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da Vinci® Si Surgical System, QIFO|EIE A0l 1o
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3 | da Vinci Xi Surgical System 14000 IrOIEE a0l | 2014-10-14
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4 | daVinci X Surgical System 154200 IrOIEE a9 | 2017-09-29
gieat oy MRZZ2oHR) | TEF

5 | daVinci SP Surgical S SP1098 CIrOIE= a9t | 2018-05-28
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* CTP code: 55866(Laparoscopy, surgical pros—
tatectomy, retropubic radical, including nerve
sparing, includes robotic assistance, when

o= - = AESIS(Eo performed)

* FUUERE(mastectomy)] g &Y 2
77t REoIH ARt 22 HA £59] 011} 25)
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CPT, current procedural terminology

* UPDATE: Caution when using robotically—assited surgical devices in mastectomy: FDA safety communication. US
FDA 2021.08.20., https://www.fda.gov/medical-devices/safety-communications/update—caution-robotically-assi
sted-surgical-devices—mastectomy-fda—-safety—communication
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5, 1987).
AUt A= i :
net et} 17 @A e85y S d3-da Al
1__11__]_-.__ 7@;(1]0].741,].%_ ]—q] H]—/\}}d X]E o] 1:,} ]_%;(—]z/\’ =X ‘_-‘1_ L}
83 A5 AASkL, oA FBXE Ko7t ERIEAY BAo] Shilo] °4x1
SF71AR1 AR A 25 H-8ot, AN A =2E 3ol SR oAU R Fet 52
SFA| Zok= AR H2- BAA T A =28 A 9t S 5, 2000)
Bz1o]z e Eo|E /A AR w2 2017 AFE 202187H4] Aot Skt 3RS Qg+
oH|-& ZHo| Hx} F7lok= FAIE e
B 1.7 XZLH StXt Y A5 0{H|E S
& 20174 20184 20194 20204 20214
BIRE () 17,421 19,975 22,034 21,945 23,262
QU HH|SZOH(HY) 47,326,990 59,361,887 64,440,311 71,790,350 79,462,958
EX: B2 E|H|0|E{7HEIA| A E]
1.3.1.2. Xf2@8e
A3 7E A2 2018 71 -yt FRI S IARIETF 7MY =2 Fo & AA Qi =8 HRIe R =
A58t A(human papilloma virus, HPV)2] o}&g el HPV-163F HPV-189] o] 3lo
AALEFA F2 HAXE D ARFFSHo g A di 1S E 5 AR AIA 84 E3 A2 g 5]
Qolo 7 AR} A Fol = HAA Ara-7d 2K premenopausal cervix), 735 7|8 (cervical sto
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ma), A& (vaginal fornix) ¥ ZHEEE9] 155 5] Qlth. XA Hoj= F 93} | 5QIR} 5 shLtE
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A ZRF HZA 0] HHE oF 30%50% FLoflA TEE A s HHIA Hol= F 10%25%7H]
HIEY AHHE 5, 2021).
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QUFTOH[SZAH(M) 111,899,633 124,517,419 127,015,987 131,182,614 137,357,789

EX: 102 8IH|0|E{7HEIA| AE]

1.3.1.3. A

HAQRE A AREO] 7HE 2 BRIFO & 20161 & dfiofl 1,204 0] HAQt o = APGStGith Ak
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NEC 2 HE A4 - 2O}
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H 1.9 HAG SR U QUF0lH|S B
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1= 20174 20184 20194 20204 20214
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QUFHHIEZHHY) 113,608,264 136,930,499 150,187,919 161,096,443 166,634,240
EX: BHO|ZEIH|0[ETHLUAIAH

AZLE2 71171 o/gelA 7 &5 FA 29 Wl L=, FHEES 20%014 BAE 40%7H]
Hu=w Qiok 578 A7 Yo7t Btel| wiet E49] 717 AR S ke 2= 3 8o g, 0]
ghi= 73971 50%00 BokAIRE H7 A o gollA AR A Es A1 A 40-50%F AAIRI 1/39
RN €7 Tt T T, €%, EY, WS AAE AL AR EF 59 ofg 7R ARRRIFRERI
TAE YoXItHAEEA &, 2012).

ArgUes2 T 9582 dol Jd= 7IRHAL E=A 3leH, 7H7] o4d9] 10~15%, d4
739] 25~40%CIH A WSS oL Atk As e Wik 2| 22| avkE SHiolsial a2 A7
HEES | Fsto] iRl 2giet A=A 2e Algdhe Aol S-83it. Exke] Yo, 34, 71 of 7]
e} A 21 2E 24sfor s A Al ge IA WA A=, e AR, 2l SRR e 5
A ol Fed Age B W As WSl BRE I AlAekaL siieha a0 MYgS A
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A 97 A, F 2719 92 L 44 ket
Sl A 7FE B Bk et
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o] golotH, A HAN TS Skt floitt. L2y Haseadt vl d o v @77 =231
AE717to] A, & F A ARGl Bal, ojghEo] w2 &0l ATHAEAl 5, 2012
Mukhopadhaya et al., 2008).
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1K AN B Y Hl a4z .
(BE) Yt =¥ RCT NRS H = ==
B
X225 DS #%OM e
X225 M712(OR 056, p = 0.03), X2
e 7IZKWMD -1.74, p < 0.0001),
04 ESZWMD —77.74, p ( .
7|E Say |
e 0.0001), 48 ZI4OR 0.25, p ¢ L ;X‘jﬂgz
o PN OOOO1>7 OOIo P dastROLE ZHHES oy
Wang 2017 "7 o 20 FEATE QA UASWMD 2 puas s
(2018) .04 5 [ 84.88, p 0.0001) S e AOE;
1”;9 Se v s =z 2RimuN mws DN TEOO
9% 8= 2r7i4(0R 0.52, p = 0.009 9), ol I
4% A}' xoﬂEF(WMD —33 03 p = =g
0.02), i = HeOR 0.34, p
= 0.03), &% £8(OR 0.18, p
= 0.03)0] RUSHH A3
T T
NS he 24 Ol &
= PES L ot
© (vs. H®) ZESE0M AR S, MV B
e SEE, Oy 2HY ZYYS, H YN 22
Park ] o] 2% S0l 2iaet 29| JhME B}
ooy NA E=Een 0 22 .« (v 2ZY) 2R42S0M WYY 2 20 J2i
THe 588 2% 2 $EE0| 24T F/443/4 =22F O 22
=2 45 S5 SHZIS 22 T XOL Y 459 ofFN U
4% A2 BI50 3t
st 222 L2
|01| SR 274
251K ke
Xz o+ (vs. BUZ) 2ELE00A 72
uper (0.46%, 95% CI 0.26~0.66), =

(G774 mL, 9% Cl EREPE2 JIE
38.29~77.20), JiE 222 Met  EHHED i

ooy O e 1 B 5% (RR 041, 95% C1 029-050), & YN =S
A0 3 S E3ES(RR 082, 95% Cl HeioLt H|2
=2g 0.72-0.93) W4 ZiABH AQHIE o
425 S'H £912($1746.20. 95% C
$63.37~$3429.03)
N o (vs. 243) 1—2%% ELJ 3-458 L4 Y
SUEEt AHE LUEOM Y 7 X0] N TRFHES
_ TR RS, MEll &AL Jh o 2R420 =
Albright 2014 ,%Afx 3 0 7%473* Az20| ﬂwl XodaF0-||A|-| MHEH 70175 ¢§§ £|n|
(2016) 0. _‘_ai 10 o= 7|'7(|'0| o-|o.|o %E i|‘0|§ EO|
A% o HIE, Eg, éu*9| 2 YEHOX| = 2 AUNE
104 oIt= = %=

