)

Aetnat




HE

AL
1u

=7t

Criteria for Medical Necessity:
The restricted product(s) may be considered medically necessary when the following
criteria are met:
Initial Criteria for Approval:
Botulinum toxin may be considered medically necessary when the following criteria
are met:
BlueShield - Z7Hizk-
of North 5. The patient has a diagnosis of dystonia: AND
Carolina™ a. The patient is 18 years of age or older; AND
b. The patient has at least ONE of the following focal dystonias:
i. Focal upper-limb dystonia(e.g., organic writer's cramp);
ii. Oromandibular dystonia(e.g., orofacial dyskinesia, Meige syndrome);
iii. Laryngeal dystonia(e.g., adductor spasmodic dysphonia);
iv. ldiopathic (primary or genetic) torsion dystonia;
v. Symptomatic (acquired) torsion dystonia; AND

U= K388-3 LI FLZL = 2&(with botulinum toxin) 1,500%

CPT, current procedural terminology

"Z3): American medical association 2021

TAetna EH°]A]. Available from: https://www.aetna.com/cpb/medical/data/100_199/0113.html, A4 Y:
2023.1.5.

*BlueCross BlueShield of North Carolina. Corporate Medical Policy: Botulinum Toxin Injection
"Notification". HAL: 2023.1.5.

S9® 5449 S1o]A]. Available from: http://www.mhiw.go.jp/, B L: 2023.1.5.

1.3 US4 U BESH o27IE

H1718 4] 2/d8N(nonorganic dysphonia)= WA 277 B4} &5 42740] HolA] oh= /374l
2 HA 24448 8] 40 %= B " HKoufman et al., 1991). H|718 4 S-33 ool = 034
Aol (muscle tension dysphonia), 38/ A4 ol(A573 /d7ol, spasmodic dysphonia)2}

71574 ‘& dll(functional dysphonia) 52| 2go] lek(rgte]n|1ee}3]. 2018).

AU W= 80| B0l Mo] S22 0 7 Ols) ZEs B Yol & 91910 B 541749
3T B2 Y Eigto]w] Q5 Tsls], 2018; Blitzer&Brin, 1991). FF2= WA, oA
3, E9o] 3lom o] F WHF2 FA R S40] BoJA 1 Hol xol= X3 AZl BaAgE Uei=
E4S 7HA AL Q1 oA /3ol 5 90 %S AARIHHAA&O S, 2017). AR WA Folle
A= olu|Qlea} oJAke] XM= M= vt A4 %<& (Naso-laryngeal fiberscopy)=
HgA] Ad] T2 AR Y B4R 250 g BES iR ER1% 4= 1AL, BX AR
AL 371 2 SETAE A G o 8RITHFRA], 2012). AR WAl 8 A=
o R = BETE 54 A&, A8, FEA R, $& 5] ArkhgtolH|Iea5t3]. 2018). o] &
AojX| 7o} FEA| B THE A& W9 B NR2A 1 5L AgHold, BEDE S4 FY&0]

|

=222 AHgE T Jok(digto]H]1%sts]. 2018; Cannito et al., 2008). $&2] X|E= 77

1K thyroarytenoid muscle) 2 & 7h= WIS FAE S A2= 2413 ol Algstelon, X
2 A 7Z-AA] W Edl<&(selective laryngeal adductor denervation and reinnervation)©]

Ac(ehsto|u]13-3t8}8]. 2018; Chhetri&Berke, 2006)(E 1.6).
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T= L&
- A (thyroarytenoid muscle)t /& 24 T|E X (lateral cricoary—
tenoid muscle)?] 4=2/&01 IH{F(hyperadduction)| 2la £A|2 S40|
ZOX|1 58 X0|= X6t AT SA27t LIt

LHM&(Adductor type) - A2 90% XIX|

- E3 FomE 6t 713 M (strained-strangled voice)& 20|11 25}
= g7t LIT5I TiSote RS0 242l Y (voice break)7t LIEILIT,
LT Aot 0= B2 K& YHUAME LIEHH

- 5284 MEZ(posterior cricoarytenoid muscle) 421421 19|
(hyperadduction)2.2 QIS ATh 7HEs0l| oI5 HIZO| M= &5t 7|A1M49| &4
; CHE T} MAEOZ SM0| OsliK|= ZEHS LIEHH
I‘Io:i = l__—| O o - I_OOE_ [}
AT(Abductor type) " argle = inp| HRIO] S S5t £l S4209t ARl YT

A =22
ﬁ

(breathy break)0| LERLIT &t & GOzt A5 B2 H= FE30M
501 o 2o UEE

=83 (Mixed type) LESL 0| 28 28

o
Ju

am
foYal
re
o
0x
ne
0x
0z
=2
rr
=}
=1
=
am
=
0x
—
QO
w
28
w
©
D
o.
=+
o.
=
=
=
-
nE
0%
=
<
S
C
=4
®
=.
D
w
@
=
am
foral
i)
|0
HU
ne
0x
e
ﬂ

L} Mot S2t, 2 &l7] AMle S0 Aste(Lt 271, K71, FH017], Leatf R27], ot S2 HIAHH2 Y
= EX|0| 92
el MO

-l
~
=
A

=

(]

5 E
0
AT
r
ox
s
=
=
>
0
Ral
62
=
ojo
0x

LI RiMet 220t o 3 E B FAIZH &

a]
r

IZFUHAIE GME Soll 25, 71Y, 2IMLE, $4Y S 02 7 S0 2dE 7
7

Job
4n
ry
Ho
<

bl

>

=
d HEDE SAE FUSHE XIE7t 71 H0| 0|18 : HEd|E S4= AMAZ TRE0|A Of
|[ES210 2HIE ARGt 289 HHLE ZANIIEZ SFMUAAC & o
SlstE et A(chemical denervation) 7|82 S0l S42 STAZE = US
NI - LY A=Y LAT0AME S0 WEZQ! ZMTEHE, o= SMLE 0| FI6HY, Y gsy Uy
HOHO M MoH I T SMLEZ0 ol EE2lE 5S4 FU=S AlY
- BHS ZHolY| 2ol 25 3-67H 0T} BE2HOZ FRUSH| T1, HE2E SA9 S22 BXIOIC} Ot
StEANN AL

E4: 4A&OIAE, 2017

4n
Ho
ofn
k>
A
Ho
>
M
=
T
1A
(0]
Hu

ARG W B AHES Ad Ao R(H# 1.7), vEhe 14 thH] 9F 3,0000] Ho =2
F4tst, o] FolA Sl st BHloll Welshs 73971 91,5007 Fr2 oldstal ATHE 24

H1.7 388 28380 RHEE

H1™Xt A

(X2 SE(/100,000) =HY! ar AZ(M)
Nutt et al(1988) B )
(Rochester, USA) 5.2(1.1-15.1) 11 35
Duffey et al., 1998 B
(Northern England) 0.8(0.5-1.3) NR NR
s 0.7(05-0.9) NR NR
Konkiewitz, et al., 2002 1.0(0.4-1.5) 113 48.0

(Munich, Germany)




H1™Xt A

(X2 SE(/100,000) =HY! ar (M)
o

Pekmezovic, et al.,2003 _ )

(Belgrade, Yugoslavia) 1.1(0.6-1.9) 1:1.6 46.3
(Alsgg'ﬁo”' etal., 2006 5.9(3.4-9.4) 1:2.4 50.1
NSDA 2019

(North America) 13.7 NR NR
Laa”;aarf)ak 2001 09 1:4.4 36.7
Yanagida et al.,2016 .

(Hokkaido, Japan) 16 114.3 32
Hyodo, etal., 2021b 35-7.0 1:4.1 309

(Japan)
NR, not reported
Z4: Hyodo et al., 2021a

= 20224 19 B9 whAA ol 2 A g5 vk SR = 9,3000] © 50t H 1.8).

B 1.8 WAN0| X0 HEE BRI U QUTOHIS 5

1= 20194 20204 20214 20224
LI PN 10,749 8,466 9,334 9,339
QUZ0HIE I, MH 885,675 843,785 1,103,563 1,137,491

o
AMI = R490(T43oH)
E4: B g golHAYAAY, A ARFEY ) 54, 24K : 2023.11.20.

1.4 =2 Y= X|HE

AU EEdls 54 FUs JA1E 7lo]=eRlE 23H(Romano et al., 2022; Stachler et al., 2018)
of| A ERl5ic) ojgg]o} 7lo]=2kRI(Romano et al., 2022)0141= A4 T4 olof] QlojA x| &
B HETE 54 FYE, 2AAEE AOARE T 5 s Ao Z AN oH, ul= 71o|=2iR](The
American Academy of Otolaryngology-Head and Neck Surgery Foundation, Stachler et al.,
20182 B4 WofRolA] A wEH o wEel B4 AR AFE 4 e Ao AW

1.5 HAXN Ed0F o

olgk

Faham 5(2021)2 WA 43/ TGN LA R BEehe 54 FAVE 540 I9 4
A 7ol axpARIAE Bl ] el AAIA L d2 st & 178 2] w1lo] A= iom,
42 74 o] sl HERE ATt 23 BE ks 54 FAPF R 4] ol 3784 9
A0 H5I3Ith van Esch 5(2017)2 WA F2/d /480l Aol BEdls 54 FAH a4
Azo] adE W71l | f1sh AA 1A £ dZ s & 223 0] 10| A= %lom, of
' 54 FAE TR d7e 139, et e

L=, L=,
ape A Hle BRI QIolct A BAS AT ER A R4S Suslgon], BEel S k)

A
2
9,
rr
\®]
=)
i
i
AC)
i
d

IS
g
3
¢
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1. HAN 20

1.1 I

o AUy EEgE =4 FUsS WAE AR WA SRS S 7AAAZ17] s Al
WA o= Pstal A xR lL?

AT ZF A 8 AE Aokt B R AR thaat Zt

AR, A= A7E A 2 dE0] TAIRIES] 2850l AAE WdE B T/ golof = 3tsta,

71 9)of &Y AR W= B7HfIolA A Llstact

A, A D EH FF0] DAL AR AAE A ERE HYEFSHHA Hujdos

HReS ] FAPSH= JRol 248 ol 715k, SFUAIE R HA ol 0= vis2 A2 FA

T PPl 29k &= Qlrks A9198] 2] ool whet s W o] 22gsto] s}

A, ¥ A2 B F20A] AXE HnA S SRIgH T B2 A 8(S4X = 5), floF Y FX =

o= AAsH3ck

A, o7 Aol A 71418 (breathiness) TS HEHE 54 FAL S Q= AtujH] 2 15t 414

(hoarseness) AE| 2 FAA] 22 He= Flo | S

oA I = AAE 23t 2| HE ERI5te] 3FeH4 7E, 571<9eh4 B7E A g7 A

37t FREsto] AASHIH.

AR, A8 9 347172 AgheE T4 ko, A8 Bl et B A SollA]

AT A Zgska T R S E = A QSkeiTt

o T
i)
ol
-
2
2
ox
X,
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A ZFO] ZF 44 8 40f| thigk PICOST-SD O] AlRARES (I 2. 1)} o, BIHd ZIpR| ;O] AlF-
AL (H 2.2)0] AX5HHEk

H 2.1 PICOST-SD MEUE

M=

HI

?.
Patients (CHAF 2tA) LixI8 Z2aM

0

o
Intervention (BXAIE)  MUZUY EE2E 54 FU=

Comparator (H| A& =
parator BIAE) . o3z /gl
(QIAIT{ OFEIAD AISTIRI OIS U AR OIBIRE, T|41E, B9 BER 5
(UM S
oo o

SRS TOF ISRl 7|2 BEBA, S48
IS Wk B 5|8, ANAUNSAZ, 2428
HRZ WOk RXH, S5k, F0it= 84

RBH I SR, BATISHIS, 21712 X718

Outcomes (ZIftH=)

Setting (S17&H) HBt=X| ote
Time (£5712) HHER| 28

Study design (B8 S, AL ML

-

=] =g AH
'_I'l"n'_' XIJ-I-c>'|1' =20 Eg‘?ét*
e FOZ M|, MEHQ A= HaellS0] MMM PS0T SRITH0|H,
FI|dE #el, 712 Fhte= 0128 MM 7HY H2 FieE

o|0(5HH FO2 F& URtE HY|
o YHINOZ A9 FAZIE BMolM FEHE VN FA2
speaking fundamental frequency (SFO)2t 511, Ol |2 S4A2
OlM ZH2te| 7|82 SHE 7230 4t Bras SoiA YoiE
o YUBHOZ (Y9 Wiy |EFM4= 200 ~ 250 Hz, 292 100 ~150
Hz B2 U8 US
» SDFOZ MAIGHH 7|2F0i4-9] H3E LE= 7|23 04 BEHEA
o Jitter2 HMAISHH FOITI 7|2F & oF F7|0IAQ| 7|23 040t 11 CHS
Z HEE 719] 71250t0] 71 (variability)S EFet A2 Flts HSE
SRS £ FI4 H0|(frequency pertubation)0|2tal §
Lot *  ShimmerZ HMAISHH A2|9] Z=(intensity), & 2=t ¢t

oy
5

R
oy
re

0

0x
30
rr

S ot F7|0MQ] FI= T CFF F719| =9 7iHMS

ZHEE = XIZ H0|(amplitude pertubation)2tlE &

o Jitter?] 2L} OIRVIKIZ 0|2 #2 S8 ¥ B30l o8] Bk
SN HHE EEE APQ S UE 39 st 2 XA BEEE
StA Ol
= T MO

* SNRZ XAIGHH, SHIE WM HiS(harmonics)Ol CHSHH Z
(noise)0| LEIL=E HES 20 = X|HO|H S7A5H! HZE S8Y
£ Z39 HI20| oM 1 2{0] A

« 0= Jitter 2 shimmer 2t S0| 25 74X 90|12 LR35l QS

o EM ADEQN E&= 0] M2t HNR F= SNRZ H3ig 4~ Qlu 2
Q0| 2At 227 L0y M2t MESHA siAleHH &

12 on
o)
oy
re

xa]
T rlol
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T

=
fol
=
iea
gjo
=
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s

Ok
g

x| Xte
EZEY

NESVH!