Cl, Confidence Interval; OR, Odds Ratio; RR, Risk Ratio; VMVID, Weighted Mean Difference
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Yang 5(2021)9] A+= ST IEE5 BEA R A1 B4 o5, EE EX 559
WFH o] s FeAlRE 9, £8, QY7L S AL 2 AR 2HE AAZH
Fol ekt 202049 39 197H4] PubMed (Medline), Scopus, EMBASE, CNKI, WanFang
DATA, Cochrane Library2] FMA|EE &850 FS HAMGIAL, 11 23 F 493 +3
AEstoitt. 1882 47 et 25 X 719 Bludo|qly, 318 22 HX $&0
ALRINE Hgh gt Ao|qltt. 57 el 25 HE &4 SdF0] Ha b
o R A conversion)o] RO, tohE ZAAA|HoA = F 1 FY7E Aol7F §iSiTh.
AEAOE B HE $&o| 57 &0 vls| dF ATo|A= ool oyttt 7 Bar
TAFEC] T2 F7HA7F B astotal skl

Lawrie 5(2019)2 /g3 /32 233t Fo13} Adto] tsto] 7] & =& S22 B4 =& v 2%
HR 20] b 8IS metslr] Qs Aol E AlAY EaE A& 519l C

al Register of Controlled Trials, MEDLINE, EMBASEE 53l 20184 1€ 162474 HMSIA L,
ZF 129 9] T2l vl A E(Randomized controlled trial, RCT)& A BT AE1 3 9]
A a2 A dEE 8HT AZA1YE 3, ABUHISS o R AgdEsE 2 A3T5A7A
=2 A8 1Ho |9 AEE FA=9] HlEH A0 S5=0M =2 o= HUIE ST 2424
02 PN T A s AZEA 0G0 e B34 & tiv] 25 B &0| bdda} gt
2 2 B (certainty)°] YA, &2 QISH SO WAL 25 B et BN 40|
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Roh 520182 RCTUGE B2 23 B X B $&31 7|2 717 $-&8 ¥ 7ot} 198195
201697HA|9] T2 ARl o = et 7 et & eAlt O &
loss), 8 3l4(transfusion), A8-E(conversion rate), & & S, & S 2=
717t F FEv]8-Z B ASHATHE 1.11). F 27719 F2H908178 vl /A do] Ag= e
ARRQIT  7ARFEAE&(hysterectomy) 57, HAZFF&E(sacrocolpopexy) 24, <
1574 dEA&(cholecystectomy) 47, A7 EAE(colectomy) 471, P4 A%&(gastrointestinal
reconstruction) 171, Nissen fundoplication 57, 23&&3(rectal prolapse) 171), ¥k 0|5}t
S5AFAIEAE(adrenalectomy) 174, B A& (cystectomy) 174, A8 A& (nephrectomy) 17,
BAEAE(prostatectomy) 2711Z ZISIAL QI BR HE &2 F AT & &AL
T YT, Bl&olA 7]EpEo] s BRI S EFFoM = B X o] 7|EEET
15 A0S Holok B3t G S, o T 2 e TS AR e 2 RelRt Al |7t
o}, SHILEFEACIA A A AT A AEE] U7 7|ErEET B BE
e T o JfAE a3 ERIskuT.
Roh 5(2018) 2 HE &0] 2 H|Bo| = Bl oS ST F A 9] 7|& 5% ] BAIZ &
TR MBS Hol= Ay #7 QIloH A & FHTES 5078 80| ER KX el

Fo4spA ke,

el
&
D
4
3
2
@
o
o
o
S
A

lr_>fl_‘

A

QY

¥ 29 O, o
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NEC 2% Bx A2 - Hol}

H 1.11 Roh £(2018) H|EFEA 1}

a2 HAXl or OR [95% Cl] Heterogeneity(l?) P
Z SEA 16.81 [6.20, 27.42] 94% 0.002
& SEA 2 11.48 [0.62, 22.34] 92% 0.04
Z s 1.46 [1.05, 2.03] 26% 0.02
+& ZEHS 1,53 [0.82, 2.85) 0% 0.18
+& S S 1.43[0.54, 3.74] 68% 0.47
HI2 1,73 [0.95, 2.50] 95% {0.0001
oz sy -6.47 [-9.61, -3.34] 3% {0.0001
$331% 1.17 [0.44, 3.12] 24% 0.22
M -0.26 [-0.56, 0.04] 79% 0.09
HEXES -0.56 [-1.04, -0.09] 73% 0.02
HeE 0.74[0.47, 1.19] 26% 0.21
ANEN IS 0.25[0.07, 0.91] 24% 0.04

H[EoL 5015 AAA BATAS B A, 29, A, W, ¥ L 71AY, 7 9 AR,
B3 9 419 a3tete] thet 22 BE 540 dAbA QA Ul SRS W7
o] RQlTFIsel AEItol A 25 B Sl A b o] A WEF, 445 U ST WEE

Y o] Wkt A SO 4, T, A, SEAYY, 8 W] R3ko A

T=E=O0 XT=T HO 270
ERF A RRUOIN 2R HE pE2INE pE tiR] A, 82489, O, 8 SIRo] o Wetoyt
AN S WS o =0T ER e TEslo] VY ST =R HE g0l T Wglony:

o iz
S AZRe o Aolh, B 44 e 28 BE 540 S8 S BAHe] dastar

R0) u)o]o] Folg} 27 Tl LA I R B Lol et HH7}E oJ=lstol
Rola ool i B 540] YA R4 9 AHY 5ol iRt ek TAS Ao A B
4
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1. AN S0z

1.1 e

SR HZ 5220 ki Q a34e Brsh| 9iste] 4412 53 12(Systematic Review, SRIZ
Z=3y51 3t

>l'E',
r>~
o
off
1o
A=)
o,
o

AAA FH 2 dEES 2kl ol H}E*O PICOTS-SD, =84
elgict. Helst G 7 Ao] e SRS Thet Lo

) PRAHIP oA 2 HE Sgo] 7185 ] PYH R sty AEe
2) ‘PHRATALE 4 ER BE S40] 1854 tél YHHOE QST Tt
3) BPIGSF o4 ER BE 540 /1854 tél YHHOE QST HtA

nﬁ

Aol ARG HAol= PICOTS-SDE 2112 2/t 5 £:91915] AolE 714 LHsIHrHRE 2.1).
BlEAE 2 AR Ve AT Ao AFR S o Ee BEIEER st i 24t
A & QA AP UM A=t Aoz Atetglnt. 25 HE 50| Fo14-83 HElste] 39
=2lollA Hl%;ﬂ 3 EFoH= BAel tigt o177 7] Wiie] & Bl = HAdS HES A

Ao =7ieiet HAGRAAE 27| wiZo] =elofA sH FAIEt o=
HESHA] o= ﬁ 3hoict. gt 7Pt Aol A 2R Bz o] Foish A S 9ot A Ao
EAdZ st AR32 RCTE AASHAH.

[¢)
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NEC 2 HE A4 - 2O}

H 2.1 PICOTS-SD M|£ LiE

Patients (T4 2tXp) b g s olntlet U olnpElet ST EHES
Intervention (ZXIE) R HX &2
Comparators (HIWX|2H) 7= 2 =244 2=
- gHE E, 22, S RES
ULH MY - JiE 4= MBHconversion to open surgery)
- Mg 22 MY
“azs ~SaA - AR
- 2R - £ - £2%
- £ - 7|2t - X&7 1t
- X712t - &9 - SO IEHERE
Outcomes — 4to| x| - QA B3O X|EF 27 - siE.Q2 X0}
(ﬂﬂl_tq_)'g_ 20 = =20 3L 1o . T o
= = - =
= Yo g - HOH HRl - JMRIR
-&838k - QNS B2 USR8V R
- 7IEIE ARSAIZ - s
BH1Y HFUS
Time (FX7|71) A2 TR
Setting (M) HAX Zo0H

Study designs (B7R2&) RCT

1.3.1 29

=9 glo|EH|o]AE Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, Cochrane CENTRALZ ©|-85to] A|AA
20E Al F8 AMYeR THEE= HolEHolAE ZEISIGTHE 2.2). HAol= Ovid-
MedlineollA] AREE HMOIE 7|20 & 7} Akm o] £/ WA 47451912 ™ MeSH term, =2 4],
At AN 59 752 A 4s] S&oISlthAIA Q] M W HAAT = [F5 3]0 A5

H 2.2 =2 HX HIO|EH[0]A

=9 ¢ ZMH URL 4

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed

Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R) http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://www.thecochranelibrary.com
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) EAGAL 5719 HA] AR} glo]EfH]o] A9 KoreaMed, E‘Af‘ﬂ Zdlo]EfHo]A(KMbase),
SHISREA H(KISS), S n25h& HA(RISS), eH=itsl7| & H A A(NDSL)S o]-&sh3itt. AA
7R =9 A A] ARSSE AN HERS 7| H.0 2 5] =2 AR}, Ao So] X YE|R] k= o Eiﬂﬂ

]
0]2:0] 79 o} A5 44, 7k451510] ALBSHOM 2t Blo|efio] 0] BAe] Sho] GE Ul FE
s85t9ct

O_u

H 2.3 = HX+ MO H[0] A

= =3 g URL =4
KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/
O|EH=22 0|0 | E{H| 0| A ZA(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
SF 0|0 [EH| O] A HA(KISS) http://kiss.kstudy.com/
StEussEEEA(RISS) http://www.riss.kr/
7 |SHEESAH|A http://www.ndsl.kr/

ERMAS AN BE EHE0] o) T 50 B Sxa 0w Sasiolr. 13 e HhA 3ol

L AET 258 dEslel & Ao dyAlel Beido) itk s 5—1% SR, 25 A

HiiA TgollAls 2FoA TEtA| B2 w2l AES HESI] Aol gt £ A7 IR0 e =

HeHSISEE, o BRI} 12 B9 A 34 A U A9i91s HIS 9424_%1;21% ol E s,
o] X2 el 2l v

H 2.4 FA9 {8 S HIK| 7|E

ME{7|Z(inclusion criteria) Hi&I7|E(exclusion criteria)
. X pslells OtAMEHO| 7RI OFA—H:IO S o
AZION oIt SRCIETOINEE, SUTUUTE B L oyt oy o170} ofl BR(SBOIT T FMRIT)
|_" 7| ) EH i Ol' 0:1? _ . gl_jj_l_o_l _|:E|_ 010'|§ |'E|X| oro =g
. 2RERAAIIE AaEER A9gmaen | SA0EES He

SERIH QLA o= e

] k gzxma =XT
+ otz E= g0z e g7 =e

1.5 HISE?E Yot

9] A-EA 7T FA A B L AGA S Aeste] B BlEH YN T2 Cochrane?] Risk of Bias
(RoB) W7He+-E o]-&sto] W7okt Higgins 5, 2011). 291 A= 249 w4l A34,
v A 28], A HoiRt d AAte] digh =71, ZAabg7tel digh w7, E5ES AAks, A4
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NEC 2 HE A4 - 2O}

A3 53, epAS 9EsR TR AT A 7] RS Bkt 22l o) e
2/53H4 0] 3711 el W7hE 5 o] glom, Tl W7k akEol ek AR SRk gL 71
of9I] Shot Wtap] of el 9T B = WALt HIEY 9ol AL Ao Bowd we o
Botskct

H 2.5 HZEY 7t =7 (Risk of Bias, RoB)

_ m7
HIZE 8 Lyl o_'l'

DRI M A-H(Sequence generation)
. . T
MEH H|=2I(Selection bias) B AL

Hi &2 (Allocation concealment)
A3l H|E-(Performance bias) =78 a&(Blinding of participants, personnel) wEY
Z12ol H|E8(Detection bias)  Z1t W10 Cist =712) £8(Blinding of outcome assessment) 221/
£r2f H|E 3 (Attrition bias) E24H5 ZWXZ (Incomplete outcome data) 'S
2711 H[EZ(Reporting bias) MEHE At 1(Selective outcome reporting)
7|E} HIEE&(Other bias) Industrial funding

1.6 XI2x&

AP A AR S A4S TSt} ] B SH 02 4RAEE S,
WL SAH R ARFE PO me BRS T ¥ OE & 39 Wt 359
SY40 FESHY, T B/ AR A ol o] SIS stk AR 97 2
e 39 AT 819)2 Fo) ojste] Felstelnh

ARFEYIS BIPPES T T, £901S Bole] % YU F0 ARTFE ol
PICOS E3I3 -8 YubAHg, 74 DB, 28 Ael/olA] 71, At 2 A&, S B7h A7)

g

u o

ruEm

w10

=

A7}

A2 FA B4(quantitative analysis)©] 7Fsd 745 ¥ B (HEREA)S =301, B/

739 A& AE(qualitative review) WS 283513

BHNFHA = o] & Wgoll= Risk ratio (RR)E A5 o] ¢ TR Sl WE-34
%(Mantel Haenszel method)}& AF&3H M@ 72 3 (random effect model) 2.2 A5t o

&8 W 715 HatAlo](weighted mean difference, WMD)Q} #5258 1#210](standardized mea

n difference, SMD)Z AF&5191a, HEFa vt g o g BASITT

HEHEY A, o] A d(heterogeneity)°l thet T2 -4 Al 0 2 < (forest plot)& &RlstaL
Cochrane Q statistic(p<0.10 € 45 542 |94 Td7|E0 2 7153} 12 statistice ARg}H0]
B EA A o] AL w5l I B4 50% oY A5 AA|F 07 oA o] Qlrkal 7153t
%= 912 B 2 (Higgins et al., 2008) & ATolAE o1& 7|20 2 £4 7 5413 o] A4S wetstoirt.