MPTE HIA|, SNSATH2 S53 A& 9/OLf ZA Bo2E 23
0| K53t D ZIEIBIBIA E S8t ZHAf

SRARSARINORE 55 2 & Sl 534
O2 WEHE 4 9T WY FOjo| X2 HS S50 2|2 22t
HO2 bl 4 9IS
ZAAE 0183 SHES LHKZ o013
38| 22 ANGH0] 0| 5 AIXIE AR
SLUARISAZIS HOIRIS H2 2R} S0, JCHors], S0k7S,
of 27t 22 SOiHARHY ZLU HEYZA, Ha0H| SO
SOIOIA 0| ZAEI= HS 2 4 US

ol
N

o

MFRE FIA|, &4 Al 2F A2t LH0| 42 Salf #i22 L= 3719
g dgA Bria7|=0(=tl o

LY7I1RYE AL INSALRR L0 T gle 712 & o Hole
mL/secZ HAIE

Sg o/gst
SXoI0| X0l DS WA BY7I5S BIKoHen| A0l HA
O Z7|ofatziAl 3 71 2lot 2 EAfEY
F2 30| AXI= A9t 27 El= 97} e Mot S0 9
AIZ42 20| FHAL, SURS0ILt FHSFE SHME 20| 7]
BiE G5 TN ChA Aot ZFS 20N, TR2M HE)
5S4 TS 23 I 088 4 9IS

ol
N

VEZ A, JiS0] 455 S22 0f H=0f Z0jor By o
51, EHOR YS2HE QN2 M= SHYUHKI2 ST
0l 5|7} H0fLt BEHO2 SHOILIX|Z Metel=x| Tierst 4 Ol
XES S4284021

SHBSH0| 500 £7| E2 SH0| 455

S -

SYE2Y2 SR st B7|%isto| HISE L
HENO HRZY SHWIYE 5 0BS5S T YHROMN GRBAS
ST} oHY 20| YN 91 YHOM M8 9IS,

GRBAS SEE 57j 30102 450 G(Grade)= S440] HuHEol #
242 22 HHAEO! 259 HE, R(Rough)= AT ZIE9| B
58 LU= 747 A2 BE(XZXY), BBreathy)= 42 A0I2 LI2
S 37| 50| Qeiol ANES ST BRIE HiE Me A2l TS,
A(Asthenick= 2401 310] BE510] st oret 22| Fi, 121D
S(Strained)= 4 Al Thz st 2120 Of3h LBt Flojt= A2 He
£

2 AEE 0,1, 2,39 4% XE2 0NS HA, 4B B L 225

=78
AL O

oy
5

Fom= 24

S(Strained)= 24 Al L5 ZIFHON| Qo Llich= FoiM= A2 F
= miy}
=2 O

ojo
ox

C

H

O Kl

VHIZ FIAJ, 7[5, A5, 280 A7HK] NS E%oz TaE 250
SSEO} M2 DIF|= B3 Bl =Y

2} ooy 107} 28 & 302810] H20= THE0| AT 2 2
5 XL & Ml OF0IM 12080 MBS, Havt 5242
02 0I3t FO7} £C1 WK

VHI-102 VHI®| 42 283 M=3e 2% g0 1049 2302
AB{0} ZIEHPH| BIE 202 UMSHTOIN AlRS F017] SlaH
2

Hu

0jo ook
oz rlo

i

oy
5

APQ, amplitude pertubation quotient; FO, fundamental frequency; MFR, mean flow rate; MPT,
maximum phonation time; SDFO, standard deviation of fundamental frequency; SNR, signal to noise
ratio; VE, vocal efficiency; VHI, voice handicap index
FA NG FS dEE Aagh 2708

EA: =¥ 5 2009; FEE 5 2011; F4GR1 2015; BAS 2013; Hgtol=| 153 H 2018; @94 2002
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1.3 SEM

1.3.1 12

=9] glojgHo] A= A AH FH1F Al =8 AL 0 2 T12jE]= Hlo[EH|o] AR Ovid ZEA]
Ovid-MEDLINE(R), Ovid EMBASE & EBM Reviews- Cochrane Central Register of Controlled
TrialsS ESIATHE 2.3). Aol Ovid- MEDLINEOIA] ARSE ZAAolS 7|2 o 2 7} A7 49
E/30 5A S7gsto] ARESHA S MeSH term, =] QAL Atk FA 5:0] A7 52 2145] 85131
o} % NS 20034 48 62U, TAH BAEA W U FAATE = 3]0] ANl

H 2.3 =9 HXt H|O|E{H|0| A

U 28 ZMA URL F&
8\/id_l\/|EDL|NE(B) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
itations and Ovid MEDLINE(R)
Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
EBM Reviews — Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
1.3.2 =LY

S Blo]eflo] A ofele] 37 7 MN1E: o) SSIATKE 2.4). TS 29 74 A A8 A
A2k 7|0 2 5t el A

202349 449 6¥=, EIAM M2 [F5 3]0 AIAISHAH.

B 2.4 mU HXt H|O|E{H|0| A

U E8 ZMA URL &
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
O|5k=F0|0|E{H|O] A HA(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
SHEUIRSEEHEHARISS) http://www.riss.kr/

A2 Al AlRbsIA] AL AAE sl o, eh=o] Bl Yol= Suhd 7l 0= ARtsto] gielst

12



EAAE 2 A H= w3Ee] Uish el AEAVFEHEA 0 & a5t 13F A8 - uijA] 2ol A
= A= 255 HESH] & H7ke] A9 o] girkar 3}‘:}5]7‘:— 2 HiASEAL, 221 A E - A
32 9] FEZ HESH] AR A3t 3 A7 |0l He 2
4213 395 F3l JAYAE O|FES SIiH: A TS
Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-analysis (PRISMA) &= &
A A BFAT.

3A, Hirose 52021)%} Hydo §(2021c)2 A7t} 520+ 314 A3t7}t YX]3kof Hirose &
(2021)9] A5 FEETE A2 A5 Hydo 5(2021¢) A7-5 A& o] Z3stqit.
A, A7A77L 2% 9 2 V| AN E] Ja S3E Ay A AASHA e A2
A3 B57] olEl Y AEe R A ATt sh o4 BHE|A] ok A& wiA kAT
AR Wong & (199502 nonvocalization group¥} vocalization groupZte] RE2lE 4
<9 a¥E v|sto] B WA ohE 2d s AlASHaL glof AEdt 9w dHrt sht o
B EZ] k2 A= A sk

A, ADSDE} th2 A¥Kvocal tremor, abductor spasmodic dysphonia )] &gt& o] Q1L
m AT FEEA] 92 - AR G olE tIARE o= A b2 A2 wijAlsHT
oAA, 7+ 357 AAPFTH(indirect laryngoscopy)& 9$E AH(Haslinger et al., 2005; Ford
etal, 1990)= & A7 & Lol 2T 4= qlo] Aol xghsts], Aol Ujofl 21 FARI Ao =
Kol Schonweiler S(1998)2 ZA| A& ¥ Qo] L3} 4= Qlo] AFAo] Aold ZAA &S 4;1%}
A2 AF=Z HiAISIAT L 9ol ZRJIE EA| Z]&(point touch technique)Z °©]-&gt
(Mendelsohn et al., 2012; Morzaria et al., 2012; Green et al., 1992), %‘Eﬂ-ﬁ,—l:,—ﬁo
(telelaryngoscope)stol] BETE SAE FUT FA-HFT4] 5 1997, T4 5 1997b) = Al
o SAAEE oHA] 2 A= HiASIITE AAISEH 3 A= /HiA] 7182 <(F 2.5)°F 2t

_4

-{o

T 25 MEi/Hix7 =

ME#7|Z(Inclusion criteria) biXi|7|ZE(Exclusion criteria)

ESUT Ee MYMATR
- X7t Opd H(EA, letter, comment S)
- 3h=0| £= Yoz SR o2 23

- LHME 42N BEEIO] SRS Ao 2 4ealist L =
. )dEHj_LH EEEPOE_/.\_ xOVE\Q igHg}, o:‘_—j_ ! A_||‘|_E_o«{(_._§EI|- |:'H:[E| 01—_|-’- O|'O| 7|J_’,:|'Eﬂ)\‘| S
T S THE=Z To O peer— review= 7‘|X|X| orto 740
g3t 2| oLt 01y B oip el Moshe
. 9l2 sty ='7+

o =

. ZEEmE o
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NEC ALY BEals SA 59

>

HIEH 9 7 99 B7HRPHEE 2 02 Alggshal, oJAEYA| Al =0E Eof 25 HIEH
A HrHeT= A-5-Fo] wEk F2RE Bl A4A E(randomized controlled trial, ©]sf ‘RCT)
Cochrane®] Risk of Bias (RoB) (Higgins et al., 2011), 1 2Jo]] ¥ 52 1= 721 v YA
T+ ITE JF AT AF S)= Risk of bias Assessment Tool for Nonrandomized Studies
(RoBANS) 2.0 =F3HKim et al., 2013)2 0]-83}%.2H, Review Manager 5.3 °]-&5}o] HIEHYH
T = 9 grHE R QoFRE AAISHT
RoB % RoBANS 2.0 & 8719] £@C.2 o|FoFoH, ZF o tisl "W/ w=a/E224 2 3714
FEH= F7loleh EEAE 7MY W3 old HIEH Ado] 42 Ao = wsiirh AAel
B7I3E 9 BT [R5 4] 9 [EA 110 Aok

RoB W7bA] T1efat A ket et

549 AT vEHAES WS 2= BRI A, A %10174‘% 04—?’“74101] gt ol gl

o
S A el et il S B9 A 2 WA, A, 1B 240 A9 FANEE
WO P ARG 1B E (TS MEYABE g 07 WS T, 2B B9 AT
AEE AMSIAL 04 A|E B Efo] A5E ETE AU AL HEUHS e 02 Bl
om, 71.90] 49 B 2 Wit o), BebHet AuktE U9l A4 5 S Au 22}
B2 900 % W HIEYSIIS e 0, ASA o] itk Qo] Qi A9 BE 2 WISl
oF. QWA T Bl DR chgAe] At st A9 Aed At B ol MEYSIES

g o s

1.6 AiI2F=

ARFEE A FSA AN TEIe] O B FEATE QHH 0 E 4TS A uet EL
Al T B S AR At SYH o dEela, 0fvh i Skl oz
ARG, FR ARFE NEOT ATHA, AT, FANECEIETE, FA, FA,
FAETF D), VLA 39) P 23k, B A 5L B ARAE FAL (35
4), ABFE 2 (2 109] AN
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1.7 XMy

a3 e FA £ (quantitative analysis)©] 7Fs 3¢ HIEREAS st oH, 71T B¢
A2 HE(qualitative review)E St A7t HE2w FA (Y34 52 4S54 E AN
o] thFsto] FAREHH O] WHE SHeIt A4 ysHA] it

HERZAA] AL H AR vh2 Ao

AR, RCTE= ¢4 Bado] Brlsslo], A4 AER BA619th W A oFa Bio] 71538 A9
R 4.2.15 ol-&3to] HEREASIR N, 4 #40] E71sT 4% 24 A=

A, FA AT a3 2ol o] FAA FoldS o 5%l TSI

AR, HlEREAS 943 W] ol AL 9 Aatof] thet X3 97 5 Y S Ht Aol(mean
difference, ©]5} ‘MD")2} 95 % A1&+7Kconfidence interval, ©]5} ‘CI ) AAISIE o, X &7}

o= 39 15515 H+ 2po|(standardized mean difference, ©]3} ‘SMD")2} 95 % CIE A A5} T
BAuPH O wel-gll4 HH(Mantel-Haenszel method)& ARESE HF G F(random effect mod-

el) o2 EA51ct HlEREA] A], o] 2 (heterogeneity)ol] g Th2 Q-4 AjZFA 07 4132 319]
33l Cochrane Q statistic(p<0.10 ¥ -2 5414 R0 A= A 02 71597} P statisticS AME-dF
o] E317t BA1A o] AAS WSL) 2 AR 50% oY A= AA|F 0 & o)A o] Qtkal 7S

g Aol olE 71Eer £ 7 SAA o4 dsiitHH Y 5, 2022).

7= Hey7|E
UZRY FA ZTA YFH FAZET E2A5HA FINE B UZY FA 2 B
BRI SEE0) T2t AR A F2oM HAIE Z2 25 189 ZUE B3
FHAYER ARAVS 0120 ) HAE B2 B2 AL 2FS IPKR S5 MBS Z1E B

oAlA, Aatgro] SRt ARSI 25 %, 75 % 2 o] At F$- bias-corrected back
-transformation (Shi et al., 2020) -2 ge.mean.sd function (McGrath et al., 2020)< ©] Q{R
271719 conv.fivenum (metafor) ©]-8-D)sto] H4t, I —frf{ F—-—rLo}Oﬂ HERL AN of I35} 0.

L 9]0l SFHI ARZ R 25 %, 75 %12 AR AARE 77 Bt AR 75 52 HEREA Oﬂfﬂ
A ABF A

1) https://search.r-project.org/CRAN/refmans/metafor/html/conv.fivenum.html
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>

1.8 2H=+& Gt

H g7lof| A 545 A A1 Eel 2 211e] 2A 52 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation (GRADE) F #0 2 75t thA4Y 5, 2022). o] S 53
U] 4 @A B A= ERE et =8 APA| Fof tiet AT AlA] R IS Aot s
oJulE AJAIstazAL sk3iTh

= AT H= O A A critical), @ FL5HA|FE HAF o] 2] & (important but not critical),
® @ %8 3Hlimited importance)?] 37 B30l w2} %8 T (importance)S F-&511L (D #4291
(critical), @ S Q3A|qF A4 F 0] x| 2k-&(important but not critical) 2R #5 A0 2 GRADE
TASTTE ERIsHIT

H27 Hisa A

Hisg Ay
gt Bt UAA QFMd Tt Sutgol 247t %%3&, 12 Ytels 52 SRMCE 125
(recommended) = 2 I =L e ME0lA o Q=7 |22 ABE Hog
_7F_7,_‘|—'f'— -EIII_%EIF I[17|-|:|-|)\PO| OI)\P |-XI_-|A‘I_L|» _Q_J_I.A‘IO| :17-1 ol 7 Q| I[U'-%o% o %I—X-I_IE_ II_E:‘O|-01% H I)ér )g
(conditionally ZO|Lt 7kx[of IItE} 7 |CHALO| QA ©2M0| ShafRl & Q0] 3H1—5 o|27a0| AlS X716t B2
recommended) Hgeoz Mgt
HUSH| = Bl QAN QM gt kYo 24 ¥ T 2| Wlels 52 SRR Uol¥s M =L

(not recommended) | AF AZH0IA] OH‘:*°|§7| 9| MES HIIGHK| 4=

YA AAA oMt St SO Dol HTeh YMATI 2Fo10 =L Ao AE0i|A of
Sxe o OR7IE2| A0l Tiet HISE 2T + 88
(insufficient) % 2EH02 AO|ZAF0| & o2 7 CHeH Al 2EH02 XS] AHQOF SA XTI [
X 2O ¢OZH0| & A=7 |50 HolME ESECE ZHE AR FEEX|0 tHohME

Moot Z2E=0 7188 + A
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SR eIy

WAL PR S 3] 918 o] HAElo| o] A5 Mg slo] AME BRE F 1,04440%
7} vo]ejlo] 204 F2 AIE 48278 A2Ie 56270] BTl A8 9k

2 A FERS AL 9 228 Awsio] Wil g gl 1099 298 1344 0 AFslelh
ol % AE F0) UFS AR T LMo mE Heubg e AX F 3280) B Aot
2 7o) 2% BN SEEL MAASS X3sle] (19 3.1)0] 71&sigion, X5 e B2

—

AAR} G0 & [F-5 5100 A AISHAT. & IgollA viAld £ A AR gupdleo = [E
20l 71&3Hnt.

29| H|O|E{H|O]A (n = 968) U HOJEHI0IA (n = 76)
* MEDLINE (n = 355) * F2JOHH|= (n = 10)
* EMBASE (n = 576) * RISS (n = 34)
* Cochrane Library (n = 37) * KMBASE (n = 32)
v v
SEMH =z 2 29 Dol 22 HE 5 HIHIE 25 (n =
= 55) > M= U 22 AE $ HE 28 () = 363)
HE HE S tiHIE 28 5 (n = 167)
+ 2R} OR G132 (n =14)
+ 23 (n=1)
22 2E Oy 23 p| * AFEIO| HOIE XIS CHYOR 85K 12 17
(n=199) (n=33)
« MEGH EXAIZ0| =X 242 2+ (n = 30)
o MEGIK| UL o|Z ANE HT5H AL (n=46)
= =i (n 9)
« ST (n=28)
« FEEE STt (n=2)
- BRETE A7 (=)

Tjoj MeE 23 4

(=32
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>

B
o N
r>~
)
Sl
ok
Mo
o
(O8]
\)
i)

Hog JILeFHE RCT 28, AZ AL 30Ho|ct,

RCT= 25 ¢Jokta} v w gt 9+ o] % 1H(Troung et al., 1991)2 A|F4-E ARE51911L, 1H(Hyodo

et al., 2021)2 9ol A4 &S AAoHA] ket

A=y E ul=to] 12H(38 %) 2.2 7P woron =o| gH(19 %), 3HE 5H(16 %), o|ghejot 43

(13%)°13ct. Higsts, HE, B, & sfuch= ZF 183 %)ol3dct

SWATE 1990WHE 2022W71A] 13 ~ 3HO 2 J125] STE Ut

FAFA] SHetHPHL 30H oA EMGE &0151911, 2 (Haslinger et al., 2005, Ford et al., 1990}

7P 357474} (indirect laryngoscopy)S o]-&3}o] BI85t

FAAE B T2 2t AR IS B PS40 2 FARHES0] 14 (43.8 %) 02 714

Lok, A=A 0 7 FARHESL- 8WH(25.8 %), FSA O 2 FARHEIL 7H(22.6 %)°1 ATt FAREH O]
3 Qo] Y= E3L23W(9.7 %Ot FAL Bl 18] FARHERL 20W(62.5 %), 13] oJAf FARH