=



S 242 RevMan 5,32 01 §3te], 234 313} Ho]o] BAA 43S R4 5%0lA] WRISIgIC

1.8 ZHFELIIX BELE

& G714 =883t A A1 A £ 0@ Ak A 4252 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation (GRADE) & B0 2 715 ci 7Y &, 2011). ZXA R F8®
= ER EX E A998 99 5 oid A8 AP B7eka AA 4919304 olE T
AEs] ZAsIelt) HIZFANE <, 547490 U2 2% S EE 186 = ¢gtey
GRADE B7}= vl 254 ol we} Uro] 43451t

2. #i1sw 23

=27 H7 e slolA 2918]0] 48 9 AE A 125t 2T AE At & 2T AL
sEE AR

B 26 #1052 MA H ZY

fent== 29
Hgt LISl AN oI SO 27t SR6tL, 1 2 BielE 2 S8l 1
(recommendation) | SIS Mf =L &t HE0IA Sl Q=7|&2 AH8S Mg
S HOE IS YA gt 20kgel A 3 T 9 WIS 5SS SENOR 12oiRis I
(conditional Q& AEO[LE 7HX[0f m2F Bl YA 40| HEHE 4= U0 aiY Q=7 |&9 M
recommendation) S X5t B2 HgtHoz AHst
HIGHK| eiE I 2| UMN oMM kol 2 3 T 2| WItE S2 SEECE 1H5IS I
(not recommended) | =W & A=A SHY Q27|=2 ALES HIISHK| 5
) I 2| QAR ot -t s?T‘-HJ SO CHal e e7F BESIH U Y 20
=255 M alig 2=7 |52 A0 thet A11Ss 28 + 8ls
(insufficient) X 25ECE MOZAF0| H Y=7|&0 Ueihs =5E2= AHH AIRet F5EX(0) oY
SHME AQIoH AHEN 7|&S & /US
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==| DB

- MEDLIME (n=21 832

- EMBASE {n=2§ 230)

- Cochrane Librsry (n=750)

- Kaorealled (n=g08} -
- KISS {n 482)
- RISZn=2821)

=T
KMBRASE (n=558)
- MDSL (n=571

T
172 o et =
(n=52,177)
| - H= e FuHEES (=300
" - m=Am =251
22}l bl T =

(== ZE R =+ 12.477)

r=12327)
- 7= &0t 8|2EE) wE H2in=4 757)
- AL HElst FT| RS Sl Hn=320)

* - B|nEA7okd BT 504

- RCTFtOHS BRn=274)

- B2 I ST B =)
- BIFh Chet BT obd E2in =422)

- HFE7H O HRn=225)

- E={n=17)

- H2 25 Z7Hn=30

- 2laf 2H(n=33)

- AT HBIE 20| Oh H2in=1 438)

- AT HEIS TR e BT OR E2(r=210)
- ERERead UHESE S @HIET O B2

M9 Bl in=4d)

47| 2ireg)

- B|?| 274

R Lk

ZE He] 25 (n=43)

- Ti, 7R W E

O ZEaR =31

¥

Spiat M 22 (n=18)
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7o £3heE 312 & 9H(Narducci et al., 2020; Lundin et al., 2019; Luo et al., 2018; Salehi
et al., 2019; Salehi et al., 2018; Silva et al., 2018; Salehi et al., 2017; Maenpéai et al., 2016;
Somashekhar et al., 2014)°]3ic}.

ZHE B X SRS £ w332 5H(Lundin et al., 2019; Salehi et al., 2019, 2018, 2017:
Somashekhar et al., 2014)°2]%13, ©]= Salehi (2019, 2018, 2017)%] £3-& RASHEC
(Robot-Assisted Surgery for High-Risk Endometrial Cancer) Q4AIS 215 WSt 230z
gRI=lo] & 5H 23 371 A4 AHstleh. 547 =) Bl w et 32 4H(Narducci et al.,
2020; Luo et al., 2018; Silva et al., 2018; Méenpa et al., 2016) 2.2 ERI=]Q]c}. o]0 & g 7}of A
AEgt A= 770(9%H)
7We St Bl Rt wR10] AT AR B A RIS EE ERIE A, B i) Bl wRt 319
ﬂ:r”ﬂ*o} A= A jutel AFZ 75t WYAQRS: :atst Kot} o 1H(Narducci et al., 2020), AF745-
¢t 198 (Luo et al., 2018), A HEI 2H(Silva et al., 2018; Mienpii et al., 2016)°] 1= ALt
AEFZAAoN 2R HE a2 EELXV]‘%’“ SE(Hnd AAIE o= 49, EE BE 39
1 St 9od ARls, 2R HR A&7 SFHES(ISI(H)- A3 HEA A S
R A+, &7 ]Zc‘?—oc}ﬂ%%“}o A3t A= IS
I 9HO] FE 247} 20149 7E 20201 Afo] S 23 0= 3 A HldA = 507~362
7R gttt A58 w7k A9 49, QI Hepd, AE, S, I 247 1Ho| Qi

OP3RQLIIRo] T3t 23 B o] AT AT Tkt
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o
CHALXLS S = X
aw  amy AUV gy MO e +£9 3
(BHAE) (87] 22 MR HEs& 2(n) H @ 4&(n) 71
BEHX 22 vs. NS &
At Lyaret
_ . (stage | endometrial cancer, - A2MES, ~ ~
1 Lundin(2019) AQHE endometrioid - ORI RBARRS 22 EX 42(25) INE $&(25) 63
adenocarcinoma, grade 1 or 2)
2.
2 Selehi(2019) - RETEE 2% 9E 4509 227 2509 A
RASHEC trial : NI BT T SERANSHHAANS HHx A B AL o
3 Salehi(2018) AQ|el reHime - 3l ARkt HES(Pelvic 2R BZ +3(56) =48 +&(67) 1274
(FIGO | -1l stage high risk) ;
. and infrarenal
4 Salehi(2017) paraaortic) 2 ZH A7 2R HX 23(48) 244 25(48) 30¢
KI=ZLHaror - PSEPN
5 ~ Somashekhar(2014) QI kil e 28 HE £2(25) Tz 24(25) -
( LH BAS o—== '“E
B2 HX S vs. SUE &
=a EREX 25(176) =28 £2(193) o
’ Nordoea2020) mEA ol Ssee ~ R2Uerel99) ~X=2uEiel(107) 2t
- =L - =ZXA _|’< = _?é
areuee (B2, RPN, wad) S ET - RZARA(70) - X ARA(e7) Ay
====A= - HARH(7) - H2e4(5) =T
X740t _ _
7 - Luo(2018) 3= (o%‘jg;;)' - XN AEHES 2R HX 22(30) 224 +2(30) 24044
A RZUferes - B4t 2 OjSUSt YDHHS 4 -
8 : Siva(2019)  Eak il RanaistEREENE 288X 25(12) =27 4203) :
NSRS - YBNSUHAEHS
9 - Méaenpaa(2016) HHE (grad ?_‘:é) - @O 22 HX 22(50) =248 £5(49) -
grace - R2xEa

RASHEC(Robot-Assisted Surgery for High-Risk Endometrial Cancer
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NEC/\ =zzgpzaz-som

-_—

2.2, HISYAS W7} 2w

H grlo| A= 7709 A-HRASHEC trial; Narducci et al., 2020; Lundin et al., 2019; Luo et al.,
2018; Silva et al., 2018; Mienpéd et al., 2016; Somashekhar et al., 2014)°] thsto] Risk of bias
(RoB) =75 ARE-sto] HIEH S B7HE 3513l

F2R91 8l A2t ulgea] 2ul= 671 AtollA] e TR IS ARSI eAE AL, 291E
AR F IS et B arsto] HIEY S W50 = Brlekeit) 17] A7 (Somashekhar et
al., 2014)= Awo] glo] ESHAE Hrlsioitt.

AR AR =7t A olF: %E S Aldska T B gt A-H(Luo et al., 2018)= HIEH
ol I = BrIslgirh. =+ B w72 AT 5= flQlthal 2 470 3-H(Narducci et al., 2020;
Lundin et al., 2019, Mienpéi et al 2016, RASHEC trial)= HlEE¥o] =302 H7lolaL
TAIA Aol 8l 171 A74Somashekhar et al., 2014)= 4= F7I5IAH.

A3 24 9] =7H2 1719 A-++(Narducci et al., 2020)914 S3A7T &
5191, TR 2719 Oq:rL(Lundm et al., 2019; Mienpé et al., 2016)°14= =7 F& Al¥s1A] Qtctar
SIAIRE, e&olete SAH Y] B4 A7 iAo =7telel 7%t &
AR EY A 1_"4 A o= w71 o 77 Aol JRkE rIX|A] okE A o= wdslo] B

502 BRI, 0 ARG D)= =20F IS o] 5 0 A HRI 419 A Hargt
£32 Ludin 5(2019)9] £ 2= gRI=3Ich

Q] B A= T w9 ASX|7H Aol FFE RIAIA] Sh=Thal wste] B30 ® B,
B AHE = F A 2R AP0 Foizl TR EFo| EAfstal AlgH AiE Histe] Ygo =
B7Fknt. 71er HIEE 9199 739 9zt X]%QE 37t 93\%13 A1l

Random sequence generation (selection bias) _:I

Allocation concealment (selection bias) _:I

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) _:_

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias): Objective doutomes _
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias): Subjective outcomes _
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) _

Selective reporting (reporting bias) _

otervios NN |

0% 25% 50% 75%  100%

‘ .Low risk of hias |:|Unclearrisk of hias .High risk of bias ‘

7 3.2 [otgRolabet] HIEY igHa
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e S ulBlo] 2 W 0] QRIS PABGEFRE 545 A 7ol e 1A s,
55% WIZ, $2T WIDT N 252 4% AU FSAL, e BIT ATE

AN AzUiEete Vo 22 B a7 ead vt A7 371GH) A

AES2 3719 Aol Harsigint o] F AA 52 270 d-+HLundin et al., 2019; RASHEC
trial (Salehi et al., 2019))°14 B8t =& 5 52 1719] AHRASHEC trial (Salehi et
al., 2017)), &% 32 2719] A-HRASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2018, 2017); Somashekhar
et al., 2014)°4] EA15FAT

A P2 o dT-G A3t oA dHg- o & B skt Ludin 5(2019)2] AollA= St
U775 8% (2/25), 21% (5/24), 6573 24% (6/25), 42% (10/24)
AR HISH T F ZE A7 YI9tH(p=0.25, p=0.19). RASHEC trial ¥7tollA] H1gh 19
A

by
A7 4748 oARES AT, HITE 217 14.6% (7/48), 8.4% (4/48)0.2 5 27k Aol7} Qlgick

RASHEC trial AolA B3t &9 32 SA Bl 22 2.1% (1/48), 8.4% (4/48)E &
27 AL17E GIATHp=0.36). &% P52 TAE, vl ZH A2 52 7.2% (4/56), 8.8%
(5/57)0] WA, ShEF oA 242 22.9% (11/48), 33.4% (16/48)°] TAY5HATE. Somashekhar
5(2014) Aollxt= SAelA =8 TS0 WAYsHA] tar, vlmtellA 20% (5/26)7F 85t R ARt
T 22 2ol= fltH(p=0.05). vt TS F o EFollA] TAYoHA] ettt

_‘
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o=l M H|
el He  #y  EW s = o
(EHAE) 2 N A Total Beet % Total Bent %  value

Lundin xm  OMMS mMRE 25 2 80 24 5 210 0%

(2019) LHae ople 6= 25 6 240 24 10 420 019

Salehi X2 a2t

RASHECtHial 00 ooy opme? 18 48 7 146 48 4 84 O
+85 295
RASHECHal oo 1S, omme - 438 1 21 48 4 84 036
F23 2835
AlZI5}
Soh o ooy - 86 4 71 57 5 88 -
RASHEC trial (2018, X%f‘ EES)
2017) Lyares = 30U0/L4 48 11 229 48 16 333 -
E)
(major? - 25 0 00 25 5 200 0.5
Somashekhar NS EES
(2014) Lt Zogt
(minor)” - 25 0 00 25 0 00 100
e

1) Serious adverse events

2) Clavien-Dindo classification grade =3

3) Vaginal cuff dehiscence, cuff cellulitis or pelvic abscess, deep-vein thrombosis, pulmonary embolus,
myocardial infarction, and bacteremia.

4) Urinary tract infection, wound infection, and ileus.

RASHEC, High-Risk Endometrial Cancer

i S F 3709 A7 (Lundin et al., 2019; RASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2019, 2017):
Somashekhar et al., 2014)°ll4] B35}t RASHEC trial Aol A= AFS-S Tt Lol A] BEAYSTA]
UL, Bp= SN, v, 242 10.4% (5/48), 16.7% (8/48)°] HAYSIAAIRT T w7t -7-2] gt 2o 7}
UAHP=0.39). Ludin 5(2019)9] AolM= SATANA AJAFZE0] TSR] LkAIE,
H| ol A= 25% (6/24) 'DAYSHAATE. ApAIRE W8~ ofefie} 2t

H 3.3 [QFR0I0 S T SEE: 22 BE 42 vs HE 44
o1 _ =X H| !
;11{?/ M g 3B = z P~
(EmeE) et AX™  Total Bvenit % Total Bent %  value
Lundin =2 ey UM 25 0 0.0 24 1 4.2 -
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NEC

o1 _ =7 H|w
gx‘?/ NIF AmxE oo . z p=
(EmeE) et = Al®  Total Bvent % Total Bent %  value
X|Z0toHHA 25 1 40 24 2 83 -
7| Y| AFEEELOR 25 0 0.0 24 1 4.2 -
EES 25 0 00 24 1 4.2 -
FEFC R
oxig 25 0 00 24 1 42 -
Liatot .
(2019) Heres &8 25 0 00 24 1 4.2 -
AN 25 0 00 24 6 250 -
[eEPT] - 25 2 80 24 3 12,5 -
| B 25 0 0.0 24 2 8.3 -
§3/414s 25 5 200 24 1 472 -
RAS  Salehi o AL 1A 48 0 00 48 0 0.0 -
HEC (2018, Ljoro 24 1A 48 5 104 48 8 16.7 0.39
trial ~ 2017) e +8 = 48 0 00 48 1 2.1 -
HEPWAM 285 25 1 40 25 0 00 1.00
ot U _
Somashekhar A= X s TET 25 0 0.0 25 8 12.0
(2014) Lhefet MXEQIEE &% 26 0 0.0 25 1 4.0 -
[ A 0 00 25 1 4.0 -
>3 +=5 48 0 00 48 1 2.1 -