2 12H(37.5 %22, 13] ol FARE 9] FAL Sl 1 ~ 203tk A 8582 0.675 U ~

200 U, 271712 15 ~ 21 6= vt tefsloitt.

MR EQREE 3.1y 2k,

A HIMIKHE) A=t AL STHAIZ(N)/HI LA Z(N) FHIIRE
RCT
1 Hyodo(2021c¢) U= ADSD BoNT(11)/912(11) 123
2 Troung(1991) 0= ADSD BoNT(7)/212k6) 49
H2HH
1 Kohli(2022) ol= ADSD BoNT(16) Yot 2.5671
2 Dwyer(2021) o= ADSD BoNT(45) 4%
3 Nguyen(2021) HIES ADSD BoNT(38) 8F
4 Marchese(2018) O|Ef2|of ADSD BoNT(32) 123
5 Rojas(2017) et ADSD BoNT(16) o 36
6 Esposito(2015) O|Ef2|0t ADSD BoNT(13) 2=
7 Suppa(2015) =l ADSD BoNT(10) AFeUS
8 Kim(2014a) ot= ADSD BoNT(15) ==
9 Kim(2014b) ot= ADSD BoNT(12) 4-6
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M H1MIKHE) A=t A STHAIE(N)/HILAIZ(N) FHI12
10 Hartmann(2013) =Y ADSD BoNT(17) 4-6%F
11 Cannito(2012) ol= ADSD BoNT(42) PESE
12 Ko(2012) ot= ADSD BoNT(21) 123
13 Novakovic(2011) ol= ADSD BoNT(133) ==
14 Yun(2011) st= ADSD BoNT(12) 4-6
15 Dromey(2007) 0= ADSD BoNT(7) 4-6%
16 Cantarella(2006) o|tz|ot ADSD BoNT(24) 3F
17 Haslinger(2005) =Y ADSD BoNT(12) HEgis
18 Adler(2004) 0l= ADSD BoNT(13) 8
19 Cannito(2004) ol= ADSD BoNT(42) 2-6
20  Langeveld(2001) HEHE ADSD BoNT(46) AZeS
21 Mehta(2001) ol= ADSD BoNT(91) 24 65
22 Blitzer(1998) o= ADSD BoNT(639) ==
23 Choi(1997) ot ADSD BoNT(24) 4z
24 Zwirner(1997) =Y ADSD BoNT(16) 7-10¢
25 Adams(1995) FHLACE ADSD BoNT(50) 65
26 Murry(1995) 0= ADSD BoNT(10) 2-3
27 Zwirner(1993a) = ADSD BoNT(19) 13
28  Zwimner(1993b) =Y ADSD BoNT(24) 170
29 Zwirner(1991) =Y ADSD BoNT(19) 12
30 Ford (1990) 0= ADSD BoNT(16) 12.2%

ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia (11% AH4 &/d%f); BoNT, botulinum toxin injection to

intrinsic laryngeal muscle (Jdl&W EEIE 54 F

controlled trials

=

d<&); N, FA dd= 5

RCT, randomized

19



NEC NI BSals SA 12

1.3 HISE?IE G721

——

RCT 20 et RoBE 0|83t MIEY I B/ 2k thawh ek, 549] wige A4S 18]
o] oifel A2 0.2 AXJ51A) ot BT 0] 50 %, A=A]o] et go] glo] Bekdat AEolA
22H'0] 100 %, 716 A1 Aol gt v ST L 1

p— LH 9
Ho| A o] glo] B4 0] 50 %I ATHLH
3.2).
w
=
o
1]
o
s —
: 3
. . 2 T 5
Random sequence generation (selection bias) c 2 £
Alocation concealment (sslecion bis) 5 83§ ¢
Loz =2 .
Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) ﬁ 5 § ‘OEJ E B
T = 5 g 2
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) 2 o § % = §1
E L) (0] — =
Incomplete outcome dta (aton bias) | | & § a £ 3
w = 2 k=]
Selective reporting {reporting bias) g E H $ v 2 =
& £ 2 E E o= £
Other bias: Funding T 2 & 3 g £ B2
| I I I | g =4 m 5 g o 3
k T T T 1 2 o o o o L
0% 25% 50% 78%  100% w 2 5 5 & 2
. . . ES 223 2 3
.Luwnskufmas DUnc\earnskDfmas .H\ghnskufb\as ‘ S & % g £ T -
t g £ £ © &© U
i = = = e ) b=l
r £ @m @ £ wm O
Hodo2021 | @ || O |2 O S
Troung 1991 |2 | @ | @ (@ |2 (@2
1732 HIEUYIE IHD(R) Y ZHQOM(R)(TAS B I ULAIE)
5 AT 305 thell RoBANS 2.0°.2 715t Avk= th23} At} 3884 Ao AL ATEulA| 7|0

gt gl glo] i Ao et WIS TR e’ o] 3.3 %, BEHo] 80.0 %gich. kol
9 5A% BAo] ol 2ojx|x] gLt Qio] flo] HIEUY w80l 3.3 %, BIAT 0] 833 %ch
B Tk Al ATSo] Hitslo] MIEYSIY BEHA 0] 83.3 %t AutEle] AL

A5 S ETES AMGE A7-S0] sl BaHo] 133 %dr). B

0
_'f‘l

T AGRE SR A B R AT ZHEAL A0 gt Aol R AFE]
w3slo] MEEY Y 870l 13.3% B0 56.7 %k ASH Htn 1 U thyAte] Azt
B ATEo] Helslo] MIEYAT w20l 7 %AHTH 3.3).
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| B Low risk of ias
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=ME

Adams 1995

Acllar JO04

Birmar 1398

Cannilo 1004

“ @@= nezes

Cannito 2042

Canlanalla THE

el

T
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Choi 1997

Direrney 2007

Loy 233

Espasio 2013
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Ford 1390

Harmann 1013

Hasbngar 1005

Kim 3 da

Wi 30 Al
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A IR AR A AR A IR AR M A At

Enhli B0XE

-
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Iwimer 19933

Zaimet 1 993

-a‘-l-n-n-ul-|-i..-i'.i-_u-d.-i.-i...-r"..-i-l-i..'l@ﬂﬂraﬂe

eoeoeeeeeeeeeoseeeeeeee e e eoneee e mzmm

Twdirar 1997

@00 ®e 000 ed=

Bl IR AR L

e
y
[
0
12
i
_O'E

=
ol
re
3

21



NEC NI BSals SA 012

2.1.1 FERIHY H W AYAIH

Hyodo 5(2021¢) 7= Adi2W EEdle 54 FUEL I8 SAE) 119, Hk= 117 H-3elA
AT RBA =4 M 77.3 %, A 730 40.9 %, HIRIFH 22.7 %, T= 13.6 % H A 9.1 %A
o] & XA ol e} Aol = 4142 (breathy hoarseness)?} WA 3-21(liquid aspiration)?] E4&
Holn, BETE 54 FAA §IAC) A u] A SAF S]] IE| QI HQITY, d=, fdEd ol
500 PR = BAISHA] 281t o] F S5 2/30lNE Hargh 1982 25.8Y &, AFol=
15.8%Y & 3|ESIIT.

Troung 5(1991) A= AT 77, AU 68 HFCE AT FPA| SALoIA FEgt 714
(breathiness) 29 %(2/7%9), ZAP1gt &€ 14 %(1/778) .21, lekatoll A= e FEo] 17 %(1/6%8)

UAH. o] F et 71452 oF 25770 ASH U

rot

H3.2 OFHY ZINSHIY HImAMAIR)

ot M1 HXHH ) oAl

(&2 N/SJorZ N) MHE =8 S ek H|1
S MRt
S48 77.3% + 13 HstIE oIS e
Gl 40.9% Z0[3. AjZtst Ol S g
1 Hy0(<1:it1>(/21(%1c) H[oI=g] 22.7% ‘1‘;’1@'%0 S ——
° = doL- o NEASH
1= 13.6% . SHEO|S 25,82 A0
HEESE 9.1% = 15.8Y =0j 3l=F
WS 7|AF
(excessive 29%(2/7) NR OF 2=Z7t K| 5
( ) breathiness)
Troung(1991 240|5 =3 0 B
2 (7/6) (=] ||_ == 14@(1/7) NR
U 2E
(edema of the NR 17%(1/6) -
vocal cord)

N, B4+ 45 NR, not reported; -, W& 3=
Hyodo 520210)°lA 2119 o] d5hg2 FA¢, Yo F 1F F ok IF00A TAT=A FAIsE A &
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2.1.2 H2gx
2.1.2.1 7|AXS SEi#s}

HEdE 54 FAAS 71413 A ek 7HoA HArstItHE 3.3). o] 5 3H(Rojas et al., 2017;
Langeveled et al., 2001; Zwirner et al., 1993)2 BE2E 54 A 74155 e 7} vhibgl o
L% A& AT G035t 2fo]= @191t} 3W(Cannito et al., 2012; Adler et al., 2004; Cannito et al.,
20042 7141 A7 R AV H) S E Q] O LH(1H), A4S ZJolof| theh A4 fodS Hal
SHA] 9ottt 1 (Adams et al., 1995) FAH S FOJ6HA] 71413 Adel7t =] it wleA] 23H4
T, Cannito et al., 2012; Adler et al., 2004; Langeveld et al., 2001; Adams et al., 1995) SMD
2.23(95 % C1-4.61, 9.07, I'= 93 %)=& FAF A5 005t Zo]7} I o] A2 EUTHIH 3.4).
2H(Rojas et al., 2017; Zwirner et al., 1993)°f Hi2t #lEREA] A3} SMD 0.66 (95 % C10.41, 0.91,
= 0 %22 7|42 Ae7t FoJotA Vst a| 3.5).

H 3.3 7|AZ AEfHS}
A HMIMIHSE) CHEXE ~(B) X E(HE) S™HAH Z}
FALH 2.37 £ 1.95
FA = B 36Y 3.07 £2.32
FAHE B 137Y 2.63 = 1.87
KIO|(FAL ™ vs FTAL 2 -0.829
1 Rojas 16 Breathiness  T= 36 &) (95 % Cl -2.219, 0.56)
(2017) (VAS 10)* XIO|(=AL M vs TAHE -0.187
WA 137¢ & (95 % Cl -1.576, 1.203)
RO|(FAL & Tt 36Y
— — -0.643
S = S I
a3 M2 BB (959, ¢l -2.032, 0.747)
9 Cannito 49 Breathiness, FALH 25.912 = 9.011
(2012) (0-100)"  FAE2x 33.175 + 21.335
i 2012
o 95 % Cl-2.9,-1.1)
3 Adler 13 Breathiness ESVEWES -0.3+£15
(2004) (-3 to0 +3)T Tl (95 % Cl-1.4,0.8)
= 09+14
A2 8F (95 % CI 0.1, 1.9)
ZAFA
mild ADSD I}J .%_ 84.15 £ 15.86
n=11 T 70.65 + 20.70
3_ T
moderate FAH 66.59 + 15.87
ADSD EJVEy .
4 Cannito 49 Breathiness, n=9 3-63 58.56 + 17.07
(2004) (VAS 100)"  severe FAHH 65.56 + 17.54
ADSD =\ E
n=13 3-6= 62.26 £ 21.22
profound FAH 71.30 + 17.45
ADSD =\ E
n=9 3-6= 66.72 = 27.05

23



NEC

g2l ES2lE 4 FY

>

M HIMIHRE) CHYX ~(F) XEHT) SHAE ZAn
FAL 1.0+1.7
Langeveld Breathy voice ~ FAF S(A|FO0| HEGHK|
5 (2001 46 wAS107 e 04+07
p 0.21
=M ZAf, n=25
EINE! 26.85(19.6, 42.8)
FAL B 2F 63.45(38.9, 72.0)
N E6F 43.3(27.2, 56.8)
P(FAL ® vs FAL & 2 (0.05
) '
PFAL T vs FALZ 6 (0.05
5 Adams 50 Breathy voice _F). '
(1995) (0-100)" UEM =\ n =25
FAL A 23.959(13.4, 30.9)
FANE2F 42.73(28.4, 63.8)
A B 6F 30.45(24.2, 42.7)
P(FAL A vs FAL & 2 (0.05
) '
p(FA M vs TAL 5 6 (0.05
) '
Zwirner Breathiness i_M i'j = 26 £ 1.1
7 i 19 oy FAEIE 3.2>5O 351.2

CI, confidence interval; VAS, visual analogue scale

Aikgh FYRQL Q3) BE B + EFUA() B B + BEH
2% g £8

‘SR 2

Rt 245 Y B

2H95 % CI)

SMD(Post-Pre)
Study SMD SE Weight SMD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI
Cannito 2012 72630 28624 128% 726[165 1287] :
Adler 2004 1.7000 03813 396% 1.70[095, 2.435]

Langeveld 2001 -0.6000 0.2182 406%

Adams 1995

060 [-1.03, 017]

124069 42412 7.0% 12.41[4.09,20.72]

Total (95% C1) 100.0% 2.23 [4.61, 9.07]
Heterogeneity Tau’=3701 ChiP=4242 df=3 (P < 01), F=83% '

Test for overall effect ty = 1 04 (P=38) 20 -10
I QEZOR XQEAE SIX| AT O %S 90|
O3 3.4 7|13 SEfHS HIEHRA()

SMD(Post-Pre)
Study SMD  SE Weight SMD [95% CI] Random, 95%Cl
Rojas 2017  0.7000 05397 19.4% 0.70[-0.36-1.76] -
Zwimer 1993 06500 02646 80.6% 065[0.13-1.17) ——
Total (95% CI) ~ 100.0% 0.66 [ 0.41-0.91] -
Heterogeneity Tau® =0, Chi =001, df=1(P= 93 F=0% © T T .
Test for overall effect: 1, = 33.38 (P = .02) A5 1 05 0 05 1 15

IV REROR X|EFE B SEI7HE0M 2= 20|

7 3.5 7|AMS HEjHE HERZA(2)
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2.1.2.2 7|A1S ME X|& 7|2t

BEIE 54 FA S 7|43 A A5717-2 3H(Dwyer et al., 2021; Kim et al., 2014; Novakovic
etal., 2011)°14 B 8.7Y ~ 14YE 1HA= Xt 857HK] HAISITHIE 3.4). HEREA] 23 B
119(95 % CI 3.85, 18.37, I’ = 76 %) ATHLH 3.0).
H 3.4 7143 X&71t
CHARR} 4= -
o AIHERE) x| A 2
o.
FALH 12.3 £ 89
4= Z 144 +97
7|AI2 7|17H _
1 Dwyer(2021) 44 [AZ 717t Af Hvs 4= é x10] 17
FAHMvs4FE S p 0.206
2 Kim(2014a) 15 JMe 7|1ZH A 8.7 +55b
7IMS 712t L(ELE) 2
_ J1AIS 7|72t A(WHZ 10.3 + 154
3 oo 133 7SS FEdE BNS L IRIET, o 20
7IAS S FEUH SRS W 7RHEAW, U 14
Y IMS TRE = 8
Mean Mean
Study Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Dwyer 2021 1440 97000 44 327% 1440[11.53-17.27] .
Kim 2014 8.70 5.5000 15 332% 8.70[592-11.48] —
Movakovic 2011 10.30 154000 133 341% 10.30[7.68-1292] —'—-—

Total (95% Cl)

192 100.0%

11. 11 [3.85-18.37] ———_———

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 6.455: Chi® = 8.30, df = 2 (P = .02): I = 76% ! '

121 3.6 7|Ale

HElE 54 FA 7148 4 B4 U182 T

4 6 8 10

XI&71ZHE) HERZA

HoflA 17.9 % ~

12 14 16 18

76.9 %1 UTHE 3.5).