RASHEC, Robot-Assisted Surgery for High-Risk Endometrial Cancer

-

2.3.1.2. = & He

Lundin 5(2019)2 23 B2 54704 65 o] 742 4w 1TH A X) Qotehar B asigic

XX} HE = p-
(Emar) e 77T Total  Bent % Total  Bwent % value
i N
oot sy 6RO 5 0 00 NA -

NA, Not applicable

2.3.1.3. MY

A YL RASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2017; 2019) AF-o|lA H115}9ict & T 1d A|HL SR+
14.6% (7/48), ¥l 12.5% (6/48)°1 A A J o] st H 1L, &5 Al-oll= SR 6.3% (3/48),
H| W 10.4% (5/48)01 4 ARSI 23 HE &2 /& $&3) v W el 523t 2fo] 7 giit.
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- =X H|
15y/ XX} Mg =3 M lat .
(EmelT) gt AI¥  Total Bwent %  Total Bvent % value
. X2 g
RASHEC Szaéeg Ljarer 14 48 7 14.6 48 6 125 1.00
trial (2019, A= e
2017) Ljaror =2 B 3 6.3 48 5 104 -

2.3.21. 43S

HISL Fa3iEH &5 A 7|7 s A4 S, Fe5 THS, e gudoe=z
7FoleoH, 22 B X $E7 B4 $468 v wot 7= & 47(Narducci et al., 2020; Silva et
al., 2018; Lou et al., 2018; Mienpéi et al., 2016) T}

ol o

4Ho] AFoN 25 BHx o] A S AL 14.3~36%= HFdHA L, 2
4.7~24.5%% BB B 220]| 4] BbA 2ol A KT} 3PEZ dhio] o WokR|al = 27} 905} jol=
. 1719 A7HNarducci et al. 2020941 &5 FHTO) 25 B $E014 8.5% (15/176)%
A7 7E(3.7%, 7/192) Tt fol5H o wo] $Aet Ao = B st p=0.049). +&F
TS 2R HE &2 4.6~36%, 4378 752 3.7~30.7%= F+ o2 793t Alol= Uit

r[r

H 3.6 [gRQInEE] +55 HES 2R EX 2 vs STE 2

=
= 2t SX Hlw p-
&l B

XXt A
(EHAE) st X Total  BEvent % Total  Bent % value
A BHHS
. —

N(azr(‘)j;gf' t,ojﬂo, 176 49 278 192 41 21.4 -
. —
D N R § 191 43 8§ 186 096
i ZAdle
(ng% Raee S 4 6 143 43 2 47 -
'Vg%q%?a Ao - 50 18 360 49 12 245 0275
283 895

i
S 176 15 85 192 7 37 0049

T =)
'Vg%q%‘;a Rr2Lpoier 50 0 00 49 4 82 056
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XX} Mg Zat X Hlw p-
(STAT) st XE  Total Bent % Total Beent % value
. =%
245 gus o
084 34 193 192 32 16.7 -
Narducci HH| O|LH ) :
=o|gjot ol
(2020) Telae %?If% 176 8 46 192 7 3.7 -
(ZLO‘}“@ X2HEY 225 30 4 133 30 1 367  0.037
'\g%?%?a MR 425 50 18 360 49 10 204 0085

1) vaginal cuff dehiscence, cuff cellulitis or pelvic abscess, deep-vein thrombosis, pulmonary embolus,
myocardial infarction, and bacteremia.
2) urinary tract infection, wound infection, and ileus.

1) e H3

7iE TS F 4719] A-+(Narducci et al., 2020; Lou et al., 2018; Silva et al., 2018; Mienpid
et al., 2018)°14 Harotth AP Lou 5(2018)2] oA e 25 BX &, B34 & 44
3.3% (1/30), 6.7% (2/30) TA5FALL, Silva 5(2018)°lA= 22t 2.4% (1/42), 2.3% (1/43)
WAYSIF O, w2t Ale] 7} gI3ith. Maenpéa 5(2016)9] Aol 7 o oA ARgo] EAYSHA]
LAUTH AFE A H 0]9] s PR A, WEEY, 25 S0l TSR, FeFle

(]
A, AT, A9, migol] So] LS. AbAlet Y82 oot Aot

H 3.7 [e20Intalet] /Y §tHE: 22 HX 2 vs B4E 2

A A zm =y SH il 5
(Emor) Zst g A™ Total Bett % Tota Bet % value

48 - 176 11 63 192 8 42 -

z3 - 176 15 85 192 5 26 -

XA 22E 176 1 06 192 0 00 03

PaLe] Ly == 176 6 34 192 15 78 -

Narducci HI_OIE} b e ZOH ' '

(20200 T SEAN 225 176 7 40 192 6 31 066
= 2 176 9 5.1 192 10 52 097

AR 176 11 63 192 10 52 067
St ~2Z 176 2 11 192 0 00 014

225 176 18 90 192 14 70 053

At 30 1 3.3 30 2 6.7 1
T 30 2 67 30 3 100 1.00
AR 30 2 67 30 5 167 0421

H[ e &0 30 1 33 30 3 100 -

Lou po=) LA 30 0 00 30 0 00 -

(2018) PaL A L85 30 0 0.0 30 0 0.0 -

e 30 0 00 30 0 00 -
e 30 1 33 30 3 100 0605

AR 30 0 00 30 0 00 -

LE 30 0 00 30 0 00 -
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M M® o#Zm =% B A o
(BHAE) Zgt P ANH Total Bett % Total Bent % value
=3 30 0 00 30 o 00 -
A 42 1 24 43 1 23 -
CHEY 24 42 3 71 43 3 70 -
Al NN
iﬂﬁf 55 42 3 71 M@ 100 -
HARNZ 24 42 1 24 43 2 47 -
Silva A2 HEEUAM 42 1 24 43 0o 00 -
(2018)  Ufait  uE opA 42 1 24 43 2 4.7 -
B 42 1 24 43 1 23 -
P 42 2 48 43 0o 00 -
XS5 42 1 24 43 0o 00 -
Z7ZO| Hoty 42 1 24 43 0o 00 -
s 42 0 00 43 1 23 -
Ay - 50 0 00 49 0o 00 -
S MTE - 50 0 00 49 0o 00 -
+3 50 6 120 49 2 41 0269
Y 50 0 00 49 1 20 -
AN 42E B0 0 00 49 1 20 -
Mienpia X2l _ SS9H 50 0 00 49 1 20 -
(2016) aret T reng=} 50 2 4.0 49 0 0.0 -
AAEE 50 3 60 49 1 20 -
QA 50 0 00 49 2 41 -
2 225 50 20 400 49 12 245 -
AnEz 50 1 20 49 0o 00 -
ez 50 1 20 49 000 -
2.32.2. 2 42 22 227 +2 M

OMIFRITESS o E R HX $&d B4 a4 Vi e AeE Bt 22
38 (Narducci et al., 2020; Silva et al., 2018; Mienpai et al., 2016)°]Q 1, 2 HE 542 0~5.7%,
B3 a2 4.7~10.2%7t HASHIA R T 2 25k 2po| 7} glitt

B a2 o] ke H gk E3-2 1H(Narducci et al., 2020)°14] 1769 25 HX & 3k}
% 2%8(1.14%)7F B34 e& Agsllrtal Huskgich

H 3.8 [AHEQINES IS 2 E2 S0 229 ML E2 HX = vs ELUE o=
XXt Mg S H|m p-
(EMein) =15} Total  Bwent % Total  Bwent % value

HE 22 M
Narducm (2020) A 2Qlatef 176 10 5.7 192 10 5.2 -

Silva (2018) e, 42 1 2.4 43 2 4.7 0.31

Méenpaz (2016) Xr2Lpare 50 0 0.0 49 5 10.2 0.09
=43 s Hd

Narducci (2020) & FOIMer 176 2 1.1 NA NA NA NA
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NEC 2% Bx A2 - Hol}

241, 2R HX 220 1= 29 H|W

2E BZpE0] gIALS /R $43) 8] 78 A= & 370(5H)(Lundin et al., 2019; RASHEC trial
(Salehi et al., 2017, 2018); Somashekhar et al., 2014)& Y28, &7 235 Y77 419
2, Yo AAFE FrFAct JAARRITASo)A JiE &3} Bl oA A2, S5 E, 7HEH

ARGAIRE B 32 I

2.41.1. F2AZHE)

e &) vlaste] 25 B $50] £EA7R 3719] A-HLundin et al., 2019; RASHEC trial
(Salehi et al., 2017, 2018); Somashekhar et al., 2014)°l4 B35} 34 7155 2709] A+15
HlERE AR 23 25 Hx el eAite] 7iE eaREnt AATHSMD 0.86+, 95% CI1-0.56~1.17,
p<0.00001, = 0%). 0]2] th2 1712 AFolA T 25 B $250] SEAzlo] 7HE o] uls] F-2J51A
ZAAHp<0.001).

H 3.9 [4R01E8] 22A17HE): 2R BX $2 vs 2 22
o7 22 At Bl B[ ol
ML) Total mean range Total median range prvaiue
Lundin(2019)" 25 70 48~125 24 56 41~104  0.048
RASHEC Salehi B
il o018) 56 229 46 57 183 50
Somashekhar(2014) 25 188.3? - 25 122.3? - {0.001

1) HEFEAoA = median(range)S mean(SD) HEgES AHB3SHEA: https://playl158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)
Lundin(2019): 1 81(21.99), C 67(18.19)

2) B+t
=M Hind Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl V. Random, 95% CI
Lunding2019) 81 21.399 25 67 18149 54 359.0% 0.72[023,1.21] —&
The RASHE trial 229 16 A6 183 a0 A7 B1.0% 0.95 [0.56, 1.34] :
Total {95% CI) a1 111 100.0% 0.86 [0.56, 1.17] ‘
, , , ,

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*=0.52, df=1 P =047 F=0%
Testfor overall effect; £=5.94 (P = 0.00001)

2 1] 2 4

B -
Favours [EM] Favours [H| 1]

O 3.4 [AGRANES] A2k 2R EX & vs M5 2, 18
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2.4.1.2. 2€8(ml)

718 &3} v wste] S8 B3 A= 370(Ludin et al., 2019; RASHEC trial (Salehi et al.,

2018); Somashekhar et al., 2014)Ft}. T4 713 2709] A5 HEREASH A 25 B R &3}
7hE S2&7toll E 8ol 2lo] 7k GIYTHMD -132.14ml, 95% CI-332.05~67.78, p=0.20, I* = 99%

). T 1711 93-KSomashekhar et al., 201404 = 232 B $e&0fl4 EFo] 7 & Hls) F-25H

5 @otH(p<0.001).

H 310 [gR0latElst] £ (ml): 22 & vs M8 =&
oy =2 XX} S Hlw - val
(BHaAE) Total median range Total median range p~ value
Lund|n1)(2019) 25 50 20~150 24 50 10~250 0.68
RASHEC  Salehi
trial) (2018) 48 78 20~300 48 200 50~850 <0.001
Somashekhar 2) B 2 _
(2014) 25 81.28 25 234 (0.001
1) HlEREAollA= median(range)& mean(SD) HEHgEE AFEEHEA: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)

Lundin(2019): I 73.33(37.13), C 103.33(50. o)
RASHEC trial: I 132.67(50.0), C 366.67(50.0)

2) Bt
=M Himd Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random, 95% CI IV. Random, 95% CI
Lundin{2019) 7333 3713 25 10333 a0 24 499% -30.00 [-54.74, -5.26]
The RASHEC trial 132,66 a0 48 36666 a0 48 501% -234.00[-254.00,-214.00] u
Total (95% Cl) 73 72 100.0% -13214[-332.05,67.78]
ity: Tau== | Chif= = F= : : . : :
?;;?;Ergs\r:;rlz.l 1;;20522961?2.026;3% 2—01 57.95, df=1 (P = 0.00001); F=99% _EnD 20 b 2&0 500
-Z=1.30(P=020) Favours [Z7H] Favours [HI W]
= = - AN AN A
J3 35 [ddgelntdet] S8 2R BEX S5 vs ME 5, 218

2.4.1.3. THH7IZHY)

71 &t vl wste] Y717 Hagt A= 37H(Ludin et al., 2019; RASHEC trial (Salehi et al.,

2017); Somashekhar et al., 2014)tt. T4 7Fs8t 2709] A5 HEREASH 2 25 H R &9]
A L717to] jE &R AJITHMD -3.31%, 95% CI-3.75~2.87, p<0.00001, I* = 0% ). T 171
A-L(Somashekhar et al., 2014)°AE 25 HZ $L&oA A L7|7to] §-o5H] ZATHp<0.001).
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X A H AA

B 3.11 [YdRQlaast] Ma7|ZHY): ER BX 5 vs s 5
ol =2 XX} X H| — value
(ETarr) Total median range Total median range p~ valu
Lundin(2019)1) 25 2.2 1.3~2.5 24 2.1 0.4~10.4 0.16
RASHEC  Salehi
trial” (2017) 48 2 1~b 48 5 4~9 <0.001
Somashekhar 2 ~ 2) _
(2014) 25 1.94 438 5.54 <0.001
1) HEREA 0]l A= median(range)2 mean(SD) ¥3Hgk2 AM8SHEA: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)

Lundin(2019): 1 2.0(0.29), C 4.3(7.41)
RASHEC trial: I 2.67(0.98), C 6.0(1.23)
2) B

M Hiw? Mean Difference

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Lundin{2013) 2 029 25 43 7.4 24 23%  -2.30[5.27 067 ~

The RASHEC trial 267 098 48 6 1.23 48 978%  -3.33[3.77,-2.89) .