H 35 7|A3 Yy Xt HiE
M HIMAHSE) CHEXE (%) XE 2} H|X
_ UAIR 7|AIS S TEtE A E ™A 2.5671
1 Kohli(2022) 9 S5 ojarite 22.2%2%) g \moM 2ol
17.90 % =
Nguyen o AL 48 - T2AZE
2 (SO%/U 38 718 (1%1{)84 olLfof stor
T

25



NEC ML BSals SA s

A HNMIKELE) EX () X Za D
|Jk|o C= o5} E_/‘\_El (50.9 j/(}
- Sy 4437 -
3 N(a/(a)lﬁ\)nc 133 (weak voice 870D
U I SERE E= 5t
EM h= st 2 % -
[eNe)
4 Adler(2004) 10 7|*_||% 40 %(4%4) ?ﬁ%é%;lﬁ =A
- . M2 50 %, 1 -2 X|&
5 Blitzer(1998) 639 A0jst 7AIS % - -
6 Zwirner o4 sooTnoTeTm e 6/11%) M T 52 X|&
(1993b) orx tio| XAt B JIAS 769%  meEstIIAS 34
UAE B FAZ A
- (10/13%) (@< 9%) K&
56.3%
ofe FMEazsd
7 Ford(1990) 16 31 3% ':'E“g*ofD:I = 27<7|.
M A2|(breathy voices) 5 /'1 6‘)’ o= 512
-, Heels
AA ALRPAAE 6398 O E o] F E W YO E 74 SS FIFHEA L AFUS

HEIE S FAFS F9 Y2 SHoA HBIAHIE 3.6). F21 717 1o Bt 79 A= A&EI9)
&2 54 ]/\1 17.9 % ~53.8 %=, ©] & 1H(Zwirner et al., 1993b)oA=
QU240 2 FAISH B3, 199 F2AI0R AL BH BH53.8 999 B2 LA vl o] o i,

A HNMAKEE)  CAXE () NE: 3t H|21
ERYH;
1 Kim(2014a) 15 201717t o 71+47 -
201 UM BX g
Nguyen = _ _
1 (35‘,}1) 38 SOl BIXHIE 1550 % AR 48~ 72AIZHOIU
2 Blitzer(1998) 639* M OFd T30 g
ARISE
23.1 % A=Y FALF, 2EH2 3Y
Zwirner o (33) 1HS QOI=0} 20| A3
7:‘ 5t S0 o y | OL— 2O L 5L OO
’ (1993b) 13 anlet 52 538%  USN FALE 2~ 12 Y(H
(7%) 7°') II*
ord(1990) 16 = M= 34 (5/16) 2%} =1 5=
*ZAA| ADSD= 639809 ©] ZF aspirations B HAFLE ERIFEA= AT
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2.1.2.5 ool Wy

HEDE S4 FA S Aot DAL 304 BASITHE 3.7). ©o] F 182 FA A% Aol
HbAY SR} 571801514 ZAassiieh. 28 (Nguyen et al., 2021; Novakovic et al., 201 1)0l41= HAskatet
Bl 3R} H]Eg0] ZH2 4.7 %, 14.2 %21, o] % 1H(Novakovic et al., 2011)2 AA| Holtst Hat
7|17+ 240]qith.
H 3.7 AstZat UM Skt H|E
A HIMIHSE) CHAXE () = S™AH Z1
BN 13
Dwyer S Da AN S A(D 4’< 1
p@r Fvs 4%) 0.036
2 ’fggg?;‘ 38 OI5HTEH LAl HIS(%) 48 - 72024 O] 4.70
O SFIN| otz
HIS (%) NR 14.20
. ofstEat 7IRHELW(L) NR 0
3 ey 133 XA eleka R JRHE (Y NR 2
ofStRE ZEXS L B \R "
2KE)
2|7} olslet 7RKE) NR 8

NR, not reported

2.1.2.6 7|E} O|AMHIS U HZXIR

71Ef o g 9 FARE-2 SHof| A HAISIITHH 3.8). ©] 5 1H(Novakovic et al., 20114 T
o 5522 Fi= &3 S breathlessness)©] 2 % YR oW Hi 12, | 65 A&HYULE &
S5 (hoarseness, pain, soreness )= 3H(Nguyen et al., 2021; Adler et al., 2004; Blitzer et
al., 1998)°1A4 1 % B9t ~ 23.1 % HI15Hicth

H38 JlEt OIS 2 BAIg
HH  HIMAHAE) HRAHUXNE)  XIE(TH) SFMHE Zy
EJVE=
1 Nguyen 33 t=a2] 48 - 72A|17¢ 9.50
(2021) Ez EVES 360
e 48 - 72A|ZL, )
Ys [ SEL E= S SHS E0%t 9
) Novakovic 133 BIX} H|E(%)
(2011) 47| B4 H5H SRS U BR 7R7KY) 12+ 124
SE2e Bust BAIS L) 2% 717HE) 6
EVE-RE -09+£0.9
T - T
" (95 % Cl -1.5, -0.3)
AFZIXLQ)
3 Adler(2004) 13 ooo H 0.0 + 12,

TNEAFE 959,01-0.9.0.9)
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NEC

]|

JoiZuil BEClE 54 FHsE

Y HNMINAE) HAFHEIHE)  XIE(ES) S™YAMHE 2
Sp— 10+14
THESTT (965%C100,20)
e 200 U
M EZZS S
ath SSE AN EN  ngaz=a 23.1 %(3%)
HIE(%) =
ENEEY
4 Mehta(2001) 91 HEoE 54 24 5 U5 NS
ZAf 21 R4 §5 T 019 o8 A0l
5  Blitzer(1998) 639 A, 7855 Ee gNS East &kt 1% 02t

HIE(%)

CI, confidence interval

“scale; -3(very much worse) to +3 (very much improved)

H 3.9 oM AntQor
. A
Zax|= Aed MU N Zat
e
Al RCT XN 1M 29 %(2/79)
=< Hso7  AXEN 7H  17.9%-76.9%
3M: A AERZF LI, NS
HE ANEN 7 3 FALE AME| LHPEQHE), 3T(1H), NR
Jja1e S AEY 1H: FAE S8, S
= t 5} g SMD 2.23(95 % Cl -4.61,9.07, 2= 93%) L.0/3t &t
M= OEREN - 0] 8=
2H  SMD 0.66 (95 % Cl 0.41, 0.91, 1>= 0%) Lit}=!
_ III-IE'_A‘I 3111 114_?. 8.7OI — ']40|
7 7" I'I 301 =1 — oLl = =
I Hedr H|EF2A 3M  11.119(95 % Cl 3.85, 18.37, I* = 76%)
) RCT ETe 1 40.9 %(-I§IHE 118, #9118, S=6iA 0= 5
Aot H(&fZX0H) Ol A 2 MSH=X] HA|GILT UK U=
S0 EHEM 2M 4.7 %(1.8/38F AN, 14.2 %(19/1339 CHAN
=t HMECIL  HNEM B 15%-76.9%
s51et HEHHL  ANEN 1M 2 %

CI, confidence interval; NR, not reported; NS, not significant; RCT, randomized controll trial; S,
significant; SMD, standardized mean difference

= O ~1 71 R |
2.2.1 XL HITALNH
2.2.1.1 SYH U B7|%8rx WAL

371454

28

3

AAZA, A b sto] Ak

7Fa3R= 19H(Troung et al., 1991)°llA4] EA5IRATKIE 3.10) o] &5 2384

7= Fho] Piekzel Wik 2tsb R skl ort B719981 e B KA 271 ol Kol



H3.10 S & 37|95 YIIZ2IF AL/ HIL AHAIR)
A
T

Mixx  HSx

Enz/ X2 Sz ot p
@) gorm) o
HXTIA O
Troung IEFITEA 08730+ 643% -183.86% + 48.30% (0.0
PTM 90.75 % * 22.89 % 83.24 % * 5.96 % NS

NS, not significant; PTM, phonation time measurements
A, 27] 23 ojE) AL F gaE 2 ug

2.2.1.2 HEX|ZtN HYotZn;

Pkt AF Aasiglont faatolof tiet SA1A RoldS EalohA] Sttt 125 Rl vl

o 2L B 0.36, QoKL 0.272 2o  wo| 7kAstgl.on Wslko| thst 27k xjo]a]
i3t A 59442 HIskA] Lot
H3.11 RN WIZINRALIHE 8 D ALAI)
I‘||1X‘|I|' Eﬂgxl- ¢ =X al = F
@)  Eusem  E SYA STz sotm  p
FAH 21+021 1.9+034 0.366

ZA A vs TAFE 2% HE}
=1
o
A vs FALE 47 G}
=1
o

-1.18 £ 033 -0.18+0.18 NR

-091 £037 -027+036 NR

Hyodo g Swain'in FMEVSFAMSEREE 754036 000+019  NR
(2021¢) cRasns B s
Sa DWFIEIER 0354024 0274030 N
FAt M vs FALE 25 0.01
o FMHEABAE (005
A Hvs FALE SR (0.05

NR, not reported
ATk B + BRHA
‘Aol BAE], 0(normal), 1(mild), 2(moderate), 3(severe)

2.21.3 FHH ¥z

b /b 2wolA B ISHARKE 3.12). ©] % 1%(Hyodo et al., 20210 FAktat okt
VHISH 2370 (dysphonia) 55 Hlaslglom S A3 B FAlo] glokaio] ulef o we
S BT, T8 7 legel ek B A o)L Bk eigkeh. 18(Troung et al., 1991)&
Z9 AR ES FAE Skt v wste ) Bl o felstA st
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NEC

SO S S4 5

H3.12 FILX HIIAIHR

-1 o

Aol

H|Z

UMAIE)

MMM CHMRE

! ke xE SEAH sz oy P
ESVES 785 + 560 725+ 501  0.093
FA {jiﬁW 2% _46+735 -98+332 NR
S x
TAHH FARAT 104063 -53+343  NR
5}
ZAH M vs AL S 8F _
o e 70T 06+991 8035 N
FHEM TN T 674759 572490 R
=AM vs FALE 4% 0.05
Hyodo 11 P FA Hvs FALE 8F {0.05
(2021¢) A Hvs FA S
e {0.05
19%
ESVEY 719 356 720 + 545 0843
FAT Vs FAZ2E 151867 20+409  NR
H512)
A A B AT i
sverity’ . 205+874 -62+467 NR
TAHHs FAEEE 1854105 -02+470  NR
3}
TAHBvs FM212F 5654868 324395  NR
Hotef
Troung 7/6 R MY T 2.83 + 0.63 0 (0.01

(1991)

NR, not reported
Agh 3 + EEHEA

"VHI, voice handicap index, 0 (never), 1(almost never), 2(sometimes), 3(almost always), 4(always), AA|

AL

A4 0-1200.2 34 B4 Ao Z2Ato] AS42 H47F =2

T100mm VAS o]-85|4] W7}, 0, ©Ad%k
fohAge)~ 484 B4

22211, J|EF0=

oH 04

100, 71 A3 o] Are)

72 1(Fundamental frequency, ©5} ‘FO’ )= 9Ho|A H 15} THE 3.13). ©

it A4
oS HlokA] goror, 5 A
% CI -7.37, 15.47, 1*= 66 %)=

30

ROVYL BT S B A%

=
9.0

A

A5 QAR g BTk, ek A E k7
3 Aol KT 3.7).

AT olg Hol7t ik, 4BL AT Ao

1% Alg A5 2ol
Aol tigt SA14]
H) 5% MD 4.05(95



H3.13 7[EF0=

A HI1XNXHSHE) CHAXE () XE(EH) E™AH Zu}
ESVES 2092 + 28.9
= AF S(AM0| Hals

1 Kim(2014a) 15 FoaB) A FMEOIEEGIRL o565 4 909
(=]
p 0.173
S1°, n=6
ZAFA 172.7(131.1, 193.6)
) Km0l " o) %465 170.6(153.9, 212.7)
S2', n=6
ESVES 184.5(158.6. 262.0)
A B 4-6% 185.1(138.5, 198.0)
ESVES 167.4 + 35.0
ESVEYES 188.6 + 35.2
3 Ko(2012) 17 FO(H2) ESVEYES 179.4 * 30.4
ESVERDES 175.2 * 36.7
JHA LK p 0.266
LA
oo
ZAL A 139 + 18
At S(AH Hals
Haslinger ;’r*g s g 137+25
(=]
4 (2005) 12 FO(Hz) o1
ESVES 203 + 3
S\ o5
(=]
Initial
FALH 169.7(43.3)
ESUETIVERT)]
Ry G 176.0(61.4)
Langeveld p 0.49
5 (2001) 46 FOHD  ~\iodialt
ZAFA 166.7(46.8)
A 2O
Ry G 174.6(62.4)
FAHvs FA S, p 0.67
oo
ESVES 173 + 495
ESVEY:S 180 * 36.7
ESVERTE 188 + 42.8
ESVIERTENES 178 + 44.4
ESVEDIE 175 + 50.8
6 Mehta(2001) 69 FOMHz) o 2O 165 £ 43.45
oo
ESVEY 123 + 38.8
ESVEY S 130 + 335
ESVERTE 130 + 29.3
ESVIERTENES 131 + 324
ESVEDTE 133+ 51.8
ESVEPIENTES 128.35 + 27.08
T
ZALH 190.0(156, 227)
Adams TN E 2F 186.3(146, 220)
7 (1995) 50 PO =izex 181.7(132. 204)

EE

ENE

196.9(124, 211)
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JoiZuil BEClE 54 FHsE

NEC

M HIMANSE) HAIRE (F)  KIE(S) EPNE EZF)
TN E 2F 190.6(122, 232)
ZFAE 6F 197.9(142, 222)
FAFA 131 + 16
8 Murry(1995) 27 FO(Hz) FNE2-3F 118
p NS
. FALH 168 + 43
9 Z(jgg‘f; 19 FO(H2) EVERES 172 + 55
D 505

ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia; FO, fundamental frequency, 7]&FT}s

range: NS, not significant; Q1, IAHEE; Q3, ALY+

"ol S4(Strained) FEES 0EY 9L)-3HEY HPOZ Bt 0.1-1.582

2080w 18

; IQR, interquartile

S171%, 1.6-3.08

T 4824414 initial, initial 2-second segment: medial, medial 2 second segment

A3 W+ BEUA Be SYHQ1, Q3) BE SIYHIQR)

Mean change(Post-Pre)

Study MD SE Woeight MD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI

Kim 2014a 155500 6673 162% -1555[-28.63-2.47] —l—

kim 2014b 17.1581 11.9638 96% 17/16] 6294061 @ —1T i
Ko 2012 212000 85131 135% 21.20[ 4.51,37.89] ——
Haslinger 2005 -20000 10408 232% -.2.00[-4.04, 0.04] o

Mehta 2001 70000 53264 182% 7T00[-3.4417.44)] +
Adams 1995 90284 122434 93% 903[-1497,33.03] ik

£wirner 1991 40000 114914 100% 4.00[-18.52.26.52] il

Total (95% Cl) 100.0% 4.05[-7.37,15.47] ————
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 98664, Chi*=17.72, df =6(P< 01} F=68% ' ' T T T T T 1
Test for overall effect: t; = 0.87 (P = 42) 40 -30 20 10 0 10 20 30

JHTIF QEZOR X|RESE FO S7HEAMME YshE Ag 2

0|

J8 3.7 71230 HEREA

22212, J|2F0ts EFHRL

7| EFak #EFHXHStandard deviation of fundamental frequency, ©]38} ‘SDFQ’ )= 7Ho| A H11
SIATHIE 3.14). °] 5 Al A% Zjolofl thet A1 Fol/dZ Hargh 5H HF X9 -F-ofskA ZHAsHeir:
YR 282 Al AS Achs Aaka Bl oy 5 2jolof tiet A1 §-2)/d2 HarskA] etk
mletEAAzH5H) 53 MD -5.7195 % C1-9.43, -1.98, I*= 60 %)= +<J5HA| 746190, o] d/de

EUTHIH 3.9).

B 3.14 7|20 EEHEA}

A HNMIHEE) AR () XE(EH) ES™AH Zat
Initial”
ZAF A 9.6(10.4)
1 La(g%%ﬁ'd 46 FOSD(H)  aaf FAE0L B2t 5.5(5.6)
[Ey=]
FAtEvs FAEZ p 0.001
Medial’
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Y MIKMIHAE) AR () K| E(Et1) SHAMH 21

FAH 6.6(6.9)
i;t S(AIHO0| HSEX| 2.02.1)
(=]
N HEvs FALE p {0.001
FALH 8.87 £ 9.70
FAL Z 63 4550 + 3.95
= S 1.3
Do e DR hEi
AL 2 2d 7.71 £9.22
ZAL Z 2UE+6F 9.34 £ 11.26
Initial”
FAL A 122 78
FANE7-10Y 6.3 +2.7
Zwirner p {0.05
3 (1997) 16 FOSD(Hz) Medial
FAH 12.3 + 10.1
FANET7-10Y 3.1+1.8
P {0.05
U=H FAL n=25
FAL A 11.44(3.8, 38.5)
FAL 2% 4.00(2.6, 20.4)
FAL 2 63 11.53(1.9, 34.8)
Adams p {0.05
AL A 10.40(4.2, 12.6)
FAL 2% 4.25(2.4,12.3)
FAL E 63 11.86(2.2, 36.3)
P {0.05
AL A 21.8
5 Murry(1995) 27 FOSDT(Hz)  Z=At&E2-3% & 18.1
p NS
USH FA
FALH 131 £11.4
FANEF 5.1 +6.4
M FA 3 g 14 +35
Zwimer p(FALH vs 1F) 0.05
U=H FA
FALH 24.0 + 204
13 NN ES 225 +20.2
FAE K 9.9 7.1
p(EA F vs 1F) 0.05
Zwirner =M 7@ Vs 1ZH%, 12.1 £5.9
/ (1991) 19 FOSD(H) A3 155 57+ 41
p <0.001

ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia; FOSD, fundamental frequency standard deviation; NS, not
significant

* -

A& A4 initial, initial 2-second segment; medial, medial 2 second segment

A3+ BEUA Be SYEQL, Q3) BE SIHIQR)
TBAT G AFUS
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NEC/\ 4oz esais 54 52
Mean change(Post-Pre)

Study MD  SE Weight MD [35% CI] Random, 85%CI

Zwirmer 1997 -5.9000 17152 24 7% -5.90[-9.26-2.54] : 3
Zwirner 1993 B 7000 30497 TA% -BT0[-1458.-277 —

Swrmer 1999 £4000 12015 502% -6540[-8.75.-4.05] =

Mehta 2001  -4.3200 22580 14.2% 432[-875 0.11] -
Adams 1995 51795 48381  31% 8.18[-1.30,17.66] e

Total (96% CI) | 100.0% 6.71(-9.43,1.98] -
Heterogensity: Tau® < 0.001: Chif =082 dizd (P= 04y F=gom| T T T T
Test for overall effect t, = -4.26 (P = 01) 40 =30 -20 10 0 10 20 30

IOVt ARO 2 XA HALE 7 SO0HT RS 20|

J8 3.8 J|2FM+ EZHAL HELEY

22213, Fht+=HSE

Zak WE B (iten 2 9B _w_a HEHE 3.15). 0] 3 A1 4 ele] AT $A4 fele
1

frolsHA 2Hastsit. UrUW 1u3_ é‘*i—r/\}°} A FAF 17, 1719 T A-holA Al At

HlIA] f2J3k Zolv} glglom JE oz FAR B 1719 F AlHoIA A&t vl mAl RolsH
AT 482 Al 215 #0] lfﬂ‘d A Rl de HalehA| ggte o] B 3 HAshe B
BAT 18- S7I5he 49 Holrh Fuk M5 (%) WEREA A aH4%) B3 MD -0.39(95 % CI
-2.10, 1.32, I’ = 58 %)= 23t Zo]7} glglom(T1d 3.9), 5= tﬁ% (ms) HEH2AEH4H)
B MD -0.10095 % C1 -0.13, -0.02, = 0 %) 2.2 $-2J517] ZA3IATH 1Y 3.10).

A MIXNXHEE)  CHAXE () XIE () SHAH Zut
E 26
1 Nguyen(2021) 38 jitter*, mean  FAL E(AIH HGHK| UR) 1.2
p {0.05
A A 166 * 1.15
2 Kim(2014a) 15 Jitter(%) Z;f BB & 91 4 045
o 0.233
S1t,n=6
AL A 17009, 2.4)
= S — =
3 Kim(2014b) 12 Jitter(%) STZAJ,TH 4 - o+ 25(14.4.1)
eV 13(35,73)
TNE4- 6% 4.9(4.6,57)
FAH 26+18
FANE4F 30+16
4 Ko(2012) 17 Jitter®%)  ZA B 8% 27+18
ESVERPES 27 %25
o 0.193
Drome . FAH 6.1 £3.3
° 2007 / Jter®) i sa-ex 35+ 27
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A HNMAKHEE) X ~(F) XIE(EH) SFMHE ZAn
FAL A 0.318 = 0.527
FA % 6% 0.174 + 0.273
ZAFS L5 +
6 Mehta(2001) 88 Jitter(ms) Iﬂ = 1:' e 83(2)3 i 8§1§
AL 2 21 0.152 + 0.188
FAFE2H+6F 0.158 + 0.180
Q=M Z=AL n =25
EINE! 0.16(0.06, 0.35)
ZAHE 2= 0.08(0.03, 0.29)
Adams . ESNESEES 0.05(0.02, 0.26
7 (1995) 50 Jitter(ms) O'ng =\l n=25 ( )
FALH 0.17(0.04, 0.29)
FA E 2% 0.07(0.03, 0.22)
FA Z2 63 0.08(0.04, 0.19)
USH FA
FALH 0.28 + 0.27
FALENF 0.14 + 0.23
1 EVESNE 0.12 £ 0.19
P(FEAFH vs 1) 0.08
g Zwirner Jitter(ms) p(ZALH vs 1718) 0.08
(1993b) ESTEIN
FAL A 0.37 £ 0.24
13 N ES 0.45 £ 0.31
FALE 10E 0.22 + 0.27
p(FAL H vs 15) »0.5
p(FAL M vs 171E) 0.05
Zwirner A f* _ 0.28 £ 0.21
9 (1991) 19 Jitter(ms) FNEIFE 0.22 + 0.38
D »0.05
ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia
Y AFE
T oA 24 (Strained) FEE 0EA 9)-38(EA4 Aghoz Brlste] 0.1-1.58L S118, 1.6-3.082
S2AFOR &
Agk S¥3Q25%, Q75%) Ex B+ EEHA
Mean change(Post-Pre)
Study MD SE Weight MD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI
Kim 2014a 04500 02592 41.5% -045[-096, 0.06]
Ko 2012 04000 04144 350% 040[-041,1.21] -
Dromey 2007 -26000 11508 12.9% -2.60[-4.86-0.34] —l—'
Kim 2014b 00503 1.3183 10.5% -0.05[-2.63, 2.53] ——

Total (95% CI) 100.0%

Heterogenaity Tau’= 0502 Chi*=7.22 di=13 (P=_07) F=58%

Test for averall effect: 1, = -0.72 (P = .52)

Jejm7t ZEOR X|QEIS

=}

I8 3.9

0.39[-2.10,1.32]

4

+5 SR E0HE (@A) S Q0|

RAHEZ

FOHSE(%) HEREA
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NEC NI HEals SA FIa

Mean change{Post-Pre)
Study MD SE Weight MD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI

Mehta 2001 -0.1440 0.0487 27 3% -0.14]-024-005] —.—'—
Zwimer 1993 01600 00724 13.7% 016[030-002] —®———
Zwimer 1991 -0.0600 0.0756 12.7% -0.06 [-0.21, 0.09] —

adams 1995 -00614 00343 463% -006[-0.13, 0.01] —

Total (95% CI) 100.0% -0.10[-0.18,-0.02] "_"

Heterogeneity: Tau® <0001 Chi* =299 df =3 (P= 39) F=0%' ' | T
Test for overall effect: t; = -3.86 (P = 03) 03 0201 0 01 02 03

JTI JZO = X|RESE HXMEH7H SO0HE(HA)S 20|

J% 3.10 FoHSE(ms) HEREA]
22214 FNEHTE
Ajolo] thet BAH GO9S BB S 7 3 5 2B AASH A HYOH, 1HE SHo)

ZAu)et 159 3L SRS HA T, FA0| A5 152 A S B o). weERE ZAvK8H) 55t
MD -2.18(95 % CI -4.93, 0.58, I>= 53 %)= 7AsH= 3RS Ho|} 8-0J5) Xjo|= gtk 3.1

H3.16 TIE HEE
HH HIMANAE)  OrEAE 2(2) RE EFIE 2R,

FAHA 15.8

1 ’fgggf;‘ 38 Shimmer* At S(AIH BI5tx] 242) 9.4
p (0.05
FAHA 4.63 + 2.10

2 Kim(2014a) 15 Shimmer®h) & T0 10 SHIIE 50 49 99
o 0.14
S1T,n=6
Z=ALH 3.6(2.8,5.7)

3 Kim(2014b) 12 Shimmer(%) A4 6% 6.762.7
S2°', n=6
AL 13.6(9.7, 19.4)
A E4-62 10.3(8.7, 13.8)
RAFH 7.3 £6.0(19.0)
=\ E 4F 5.8 + 3.5(9.4)

4 Ko(2012) 17 Shimmer(%) FAIE 8% 6.7 + 4.2(13.0)
Z=AL B 125 8.1 + 8.3(28.3)
M L p 0.96
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T FIAAKAD)  CHARE 2(E) XIE ERNE] Zut
_ EVE] 242 +13.7
5 D(g%rg)]%y / Shimmer(%) =4 6z 142 + 111
Z=AFA 15.33 + 16.61
FAN 2 6% 13.72 +17.00
6  Mehta(2001) 88 Shimmer(6) — =12 0= 2%
ZA B 1+ 6% 12.60 + 13.52
=\ B 24 12.87 + 13.98
ZA B O + 6% 13.64 + 11.96
UEH FM, n=25
ZAFH 14.03(4.2, 33.5)
FN 227 3.97(1.7,16.5)
A2 6% 11.54(1.4, 29.6)
7 @dgg”gf 50 Shimmer(%)  p(GEAHH vs FAF 3 2%) (0.05
YUY FA, n =25
FALH 16.88(4.5, 36.3)
EJVE=FS 5.72(2.1,12.9)
FA 2 6% 9.59(3.2, 15.4)
Uz ;A
=AFA 14.9 + 109
FAEIF 12.7 £ 134
n FALE N 8.4+ 115
PGEALF vs ZAF 5 155) )0.05
| g(@kt M vs FAL & 14 %0.05
g D Shimmert®) o
o= o T
EVE] 18.2 + 12.1
FABAF 18.9 +10.7
13 FALE 4 13.9 £ 15.0
PEEAF vs ZAL B 1) »0.05
%()@q M vs FAL 2 10 30.05
| EVE] 16.6 + 13.1
9 Z(‘{Vég‘f)r 19 Shimmer(%) FAIZ 13 % 122 £129
p »0.1

ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia;
o9 AFEE

THoA= 24 (Strained) =5 0E4 12)-3-EA Ao & B7H6te] 0.1-1.582 S11F, 1.6-3.082

20808 18
A3k B+ BFEA B FLQ1L, Q3)



NEC

g2l ES2lE 4 FY

>

Mean change|{Post-Pre)
Study MD SE Weight MD[95% CI Random, 95%CI
[ |
Kim 2014a -1.2300 0.4736 450% -1.23[-2.16,-0.30] ﬂ
Ko 2012 -1.5000 1.2661 21.5% -1.50[-3.98,0.98)
Dromey 2007 -10.0000 47634  2.4% -1000[-19.34-0686] ——=—+
Mehta 2001 -1.6100 1.7918 13.3% -161[-5.12,1.90] —:*—
2wirner 1993 65000 3.3806 45% -650[-13.13,0.13] —
Zwimner 1991 44000 29827 57% -4.40[-10.25, 1.45] —
kKim 2014b -3.3000 32713 48% -330[-9.71,3.11] —'-'*'——'-
Adams 1995 -100164 43688 28% -1002[-1858-1.45 ——=—+
Total (95% CI) 100.0% -2.31[-4.29,-0.34] -

Heterogeneity: Tau” = 1.032; Chi” = 1060, df =7 (P= 15 F=3s% | ' T T T T 1
Test for overall effect: t; = -2.77 (P = .03) 4510 5 0 5 1015

JPmot AZOZ XQHLE BXPAENTE ZOFH(HA)S 0|

=}

J23.11 M=EH

£ (%) HIEHEA

22215 MsOf £

Si=Ll!

Al o] 2H](Signal to noise ratio, ©]3} ‘SNR’ )= 10Hj|A]
Ztolo] et BAIA F2l/dS Bl 6| F 2H2 Als

HUSItHIE 3.17). ol S A& 4
F6ofab Z7Hstom 3L A

> B

Ae F7h

- 20HF2RE Kol7 G, 2B U2, P2 Aol npet A ol S7skAL 27t 6088
o7} gl Anprt EAh=lo] AIch. Al AT ool e BAA
AR %S Bk SNROY et HERLA K7 H) B8 MD 314095 %

%7]:6]"1:‘ % T= EO] 74 L}_

CI 1.36, 4.93, I = 84 %)=& §-2JotA S7FotA oL o] o] w=AUtH1d 3.12).

RS BB gL AT 3HL

T 3.17 AL &eH|
G H1XMXHSE) CHAXE () = EXIES At
TALH 14.1
1 '\('%gf;‘ 38 HNR A S(AE gEliR| 243) 17.9
P {0.05
1st injection
TALH -3.08 * 1.19
TN T 2% 2.07 +1.02
p (0.001
2nd injection
TALH -2.73 + 1.05
Esposi TN 2 2% 2.26 +1.03
SpOSITO D (0.001
i (2015 b i 3rd injection
TALH -2.80 * 0.76
FNE2F 2.16 + 0.96
p (0.001
4th injection
FAHH -1.71 £1.14
T2 2% 2.03 + 0.94
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A HM1XMXHHE) CHAEXE () = S™HAH Z}
p {0.001
=AF A 21.89 + 3.95
3 Kim(2014a) 15 HNR XM S(AIH0| HaoK| 2 23.35 + 6.36
03
81*, n==6
FAHA 0.2(0.1, 0.3)
7( S — 7(
4 Kim(2014b) 12 HNR stM ;46 6+ 0.2(0.1.0.3)
FAHH 0.5(0.2, 0.6)
FAF 5 4 -6 0.4(0.3, 0.4)
FAH 0.2 + 0.2(0.5)
ENEYES 0.2 + 0.2(0.6)
5 Ko(2012) 17 HNR FAL & 8F 0.2 £ 0.1(0.3)
EJVEEEDES 0.2 + 0.1(0.4)
HA W p 0.118
Dromey BN 92 +45
6 (2007) / SN =is4-6% 149 + 45
FAHH 13.33 *+ 5.75
EJVEENE 14.99 + 6.08
EIVERTE +
7 Mehta(2001) 88 SNR M{ z 15' s ﬁfi . g:;i
FAFE 24 14.80 + 5.80
FAFE 24 + 6% 12.82 + 5.08
OFEM AL n =25
FAFA 14.60(5.7, 21.6)
ESVIERES 20.95(11.1, 27.0)
EJVEYE 18.98(7.7, 26.9)
8  Adams(1995) 50 SNR DAL F vs 2%) (0.05
Ol_kl xAl., n=25
FAFA 12.39(6.0, 22.5)
ESVIEIES 20.80(11.6, 23.9)
EJVIEYES 18.99(11.7, 23.6)
S
FAFA 145 + 54
y ESVIERES 146 + 5.1
FA = 17H°J 179+ 47
PFAL H vs FALZ 1F) {0.05
9 Zwirner SNR pEFAH vs ?M% 1718) 0.05
(1993b) ol=N ZA
FAHH 133 + 6.1
3 ESVIERES 103 £ 5.5
FALZ 10 15.7 £ 6.1
PDFEAH vs FALZE 15 »0.05
DAL H vs 1AL B 7HE) %0.05
_ FAFA 126 + 49
10 Zwirner 19 SNR EIVERES 136 + 4.9
(1991)
P 0.4

ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia; HNR, harmonic to noise ratio; SNR, 51gnal to nosie ratio

"FolAe S4(Strained) AEE 0(&

21.6-3.0802 &

= o
o/g— %41\—1:1'

7.:331}%11 i+ EEUA B SHQ25%, Q75%)

- 3HEH AWOR Bl S115-L

2 0.18 - 1.53, S270%



NEC/\ Juzueses =4 s
Mean change|Post-Pre)
Study MD SE Weight MD [95% ] Random, 95%C]
Esposito 2015 5.1500 0.3092 21.7% 5.15 [ 4.54-5.76) -]
Kim 2014a 14600 1.4360 12.8% 1.46[-1.35-4.27) Rl S
Dromey 2007 57000 1.7008 10.9% 5.70[ 2.37-9.03] ——
Mehta 2001 1.6600 0.6313 19.6% 1.66 [ 0.42-2.50] . =
Zwimer 1953 3.4000 1.5336 12.1% 3.40 [ 0.35-6.41] -
Iwimer 1991 1.0000 1.1241 15.4% 1.00 [-1.20-3.20] Bt
Adams 1995 4.3101 2.31B8 7.6% 4.31 [-0.23-8.85] '_'_".—
Tatal (95% Q) 100.0% 3.14 [ 1.36-4.93] ——
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 2.723; Chi* = 38.43, df = 6 (P <.0L); 1° = B4%
Test for overall effect: tg = 4.30 (P <.01) = i) g
JEI QEZOR XQEAE SRt A7 ZOE(STH
J% 3.12 SO ESH| HEREA
2.2.2.2 37|95t m™7tAnt

22221 B2 sJl2

Bt 5718(Mean flow rate, ©]5} ‘MFR') AJAI§H &

Z FofotA St

TERLERLE
%)= oA

2318 Hd 37|

O, Y A|=

Stk A%

= % 8HOIItH# 3.18). ©] %3
IS Rofgt 2ot gAY TAIA
orolket. WieRE A A3K6H) 55 MD 79.50 mL/s (95 % CI33.35, 125.66, I*= 74
2 =UTHIE 3.13).

RS

H2EAFO

1O

g OO oAnaE)  NEES) Sl 214
ST .n=6
ZAL A 23.3(10.0, 39.2)
1 Kim(2014b) 12 MFR(ML/s) ol #4-6% 53:3(258,114.2)
S2,n=6
S 11.7(0. 70.0)
FNE 4L -6 11.7(0, 70.0)
AL A 435 + 557
EIVEYES 82.1 + 66.1
2 Ko(2012) 17 MFR(ml/s)  FAI 8% 854 + 68.5
ESVERpES 616 * 54.9
A W p 0.349
ZALH 0.05(0.11)
3 Yun(2011) 12 MFR(L/s) A S4-6% 0.06(0.12)
p 0.208
Drome . FAH 0.142 + 0.038
4 2007) / airflowrate(L/s) —c 2 g 0.256 + 0.091
_ A A 1065 + 61.9
5 C?;g%rg;'a 13 a'rf('gcvysgate A B35 237.3 ; ; 38.8
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goraq

aw T hun s nmes) S5 23t
(fx)
91 ZAL A 165.94 + 110.05
65 ESVETES 22128 + 153.15
52 airflow rate FALFE1E 179.07 £ 127.73
6 Mehta(2001) 36 (mL/s) ZALS U + 6% 22845 + 131.69
34 ESVERTE 225.05 + 128.84
21 ESVEPTEES 216.13 + 109.38
Vg 847 + 19.9
7 Murry(1995) 27 a'rf('é’g’}sgate f%” j*orfmvs T 4.99
p (0.05
UEY FAf
ESVEY 107.2 + 463
ESVERES 367.8 + 169.3
11 FALE1HE 230.6 + 82.0
PEFAF & vs AP 21 <0.005
_'E) ZANH vs FALZ
\% 21
g Zwirner airflow rate 5)H ) €0.05
(1993b) (mL/s) UEM ZA}
Vg 97.9 + 50.0
EVERES 8653 + 540.3
13 ESVERpTE 264 + 112.5
p(> FA T vs AR {0.001
=
I =
DR INET g

MFR, mean flow rate
HolmE= 24(Strained) AEE 04
2 1.6-3.0802 &
7:‘4%)( P+ EFHA B FYHQL, Q

9e) -

3) B $Y % (quartile range)

3-(EA Aghog Hrlste] 118

2 0.148 - 1.53, S270%

Mean change[Post-Pre)

Study MD SE Weight MD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI

Dromey 2007  114.0000 29.9213 14.5% 114.00 [ 55.36-172.64) ——
Cantarella 2006 130.7000 33.4035 13.2% 130.70 | 65.23-196.17] ——
Mehta 2001 55.3400 16.9668 19.7% 55,34 [ 22.09- 88.59] -

Zwirner 1993 123.4000 21.4711 17.9% 123.40 | 81.32-165.48] ——
Ko 2012 33.6000 14.9311 20.5% 33.60[ 4.34- 62.86) s

Kim 2014 41.7810 30.3665 14.3% 41.78 [-17.74-101.30) ——

Total [95% CI) 100.0% 79.50 [ 33.35-125.66] ——
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 1378.564; Chi* = 19.15, df = 5 (P <.01); I = 74% '

Test for overall effect: tg =4.43 (P <.01) -100 0 100

JmI} QEZOR XQHLE BIXt AE| ZOIH(ETH

J% 3.13 &

o 7|8 HEEA
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NEC

g2l ES2lE 4 FY

FPPG R £ A7 Maximum phonation time,

oJ5} ‘MPT')= 9Hol|A B3t o, 277|710

wat271et Aol Tt 17, 1R OIRt Aolt g AT EAHKE 3.19). wekEAAak7H)
53 MD -0.79(95 % CI -4.51, 2.92, T*= 97 %)Z 323t o7} QIATHIH 3.14).
3.19 H|YULKIEAIZ
A HNXMINHE)  CHARE () XEESD) SHAE Zu
1st injection
FAH 341 +£1.18
FAMNF2F 10.3 + 1.38
p {0.001
2nd injection
FAL A 3.54 +£1.22
FAL B 2F 11.5+1.10
Esposito P (0.001
! (2015) 13 MPT(s) 3rd injection
FAH 3.62 = 1.10
TN B 2F 128 £ 1.26
p {0.001
4th injection
FAH 3.62 £ 1.19
FAMNF2F 13.8 £ 1.64
P {0.001
ZAFHA 1211 + 1.78
2 Kim(2014a) 15 MPT(s) ;ﬁ SNEOL SO 1914 4 1,90
p 0.776
S1,n=
BN 17.4(15.1, 24.2)
7( S — 7(
3 Kim(2014b) 12 MPT(s) _'_ér T_A' 6+ 12.7(10.7, 20.7)
S2,n=6
FALH 8.3(4.1,14.6)
=N E4-63 8.3(4.1, 14.6)
FAL A 16.2 + 78
FALE4AF 11940
4 Ko(2012) 17 MPT(s) FAL Z 8F 15.1 £ 6.9
FALZ12F 16.4 £ 6.9
A W p 0.008
FAL A 15.77(7.41)
5 Yun(2011) 12 MPT(s) FNZE 4 -6F 12.00(5.97)
p 0.01
EINE! 10.2(11.4)
= 0| Hats
6 Lageudld 4 MPT() e TN B g57)
p 0.038
87 AL 12.91 + 8.49
66 FALZ 63 11.41 + 6.51
FAHE1HE 06 + 7.
7 Mehta(2001) gj MPT(s) XA[ = L_:' e 192.40661 47;00
35 FALE 24 12.00 £ 4.74
21 ZN 2+ 6F 10.31 + 3.94
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A HMAMINHE)  CHAXE ~(F) XIE(EH) S™AHE Zu
Of=M =AL n =25
FALH 6.14(2.7, 12.9)
FANZ2F 4.23(3.2,6.8)
FANE 6T 4.81(2.8,7.5)
Adams PFEAL M vs 2F {0.05
FAH 8.72(5.3, 18.3)
FANZ2F 7.38(3.3, 9.9)
FANE 6T 10.41(4.2, 12.6)
p(FAL H vs 2F) (0.05
) FAH 149+ 78
9 Z(zgg‘f)r 19 MPT!  ZAB1ZE 11.;3 638
D 0.1

MPT, maximum phonation time; s, second
FolAe 24 (Strained) IEE 0EA S
2 1.6-3.0808 &

o) Al

AL BE+EFUA EE SLHQ1, Q3) Ex FYHIQR) E= mean(IQR)

- 3A(ZA A3Ho R Frste] S1182 0.14 - 1.54, S21%

Mean change(Post-Pre)

Study MD SE Weight  MD [95% 1] Random, 95%Cl
Esposito 2015 6.8900 0.3582 16.7% 6.89 [ 6.19- 7.59] B
Kim 2014a 0.0300 04758 16.5% 0.03 [ -0.90- 0.96] -

Ko 2012 -4.3000 1.6385 14.3% -4.30[-7.51- -1.09] ——

Mehta 2001  -1.5000 0.9470 15.9% -1.50[ -3.36- 0.36] —.-

Zwirner 1991 -3.3000 1.6865 14.1% -3.30[ -6.61- 0.01] —l—

Kim 2014b 41263 3.7297  B.7% -4.13 [-11.44- 3.18] -

Adams 1995 -1.9524 1.7951 13.8% -1.95[-5.47- 1.57] ——

Total (95% €l 1100.0% -0.79 [ -4.51- 2.92] s

Heterogeneity: Taul= 15.041; Chi® =222.64, df =6 (P <.01); 1" =97% I I I | I

Test for overall effect: tg = -0.52 (P =.62) -10 -5 0 5 10
JHEIt QEROR X|QESF BAH HEf ZOMH(EBH

J% 3.14 | EUEX|EAZ HEFEA

22.223. 38884

A7+ EAHCHE 3.20). HEHEATH2H) B3 MD -1879.18(95 % CI
I*= 0 %)= 323t 2fo]7} YLt 3.15).

=
LI
%R:LL—_‘

w9 8-&"g(vocal efficiency, I3} 'VE )= 38Ol =AM 5 [ofshA sttt 23t frefdt 2pelt
-8590.38, 4832.03,
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NEC

Ao HE2E 5S4 TRl
H3.20 84884

HH  H1XXHAT) CHaRE () XIEE?D) SHAHE A
S1",n=6
ESN S 1886.9(1186.1, 6697.6)
XA S —AXR

1 Kim(2014b) 12 VE(ppm) g—Z*f ;].-=46 6% 376.9(151.1, 725.1)
ESN S 4683.9(131.0, 11609.0)
FANE 4 -6F 4683.9(131.0, 11609.0)
ESN S 2267.1 £ 3435.5
EJVEEWES 433.1 + 543.8

2 Ko(2012) 17 VE(pm) FAZ8F 1618.9 + 4572.8
FANE 125 764.9 £ 1862.7
D 0.047
EJVPS| 294.27(931.70)

3 Yun(2011) 12 VE(ppm) FAIF4-6F 263.67(366.24)
b 0.583

VE, vocal efficiency
"HolmE= 24 (Strained) FEE 0EFA L) -
2 1.6-3.0808 17

ﬁ#%i B + BEER E= FHHQ1,

3HEY Ahe g ¥risto] S1aE2

Q3) T+ median(Quartile)

2 0.148 - 1.53, S270%

Mean change|Post-Pre)

Study MD SE Weight MD [95% CI] Random, 95%C1
Kim 2014 -8054.3350 9069.4311 0.7% -B054.34 [-25830.09-9721.42) [
Ko 2012 -1834.0000 775.7408 99.3% -1834.00 [ -3354.42- -313.58]
Total (35% CI) 100.0% -1879.18 [ -8590.38-4832.03]
|

Heterogenaity: Tau® =0; Chi® =0.4 T, df=1|P=.49); P =0%
Test for overall effect: 1, =-3.56 (P =.17)

JjTTL QEZROZ X|LXOF EXtE] ZOFHETH

J% 3.156 88 88

2.2.2.3 XX HorAn
22231, =x4d

ZZA)(Roughness) 5HOA HIISIATHI 3.21). °] &
4 F2HS FA S

B o3t Ao] 2 HolA] ¢}

44

oJsA &4 FE A IO, 28
1R AL ol TR BAA folge Btsh) oo i Ak a
oK™ 3.16, 1™ 3.17).

-20000 0 10000 20000
24 HEIEA
R ?ﬂﬂ N ﬂ@ 4 je st



goraq

H 321 &2x4
A H1XMIHSE) CHEX(H) XEHT) SHAHE A
FALH 3.93 + 2.02
FA = Bt 36Y 3.98 + 2.29
FAL T H 137Y 3.92 £ 1.71
. Roughness itOl(#_)\t Hvs Bt ~0.093
1 Rojas(2017) 16 (VAS 0 - 10cm)’ 362 ) (95 % Cl -1.419, 1.233)
RIO|(FFAL M vs Bt 0.019
137¢ &) (95 % CI -1.332, 1.371),
AO|(Hx 36 & -0.112
vs B 137¢ &) (95 % Cl -1.464, 1.24)
AL H 2
N 17 RIS FNma-ex 183
P 0.041
3 Cannito 49 Roughness _FAHH 55.064 + 15
(2012) 0-100" A3 36.912 + 20.302
Mild ADSD, n= 11
FALH 7426 = 17.64
FAZ3-6F 77.18 = 19.30
Moderate ADSD, n=9
FALH 44.06 + 10.59
FAZ3-6F 59,93 + 14.84
. 0.05
Cannito Roughness E _
4 42 ° + Severe ADSD, n=13
(2004) WASO=100m) = 2518 + 12.89
FAZ3-6F 41.01 + 14.32
p {0.05
Profound ADSD, n =9
FALH 14.00 + 16.32
FAZ3-6F 56.37 = 19.82
p 0.05
FALH 02+07
Langeveld Roughness AL R(A|EO|
0 (2001) B ASO- 10om) Do 92) 0409
p 0.14

ADSD, adductor spasmodic dysphonia; CI, confidence interval; VAS, visual analogue scale
Ak BF+ EE2UG EE WA (95% C) = SU9#

*0(AIA4 ol 9l5)-10(33 )
"0 A7 ol 918)-3(EA A1)
T0E4 A)-100(3 424 o4 91-2)
0(EA AD)-10(3 A2 o4 912)

SMD|Post-Pre)

Study SMD SE Weight SMD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI

Cannito 2004 29200 55858 00% 292[-8.03-13.87]
Langeveld 2001 0.2000 0.1207 100.0% 0.20 [-0.04- 0.44]

Total (95% Cl) . 100.0% 0.20 [-0.55- 0.95]
Heterogeneity: Tau” = 0, Chi* = 024, df = 1 (P = 63), F = 0% f ! J J !
Test for overall effect: t; = 3.43 (P = .18) 40 5 0 5 10

JjO7L QEZROZ XQESE &AL YEIL ES

213.16 XXM HEHEA(1)

LI
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NEC/\ yuzu2sa)s =4 3us
SMD(Post-Pre)
Study SMD  SE Weight  SMD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI
Cannito 2012 -18.1520 28143 488% -18.15[-23.67--12.64] 1
Rojas 2017 0.0500 05419 512% 0.05[ -1.01- 1.11]
Total (95% CI) 100.0% -8.84 [-124.45-106.77]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 161 550; Chi® = 40.34, df = 1 (P < .01), I = 98% ! | ' !
Test for overall effect: t; = -0.97 (P = .51) 100 50 0 50 100
QI QEZOR XQUSE B} AENT} LES
08 3.17 4 HIEH2A1(2)
22232 55
39 FFEE HAZHH 02 B A= 5HOIUTHA 3.22). 01 3 1%8 FAF AT S SE 7
W=l m, 232 A [ofgt xjol7} Itk 212 7%= kS HY o AS Zpolof thieh A1
Fole HashA] okt weHEA AnK5H) 55 SMD -9.38(95 % CI -24.58, 5.81, I'= 96 %)=
NAE e B0t BASHH o2 [oJ5h Aol= GItHIH 3.18)
2322 &
A HNXMINHE) CHAX ~(E)  XEEE) SHAIE At
AL H 6.2 2.1
sixppn oA ® 31+24
Voice of -
e P (0.001
1 Dwyer(2021) 44 s(gv_er{‘gl) EJVES 63+ 18
o TN F 31+19
P (0.001
FAH 5.5 + 2.18
TALZ B 369 453 + 224
FAL T HH 137 .83 +1.72
XIO|(Z=AF A vs A} 0.95
Degree of ol o =
i oE S A 36 ) (95 % Cl -0.257, 2.157)
2 2017 1
Fos2017) ° Ol RGN vs 2 0249
S WA 137 ) (95 % Cl -1.482, 0.984)
AO|(FA & Hrt 1199
ol & .
e O’;* (95 % CI -0.034, 2.432)
3 Dromey 5 Perceptual _FTALH 69.1 £ 13.0
(2007) Severity!  FAtS4-6Z% 31.1 £6.8
Effort to speak
FAH 5.0+ 1.7
. FAENF 3.9+20
§§;’§$’ d?é EJUEWES 24 + 11
10 drophona’, FNEEF 2.6(1.4)
(1-7) ﬁol(f” Hvs T4 11424
RIO|(FAL H vs FEAb 26+20
= 4%) 6+ 2.

Adler(2004)
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M HIMIKHE) X =) XEEE) SHAMHE Za
X KA & =
ROITA & vs T4t 24+14
Sound of voice
FALH 50+1.3
FAEF 53+1.2
FALE 4 33+15
FAL 2 8F 3.1+£15
X =AF X =
RIOIGA 8 vs AT 03+19
213
RIOICRAF 1 vs M 17+19
2 4%)
X KA & =
ROITA & vs T4t 19+ 14
Independent audiotape rating
FAH 35+13
FANE1F 20+0.6
FALE 4 21+08
FAL 2 b 27 +13
X EUS =
RIOICRAR & vs M 15416
213
ROITAr & vs FAF 14413
2 4%)
RIOI(FAL ™ vs F=AL 08+ 07

% 5%)

Y FAL,n=25

FAH

58.85(29.7, 71.5)

ENEVES

24.11(13.4, 40.8)

NS 6%

36.91(20.2, 58.6)

PEFEAL M vs FALZ

=
spasm =A™ = S
5 Adams 50 severity p(;*f Hvs FAL 2 {0.05
(1 995) (0 _ 100>§ T)
UEH FALN=25
ZAFA 46.09(27.6, 71.8)
TN E2F 25.79(14.4, 45.4)
FAL Z 63 37.65(21.8, 64.6)
p(jSAl' Hvs FALZ {0.05
)
Zwimer overaII,f FNH 50+13
6 19 severity FANE1F 45+13
(1993a) (1-7) D » 0.05

008 78)- 1033 FE )

R 24% A LR A, 24D 99 AF S
TLICAD-7(5AF L )

0841004 LHE Al

A3+ 22U Be SYHQL, Q3) Ex FH95% CI)
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NEC/\ Juzueses =4 s
Mean change|{Post-Pre)
Study MD SE Weight MD [95% CI] Random, 95%ClI
DCwyer 2021 -3.2000 02792 174% -3.20[-3.75,-2.659] :
Rojas 2017 09700 0.5527 174% -097[-205, 0.11]
Dromey 2007 -38.0000 42568 15.9% -38.00 [-46.34,-2066] —l—
Adler 2004 26000 04722 174% -260[-353 -167)
Adams 1995 142545 63216 14.5% -14.25[-26.64, -1.86]
Zwirner 1993 05000 02982 174% -050[-1.08, 0.08]
Total (96% CI) 100.0% -9.38[-24.58, 5!1]

5(P<01) F=06% '
40

Heterogenerty. Tau® = 195 785; Chi® = 124 14, df =
Test for overall effect: tg = -1.58 (F = 17)

I YO XPH4E BR HETL B

= =

8 3.18 At SEL HEREN

ey |

2.2233. Fom= =4

FoH= 24 (strain) gA 0¥ 0 2 7 A= 3Ho = 01%2%—% FA AT SAJAE7E A E]
on, 1H2 FAH AT FoJgt 2o 7} QIITHAR 3.23). HEREZZH3H) B3 SMD7H-2.65(95 % CI

-8.52, 3.22, I*= 98 %) & /HAH FAFd Byort %ﬁl‘#@i gt 2ol 7} GIATHIH 3.19).
H3.23 Fom= 29
o Codl HMR A E  XEED S8 214
FALH 3.09 = 3.08
FAHZ "o 369 217 £ 2.47
A B 137Y 2.81 = 3.07
Strained XIO|(ZT=AL M vs AL 0.88
1 Rojas 16 —strangled & i 36 5) (95 % Cl -0.455, 2.214)
(2017) voice qual*ity x}0|( AL ™ vs FAL 0.171
(0-10) 5 41379 5) (95 % Cl -1.195, 1.537)
RIO|(FAL & B
3621 2 vs TN (95 % Cl (—)07%28 2.074)
o 137Y 3) ° R
FAH 55+ 2.1
Langeveld Strain ZAL Z(AIHO0]
2 " 001) 46 (VASO-10cr)  BBH5IR| 212) 0204
D (0.001
strain— FAH 45+13
3 Zwirner 19 strangled FANE1T S 29 +1.25
(1993a) voice quality

CI, confidence interval; VAS, visual analogue scale

Ak Yt £ BEHA Ee BH(95% CI)
0(34D)-10(3A Aat AH)
"0(8AD)-7(FA At A
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SMD(Post-Pre)
Study SMD SE Weight SMD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI

Langeveld 2001 -5.3000 0.2848 34.1% -5.30 [-5.86- -4.74] s
Rojas 2017 -0.9200 0.7062 31.7% -0.92[-2.30-0.46]
Zwirner 1993 16000 02927 341% -1.60 [-2.17--1.03]

Total (95% CI) B 100.0% -2.65 [-8.52- 3.22]
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 5.407; Chi’ = 94,43, df = 2 (P < .01); ¥ = 98% ' ' '
Test for overall effect t- = -1.94 (P = 19) -5 0 5

Je2joot %o 2 X|QELZE SHX} MENTL

O
djo

18 3.19 Fok= 34 HEREA

2224 FHH F2Y
22241, 80X+

/A= 10904 B syl om B e AR B HAUTHIE 3.24). o] 5 7HS
A AT oA AAAEIGl o, 1302 27|70l wet Bt 368 F= A AT FeloiA 7RA=gle
et 1379 ol Rt Zfol 7} gigieh. 22 7Sl HFE Bl oL AL M5 Zjolof gt 5A 1A
FOAdE HarskA] gttt WERE A AaN6H) 55 SMD -18.59(95 % CI-39.56, 2.38, I*= 96 %)Z
WAE B3 B ok -RolokA] A9kar oddo] E=UTHIE 3.20).

H3.24 SHHOIRIS

A HNMXHHEE) YK ~F) e SHAH Z}
. AL A 23.11 + 11.07
T Kohii2022) J VHIZT0 ;)Jé T 256712 1633 + 7.48
EJVES 241 * 94
7§ S x
2 Dwyer(2021) 44 VHI-10 %&”4* 16'4_;;0'7
p (0.001
FALH 74.6
- 27.7
b, 46.9
3 '?295‘%’19;‘ 38 VHI o {0.05
0,
x\p & gz Severe 3.60 %
27 T 7T moderate 10.70 %
N slight 85.70 %
EJVES! 67.79 + 26.52
A3 B 362 58.21 + 27.30
A3 B 137Y 60 + 285
VHLEA  p(RA E vs AL F B 362 0.039
4 Rojas(2017) 16 3) :
P(FA ™ vs TAL & T
el &) 0.108
VHI ENS 2336 + 7.33
(BMH FY)  FAE T 36Y 20.43 + 9.12
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NEC/\ Ayuzuesats =4 302
A H1XMXHSE) HYX ~(F) = SHAMH Zat
FALS B 137Y 22.17 + 22.50
ré()@\t HMvs AL ZE A 36Y 014
(FALHE vs FAL & Bt
?37%'5) 0.24
FANH 24 +10.2
FA S Bt 36Y 21.43 + 11.14
VHI FA = Bt 1372 19.50 + 11.38
O1sH g DS(;F-M M vs FAL 2 B 36Y 0.12
(AL H vs FA 3 BT
?37%'5) 0.03
FAH 82.0 + 7.72
AU A FAE2FE 66.38 + 3.88
p (0.001
FAH 81.8 + 7.23
FHEHm A FAZ2FZ 65.69 + 3.71
Esposito P (0.001
° (2015) 13 VHI FALH 81.1 +3.70
MBI A A E2FE 65.85 + 4.63
p {0.001
FAH 81.2 + 7.05
U 8w FAF A FE2FE 64.92 + 4.72
p (0.001
FAH 412 +27.9
6 Suppal2015) 10 VHISS0 it s(ospt A oiggis) 281 + 232
FAH 81.9 + 19.7
7 Kim(2014a) 15 VHI-30 ZAF E(AJEO] HEGIX| ¢S 233 + 6.3
p 0.002
Hartmann T i‘j 23
8 2013) 17 VH-12  FAE4-8% 14
p 0.034
FA, Ed 22.3
1 T =~ o
9 N(gglﬁ\)nc 133 VHI-10 Cﬁ&g%e s/ =S 12.7
X100 CHet 95% ClI 6.6, 12.8, p € 0.01
AL 90(29.5)
10 Yun(2011) 12 KVHI FNE4-65 45(46.25)
D 0.003

KVHI, Korean version of voice handicap index
VHI, voice handicap index, 57 48 Y& A, AA 4 HJ 0 - 120

VHI-30, d4$7}
VHI-12, &$=7}
VHI-10, &$=7}

=X

=S
=223
=T =
=223
=T =

HE A, dAl
LHE A, A

A

2k B+ EEEA B SRS
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SMD(Post-Pre)

Study SMD SE Weight SMD [95% CI] Random, 95%CI

Kohh 2022 6.7800 32607 172% -6.78[-13.17--0.39) |

Dwyer 2021 .7.7000 15246 176% -7.70[-10.69- 471 -

Rojas 2017 95800 67296 158% -958[-2277- 361] M

Esposito 2015 -15.6200 18543 17.5% -1562[-19.25--11.99] =

Suppa 2015 131000 8.1815 150% -1310[-29.14- 2.94] —

Kim 2014 58,6000 44994 16.8% -58.60 [-67 42- .49 78) - :

Total (95% Cl) - 100.0% -18.59 [-39.56- 2.38] et

Heterogeneity. Tau® = 379788 Chi° = 12068, df =5(P < 01;;F=96% ' | ! L.
Test for overall effect ts = -2.28 (P = 07) £0 40 20 O 20 40 &0

JOTF AROR XRULT BXLEL ES

2 3.20 S YK+ HELEY

LI

22.24.2. Z¥JIsHlE

71512 4THolA] HATSIIrKE 3.25). 0] F 1 WS FAH IS fofoHA Aot oH, 18 A
AT 159 Folle 21 ROfRt Aol7h IO A T 17HE~3 71 Aol = A5 RrofsiA| 7145kl
ok YA 282 A AR A E B BP U FAF S Zpolof izt SAIA {o4dE HalsHA|
ooret. WieRE A AT3H) 55 MD 35.10 %95 % CI 25.41, 44.79, I*= 65 %)= R-2l5HA] 7HAls1.om

o2 ETHIH 3.21).

H 3.25 HMY|sHIE

A HI1XMXHSHE)  CHAXE () Nk ES™AH Z %
. FAHH 66.11 + 31.7
! Konli(2022) 0 PNF =i 5 B3 25674 89.44 + 9.17
FAE 4422 + 11.75
BT 77.56 + 9.78
INEE 3334+ 11.5%
P(FAL M vs FAL S 15) NS
P(FAL ™ vs FALE 1HE, 2718,
p(170E, vs At 5 37HE) » 0.05
Marchese FAMNF4F 69.6
2 (2018) 32 PN =555 73.6
EVER 73.67
EVENES 77.45
FA B 8% 77.56
EIVEE 77.44
=AHE 105 76.28
ESVERRES 77.44
EIVERPES 76.79
FAE 56.10 %
i 5 =50} M 0
3 N?gglﬁ\)uc 133 PNF X|=A0IZS2 B+ PNF 28896.;:? gJo/
_ ol g}‘ o v . o,
X}O]0i| LSt 95% Cl 5(0.01
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NEC NI BEals S4 9

_|
ﬂH)

A HIMIKAL) YR ~(F)  XIE SYAHE 2, %
FA A 52.4 + 22.0
4 Blitzer(1998) 639 PNF 25 FHZENF 89.7 + 13.0
0| 373 +207

NS, not significant; PNF, percent of normal function

MD{Post-Pre)

Study MD  SE Weight WD [956% Random, 85%CI

Kiohl 2022 233300 94180 4.5% Z333[4.87-41.79) -—
Marchese 2018 333400 19268 30.7% 33.34[20.56-37.12) L
Blitzer 1008 373000 0.757T8 55 8% 3730 [3581-38 79] + |
Total (96% CI) C o 100.0% 35610 [25.41-44.79] : il
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 7128, Chi =568, =2 (P= 06}, F =65% | ! |
Test for overall elect: s = 1558 (P < 01) A 20 ] 20 40

IOV} QEROR X|QEAE S| A =
PNF, percentage of normal function

8 3.21 Fd7|s HiE HEEA
22243 X7\

=/ 3=l thsf| A7 H gt Al 43Ho RiEK—
QWL AAE ARES HGPOoLf AL A 2

H3.26 AP7|E1
A H1XMIHSE) SAFCHAXHTE) N S™HAH Z}
FAH 6.2 +2.1
AR 5 4‘ZIS 31 + 24—
1 Dwyer(2021) 44 ZEC0)| Ofs AP HE D 0] 31
p {0.001
ZALH 16(4.5)
2 Yun(2011) 12 Azt t 4-6% 6(7.25)
p 0.002
. =LA I 66.3
S MALE) T LS
3 Choi(1997) 24 RE7HE T1(SAALEH) YTy B2 74 8
EYUPS|
4 Ford1990) 16 XM TS A A a4
FA E 1.3

0-10, £A7F 25 2 3H

10-20, A7 258 2 A

T0-100 %217} %#% 2 2H

1-5, 27t 245 2 A

Angh B+ EEUA B YRS B B

22244 s317[2t

HEGE 54 FAL G971 7HS GHOA 9F 2.6 ~ 4.37]1YE HUSIITHI 3.27). HeHEAdx} &
B 3.5570Q4(95 % CI 2.80, 4.29, > = 98 %)= o]dAJo] =t 3.22).
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B 3.27 §4p|¢t
A HNXMXHALE) Xt =, 8 k= Zg
1 Nguyen(2021) 38 T 172D 437081 - 874E)
2 Marchese(2018) 32 T S| 7HEHS) 103.6 + 10.22(16 - 138Y)
3 Kim(2014a) 15 St g7t 3.7 £ 0.874&
4 Novakovic(2011) 756 k=anivibds 10.6=(H2l, 0 - 313, SD = 5.7F)
S0t M AF 2.4 +43Y
5 Blitzer(1998) 639 ZN g1t A 9.0 +12.7¢
S|zt 15.1 £ 12.3%F
St 5.5-22% (g 12.2%)
6 Ford(1990) 1 &3 2% 1-31(87 9.12)
SD, standard deviation
Mean Mean

Study Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Nguyen 2021 430 16386 38 178% 430[3.78-482] — .

Marchese 2018 345 03400 32 213%  3.45[3.33-3.57] e

Kim 2014 3.70 0.8000 15 19.1% 3.70[3.30-4.10] — .

Novakovic 2011 265 14300 756 213% 265[255-275) =

Blitzer 1998 378 30800 639 206% 3.78[354-402] e

Total (95% CI) 1480 100.0%  3.55[2.80-4.29] T ——

1T 1T 1

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.338; Chi® = 168.67, df = 4 (P < .01); I = 98%

J% 3.22 gut7|ZHOH ) HIE

3 35 4 45

A4

ey |

o o
cn  EUNE  MRE  gews T 23
T o
ey gt |25 HMEN  1H | favour(BXZ0IM ZA)
S/ Bt mENSAE . BNHEM . 1H NS
R SARH Nt HOM=SE  EHEM 1H NS
SR EHEM 1™ | favour
o ot e AMEN  1H | favour
FUN M EY EHNEN 1H | favour
HMEM oW BHINS, 4H: RAL NR
JEFNE gms om S8 MDA4.05(9 % CI-7.37, 16.47), I
= S =66%
mmox gm0 wOloH g4
7|25k o T 2W U5k E8 NR
RIH* 5 _ _ _ 2
BEHX HER2A 5 &% MD -5.71(95 % Cl -9.43, -1.98, |
=60 %)
A o8 & 1H [l &, 48 NS
o STIMW FlrHsSE  IWEH  oH ﬁ%ﬁ: 3 daol= 8 18 Sloks 8,
R0} Mes w52 MD-021(95%Cl-225,1.83, =
HSE(%) o = 67%)
HSE(ms) o - =0%)
6T 2HS QOIIH 24, 4 NS
U5 HSE FHEN  oH W 28 gaoks dY 1H S40| Z0jst

—
o )
£ 571 2%, 340| W3t 12 24 3
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NEC NI HEals SA FIa

o o
T;r;; AWK E MEXE S f Zm
NR
£5tMD -2.18(95 % Cl -4.93, 0.58, I°=
=pS| hi] S ) )
6M: 2 Q0/51H Z7}, 3H2 NS
NEEM  10W 2 AEM QRN M2t 21 SXY
ASIH EeH| 3H: NR, "7+ FALE RAGH B8
£5t MD 3.14(95 % Cl 1.36, 4.93, 1> =
=pS| hi] S ) )
HERES 7 %)
5m: 3 0|5k 7t 2H NS
X M g o8 28 Pl I, NR, 18 3401 3
- STETTY oiet 022 37K A8, S40| E 18
HECHE s o oi= 88, 580
£35t MD 79.50(95 % Cl 33.35, 125.66,
= A =
I:|'1|E|'_|'__—| GHJ |2= %)
a9045 o FMBET(H0| o2t SIbet b ZAS
SR smmynian  FIEH OB o Gopst sopt g oiwt =X
2t £35t MD -0.79(95 % Cl -4.51, 2.92
=pS| hie] od ) )
I:|'1|E|'|_—| 7|_ |2 97%)
xmmy gm A TR QOIS ZAst A, 27k Qolst
T G S e 1 P/ =k o £
SoHEES BEtss  om S MD —1879.18(95 % Cl -8590.38,
= = 4832.03, 1°= 0 %)
XIME M 5 4H’1 2H|_1E 1?—9|0|'7'” 7HA|_-|, 2H‘|j NS
=i ey | [ ’]H1 7HA.|OI_|_ 740F, NR
(B3I 242 £3) £8 SMD 0.20(95 %
RERAM EtEA |
S HEES 28 o 055, 0.95. 2= 0 %)
Mepa  om  (HF7F 342 LIS) S8 SMD -8.84(95
X2t = = %CI -124.45, 106.77, |2 98 %)
OI5HA| 7HM, 2:
oty . EEes o o) NS
oo =3 SMD -9.38(95 % Cl —24.58, 5.81
':'A‘I [SN=] . . 5 . 5
I:|'1|E|'_|'__—| GHJ |2 — 96%)
EHEN 3 2W: ROI5HA 74, 1M, NS
HOM=88 ooy gy 52 SMD-2.65(95 % Cl-8.52, 3.22, 2
™ — _ 98%)
75 QoI5| JHA,
TH X770 T2t B 36% 20i= Q9
HMEM  10m B KM, Td 1379 S0= Q95 Xfo[7}
SOl K| 8191:.
m JiMEl= 45 NR
Ec* SMD -18.5095 % Cl —39.56
=P8 bici SH )
WERES 68 o38) P=96%
1H: QoI5 )M
ZpHs T} mmey gm0 158 S0 RS MO GO 1
AL |SHS =T S HE - 30 AIEOIN Q951 M
cerlstE 2W: JiME 3 NR
£35t MD 35.10(95 % Cl 25.41, 44.79, 12
= A S , ,
X710 AMEM 4™ 2M: Q0[5 JiM, 2M: JRME A&k NR
HMEN  6M  26-434¥
0717t bEtes  sm ST U 356795 % CI 2.80, 4.29),

|2 98 %

CI, confidence interval; I favour, 4] B |YstA 7§4; MD, mean difference; NR, not reported;

NS, not significant; SMD, standardized mean difference

54



E:3

Al
o=

:

]
S|
I

[ e
o] 2
9

=

-
ko= Atelo]

=0

[e)

)

A,
Tof AAL

O

}:
=

A%

o

i

St

IReH, A7 2= RCTS}

I

7A

1
=
OO

AA

w9 YA
4

eS|

=

Ak

=

o] 7153
oL

J

=~

A2y 9 5] 7|
Q774 ]

[e)

T

Ioick A8
%l

tol B7bsloic), AaHE] FAE
14 2
cheat 2

O

GRADE A4 B7HA] 22 Af

o

3l

pzs

o

[e)

AR:S
=]

~——

’

g7 2ok

o

=

=

aNg71E -

7 Q2F30l| AA]

| .

GRADE "'
=1

7B

sze
S
S

A, GRADE

7

3|

A

2.3 GRADE 2H=& "}

E"7
AA
AA

B F % F 2
o o o N
ﬂm =X ) iy Ho
B A T ) "
ioH _ o =) )
o X ] ww X
i R ol e K
o —_— R = -~
o - N
U_v; ‘I__bl W _W‘IHM _.% _.mo
N o} I+ r
B oEE R o BR B
o B S o B
= D <~ 2
L - S
E;L _.mo ‘w:._ ﬂ N lo
~ T R I t
% ol = @ 0N
P H Bo
= N i mm X o
o W ® s G} Tor
~ o_r @u —_— o ‘_.__mo
S F __ﬂu ,_L.ﬂw g ojn
mﬁ M Too u_uot 7o
I A L oW
I I
1L_| —_ T "B ,@| G I
L < 5 —_
N ~o _“o_._ :.T_ B N
o _M| ° ol =) wﬁ o
N = L W N[
- N 9 Wm T B/ {
o — A o ) T
URNCI O o i
P —EOEE R
Y T ok N =
SN ooy N Y
‘mo N ﬁo bo ,Iﬂ ﬁo ZL —
BN ) %
m._ of o X° e._ B
. e._ o X @ o X =
o RREY 1)
I om o 7 T B mﬂ
- L -
Yo' ® N ® o m T
o WX R O N oF

55

FATt.

ol

T2 3}

[e)

AR 2] o

(¥ 3.29), <3 3.30>3 Zt.

- ‘T
-
R

R

=
.

w7}
37123

/\Zrﬂ
jLe

AFATY 2AFEL 2

GRADE &4



T 3.29 Yotz H|W : GRADE 2HLQUE

Certainty assessment pl;ltc; egIs
= Effect Certainty Importance
No of e ikl cif Inconsistenc Indirectness  Imprecision Sl ol i B
studies  design bias ¥ P considerations © - Tt
=
. not not . * %IHEO'”)\-I DI_" @@OO SHAIXIO
1 RCT serious serious serious serious none / 6 29%(2/7) LM low e
S5t HIKF0)
! RCT serious ser;i%tus ser;i%tus serious’ none / 6 | favour ®(|90v? © Sl
37198 WIKPTM)
1 RCT serious ser;i%tus ser;i%tus serious’ none 7 6 oZHRIOIINS ®(|JDOV?O S0
X2 "WIKStrain)
1 RCT not serious ser;i%tus ser;i%tus serious’ none " 11 ZZEXO]: NS n(?o(??ra% SHAKOI
FEX MIKVHI, severity, THX M)
1 RCT serious ser;i%tus ser;i%tus serious’ none 1M 11 SXiZ favour ®(|JDOV?O SHAI{O|

FO, fundamental frequency: NS, not significant; PTM, phonation time measurements; RCT, randomized controll trial; VHI, voice handicap index

AL AA S hieps://www.stat.ube.ca/~rollin/stats/ssize/ A &<l
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H 3.30 ©= H|W : GRADE 2/H{Q%H

Certainty assessment

Nc.) of Effect Certainty Importance
No of Study Risk of ; : - Other patients
. . . Inconsistency Indirectness Imprecision . .
studies design bias considerations
TME wy
7|AS eA:17.9-76.9% ®O00
7 MEH serious”  serious®  notserious  serious? none 869 7|AE MEfHSE S8 SMD 2.23(-4.61, 9.07), SHAERl
2 Very Low
1©=93%
St ZHAIZZE0H)
= ) ) ) ) 7%(18/38) @000 -
M50 " 4.7% SHAIRIO!
2 MSAS serious not serious  not serious not serious none 171 14.2%(19/33) Very Low SH X
g0l
4 MEH serious” not serious  not serious not serious none 721 15-76.9% \%S?SV SHAEOI
sE=et
1 MEH serious” not serious  not serious not serious none 133 2% GO0 SHAEOI
Very Low
S it
* FO: £8MD 4.05(95% Cl -7.37, 15.47, 1°=66%)
+ SDFO: £8f MD -5.71(95% Cl -9.43, -1.98, 1>=60%)
o Jitter(%) £& MD -0.21(95% Cl -2.25, 1.83, 1°=67%)
= oy g . 5 « Jitter(ms) £8 MD -0.10(95% CI -0.13, -0.02, @000  gmio
13  TFAT serious serious not serious  serious none 298 12=09%) Very Low St

Shimmer S&f MD -2.18(95% Cl -4.93, 0.58,

1=53%)

SNR £8 MD 3.14(95% Cl 1.36, 4.93, 1°=84%)

37143

ot
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Certainty assessment

Nc.) o Effect Certainty Importance
No of  Study Risk of . . . Other patients
. . . Inconsistency Indirectness Imprecision . .
studies design bias considerations
* MFR &% MD 79.50(95% Cl 33.35, 125.66, 1>=74%)
. o g . 5 *+ MPT S8 MD -0.79(95% Cl -4.51, 2.92, I’=97%) @000  gamo
13 MS AL serious”’ very serious” not serious  serious none 346 . VE 3 MD —1879.18(95% Cl ~8500.38, 4832.03, Very Low SHAEIOI
2=0%)
X2ty mW}
* Roughness (87t 245 £3) S& SMD 0.20(95% Cl
-0.55, 0.95, 1>=0%)
~ * Roughness (B4:7t 245 L1E) S& SMD -8.84(95% @000
9  HMEXT serious” very serious? not serious  serious? none 239 Cl-124.45, 106.77, 1=98%) Voro Low el
« severity £ SMD -9.38(95% Cl -24.58, 5.81, Y
12=96%)
*  Strain £} SMD -2.65(95% Cl -8.52, 3.22, 1’=98%)
Fo Tt
+ VHI £%& SMD -18.59(95% CI -39.56, 2.38), 1’=96%
+ PNF E& MD 35.10(95% Cl 25.41, 44.79, 1>=65%) @000
13 HSAT serious' very serious” not serious  serious” none 992+ AP|EI: 2E: Q0I5 IHM, 2H: JHNE HE NR Very Low ~ ixel

F7|7k SE Hat 3.55712(95% CI 2.80, 4.29),
1=08%

CI, confidence interval; MD, mean difference; MFR, mean flow rate; MPT, maximum phonation time; N/A, not available; SDFO, standard deviation fundamenta
frequency; SMD, standardized mean difference; SNR, signal to noise ratio; PNF, percent of normal function; VE, vocal efficiency; VHI, voice handicap index

D gm0l Ao A high 170 )4 -2 unclear 274 o4 &3t

2 Agzto]l YAY 08 st S

3 12 50%0] 491 A serious® Wk
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1. T71Aa Qok

Y,

A RERlE S4 204S YaE Ad4 o) 84S thtos Z4b1Ae 9o 2 Swst
o riioll BE ek S48 FsR 7142 20009 390 Hlgo] =02 SajEgon], LR
Hele B A7t o A2 w2 20239 AR 0127144 9198] (2023.2.10.)004
£ 7140] kiAW ETMo] Ths) 3 6ol mIQ1%a 39), Afgolskat 29, A Itorst 190 T4
A9l AAH BATEL B BASHEE AT, 20239 A10% 257 1&AE7 1 Aol
A HEoset

>,

AAA Ed 1z A3 A £912 F 328(RCT 28, AEAT 308)0] it

HIEH A H7HE3 RCT Q%) 2] 49 F212ui7gd<A] AJ/dolA B8 0] 50 %, EHs ZAxtAl= o]
A ‘BT 0] 100 %, 7B} W7 1 o] T3t vlEF oA B2 0] 50 %2 H7ISI ATk %i 3130
H)of| sl vl EH AT it AZolA =5 0] 3.3 %, E410] 80.0 %, WEHOA] ‘3 0] 3.3
%, E2410] 83, 3 %, B7FAe] =7 FollA “BEHa 0] 83.3 %, ZaE7 oA ge%*a‘ 0]13.3 %, g%%jj
AR Eo)|A “E=2'0] 13.3 %, ‘BEAI0] 56.7 %, AEiA Ax}H 10]4 ‘=2 0] 7 %0]3ith

1.1 MM

b A 7145 A2 RCT (18) 014 29 %25 A1), AT A 7H)NA 17.9 % ~ 76.9 %(B<t
119 A<5), Askat(ilrdonS A-A-H2m) oA 242 4.7 %, 14.2 %184 152 ~ 25 A5), TR
AFAH4H)NA 15 % ~ 76.9 %(3Y ~ 78 HE X&), TF27hE AFAH1H)NA 2 %(B 12
A]<) 9h5HIT) TR o] AJHES.C. Q1 A| A 0 & BRIy} Sl E] Q] 1, 97RO 7 B.0=0] o Al

o3k 9 27| ofak M1 AT 1ROIA SR} 9OKETt WA 217t Hol7} i) B2
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NEC NI BEaks 0|

ﬂH>

B7HAT= 11O SAE fleRt Floie o4 9] HkgE BluA] SAolA = BETw
AU A, 8%§v«lo}7ﬂ 7‘*0}030111 QoFFE2 AT FAsl9) o Fraxtolof| thet FAAE 72l
S TS ¥ TP W FAEL Bt 0.36, ARt 0.272 FAo] ¢ o]
Aastom, %ﬂ%@l EH*{S} %J polo] it BAIA 7282 HalstA] gl %Sﬂrﬁ Brtad=
23olA Ba1s9irt. o] F 132 SR flok7t VHICH 2733 l(dysphonia) 5355 B 619301
o o B2 7j4E Holth o] 5 VHI= XH?O] HEYE 54
+ skl thet BA1A 5-9/d-2 HarsA] gl 13H-2 4]
Bt AP EE ST Yokt v weklE o SAite] o f-skA ZhAdskiTh
ATAT 3089 A+AT= oha 2
= H71gREo] gt HleHEA] 2t 7 E5ukax(7H)= 53 MD 4.05 Hz(95 % C1-7.37, 15.47,
I? = 66 %2 A& A7 -golgt 2lol= gioint. 71 E5uke BEEAH5H)E= 53 MD -5.71 Hz(95 %
CI-9.43, -1.98, 12 = 60 B)E Al& AF G5t FFastom, o] AL =3t Fuk HE &2
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3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE(R) ALL (1946~ Six}{77}X])

(BMY: 2023.4.10.)

T= No. Searches MEDLINE
CHad2tAt 1 (spasmodic OR laryngeal) adj2 dysphoni*.mp 816
SMAlE 2 exp botulinum toxins OR botulinum toxin*.mp 23,437
P& 3 1 AND 2 355
EES 357

3.1.2 Ovid EMBASE (1974 to 2023 Apri 07)
(BMY: 2023.4.10.)

T= No. Searches EMBASE
CHASEHR} 1 exp spas_modic dysphonia OR( (spasmodic OR laryngeal) adj2 1404
dysphoni*).mp '

SMAlE 2 exp botulinum toxin OR botulinum toxin*.mp 46,483
P& 3 1 AND 2 672
SIMEAML 4 conference.pt 5,477,854

5 3 not4 577
FIE 577

3.1.3 EBM Reviews—Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials, Cochrane Clinical

Answers
(AAY: 2023.4.10.)
1= No. Searches Cochrane
CHATSERY 1 (spasmodic OR laryngeal) adj2 dysphoni*.mp 70
SMAlE 2 exp botulinum toxins OR botulinum toxin*.mp 4,558
P&l 3 1AND 2 37
HE 37
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GHIO|E{H|O] A At ZA0] AMAI(H) H|Z
1 (("spasmodic dysphonia'[ALL])) AND 10 advanced
("botulinum"[ALL]) search
KoreaMed - -
9 (("laryngeal dysphonia"[ALL])) AND 0
("botulinum"[ALL])
1 spasmodic dysphonia AND botulinum 20
5 SO 2 laryngeal dysphonia AND botulinum 0
5t 0[5H=2H|0|Eft| 0|2 yngeal dysphon uiny 2yEee
(KMbase) 3 NO)AND BS3ks 3
4 LHZ0 AND HE2|E 9
1 spasmodic dysphonia AND botulinum 20
SimISstaTLe 2 laryngeal dysphonia AND botulinum 8 ’8)(;1:1:1*—'1
(RISS) 3 2Tl AND BS2ls 3 2UtaEs
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