Total (95% CI) 73 72 100.0% -3.31[-3.75,-2.87] L ]

Heterageneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 045 df=1 {P=04503 F=0%
Testfor overall effect £=14.73 (P = 0.00001)

ITMRISH Y7 |2k B2 BHE 42 vs Y

hal

O 3.6 [ofgsel

2414, 49 %

=

-a I} a
Favours [EM] Favours [HI W]

=&, =18

49 A2 1709 A-~(Lundin et al., 2019)°|4] R 15}t EQ-5DE A HZ

& =&t v Wt
H7IAol= 0-4Q Aol T 2728t Zfo]7F gl L, 5-42U Aol A= 715 =& H]o 22X Hx
—’F%——rmﬂ/ﬂ o U2 4o S —’SPMEKMO.OD. SF-362 H7FA|ofl= 42 o] FA[-of|A 2R H X
Feit NE S 47 AAA 99 44.7+ 9.98, 41.1+ 11.33, BAA A9 53.247.6%,
50.8J_r8.4§g§ oIt }Ol Feiict.
B 3.12 [YHEQIES] 4o & 22 BEX 5 vs 2 5
(Emeir) B AH Total mean SD Total mean SD value
o 25 447 99 24 41 13 -
Lundin _ 0l
2019 o 25 532 76 24 508 84 -
EQ-5D 0-4¢ 25 - - 24 - - 0.06
health index = 5-42¢Y 25 - - 24 - - {0.01

EQ-5D, EuroQol five dimension scale; SD, Standard deviation
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2.4.1.5. EoH il

I GA|5E HsE A= 2709 AGHRASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2017); Somashekhar et al.,
2014)%ct. 17] A7HRASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2017)°ll4 B1gt {4 A2 GAG7t 2 HE
FE2 Hd 42115970, 7hE &2 it 50118.872 BZE EHX £&oA A5 & gy
] A 3(p<0.001), &+ 17] A-HSomashekhar et al., 2014)°4= 25 B X &3} 7]E 8719
oIt Ato| 7} gl

4 Yl AAGRASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2017))& 25 HE &2 B 22+8.170, /& &
B 2810702 2R HX $Eo4 HE & o] ¥ AH313(p<0.001), e FH ¥
AAGRASHEC trial (Salehi et al., 2018); Somashekhar et al., 20142 5 w7 -F-2Jgk 20| 7} 19

H 313 [Ag8Qlutael] O™ A4 22 BX = vs 8 2
SMALT) == Total mean SD Total  mean SD value
My 2oH My
RASHEC  Salehi o
trial (2017) NPl B 48 42 15.9 48 50 18.8 <0.001
Somashekhar oot _ _
(2014) NP B 25 30.56 25 27.6 0.071
20 anE gAs
RASHEC  Salehi o
trial (2017) NPl B 48 22 8.1 48 28 10 <0.001
S 58 20y Za
RASHEC Salehi
LHOFOF
rrial 2017) AZLieret 48 20 9.6 48 22 11 0.45
Someshekher oot D) _ D) _
(2014) A=uaret 25 8.4 25 9 NS

1) median; Not significant, NS; Standard deviation, SD
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242 2R HX i 24 29 Hu
E47 &7 v w et A= 47l(Narducdi et al., 2020; Luo et al., 2018, Silva et al., 2018, Méenpii
et al., 2016)A7AT. B4 a3 vt BR BE £E0] A BES, S S8F,
b
=

(o]
AYA7|7E 4ol A Fud AR5 B2 T 71 E ARRA7Eo 2 BrketT)

’

B e vluste] 25 X £e0] BE2EE B g 232 18H(Narducdi et al., 2020)0] -
1.59 Al A gt 54 BEES A FR1ata) sk o 2 Ag il AFg7dHt SRtol A
27y Hustiet, AA| B1te] AA| 22 23 B & 96% (95% CI 92~98), B34 &
95% (95% CI1 91~97)F 1L, A P22 ZH H X & 88% (95% CI 82~92), B437 & 98%
(95% CI 82~92)2 F &Rzt BEE0] Aol7t gllar, AgUiatet, A3 H IS o=
SHIEA AT & 1t F-23h Ao 7} fIitt. AAISE -8 ol <F 3.14)°F £t

&

314 [AHEQINEE MES: 22 BX 45 vs 244 5
- =X H| !

XX} CpArEISt Ne =X SH |t p-
(BHAT) == XE  A™ N %(95% Cl) N %(95% Cl)  value
FHEQBLr - 176 96(92~98) 193 95(91~97) 0.54

ApLfaret AHE% 154 99 96(90~88) 101 97(91~99) 0.84

Narducci  A2Z8Y < 70 96(87~99) 87 93(85~97) 0.16
(20200 _FMEoIWA 176 88(82~92) 193 88(82~92) 0.89
N N % 1548 99 86(77~91) 101 91(83~95) 0.27

A=2z8er °F 70 90(80~95) 87 83(73~90) 0.28

Cl, Confidence Interval

2.4.2.2. FEAZHE)

FEAIZRE B Ahs ARl AR, GAaS Zs AA FRletoA Hugt A
17§(Narducci et al., 2020)2} gl dof Al B gk AL 27](Silva et al., 2018; Mienpéd et al.,
2016)Ftt. 37 A5 FAISH 2, 2R B X et B a7t A7 f-olst &fo] 7t

AATHMD 23.16%, 95% CI -14.24~60.57, p=0.22, I*= 97%).
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H 3.15 [ EQIMES +2AZHE): ER BEX 5 vs S48 2
BEE HX &7 548 =7
(ETr) = Total median  range Total median  range value
TAHE IRt 176 190 75~432 193 145 33~407 <0.001
Narducci A=z Laret 99 184.5 75~420 101 132 33~360 -
(2020) A=g8et 70 200 85~432 87 175 70~390 -
Ao 7 359 151~404 5 160 80~407 -
(288\1/%) A Liated 42 319.5 170~520 43 248 164~465  0.000042
'Vggqgia XF2Ufare 50 139 89197 49 170 126~259  {0.001

HERE4 o A= median(range)2 mean(SD) ¥2REE ARSEHEA: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)
Narducci(2020): (FA] F217ke) 1 232.33(50.0), € 195.0(50.0), (RFHEED) 1 226.5(50.0), C 175.0(50.0)

Silva(2018): 1336.5(50.0), C 292.33(50.0)
Msenpaa(2016): 1 141.67(26.29), C 151.66(8.06)

Mean Difference
V. Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference
V. Random, 95% CI

=M Hiuwd
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
MAenpaa2016) 141,67 26.29 50 151.66 B.06 49 34.5%
Marducci{2020) 232.33 50 176 195 50 183 341%
Silvai2018) 336.5 50 42 28233 &0 43 31.4%
Total (95% CI) 268 285 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau?=1041.01; Chi*= 63.80, df= 2 {P = 0.00001); P= 97%
Testfor overall effeck Z2=1.21 (P=0.22)

O 3.7 [ QIutEe] a2k

SaAZIlN B Aso R Hag Al
St 247

p=0.23, I*= 97%).

=M Him
Study or Subaroup Mean SO Total Mean SD Total Weight
MAenpaa(2016) 141,67 2629 50 151.66 8.06 43 343%
Silvai2018) 336.5 50 42 29233 &0 43 322%
MNarducci{2020) 226.5 50 a9 175 50 101 33.5%
Total (95% Cl) 191 193 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1574.07; Chi*=70.32, df=2 (P = 0.00001); F= 97%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.20{F=0.23)

% 3.8 [HERaESH (AL )]

-9.89 [-17.62,-2.36]
A7.33[27.12, 47.54]
4417 [22.91, 65.43]

23.16 [-14.24, 60.57]

—+
.
o
—————
400 -0 0 a0 100

Favours [EM] Favours [Hlw]

tolo] FHTAL AP AFoE 23 Hx

Mean Difference

IV. Random, 95% Cl _Year

el A7 Folst A7t JATHMD 28.07%, 95% CI -17.67~73.81,

Mean Difference

2016
2018
2020

-4.99 [17.62,-2.36]
4417 [22.91,65.43]
51.50 [37.64, 65.36]

28.07 [-17.67,73.81]

SEAZE 2R HE £ vs 2UZ

IV, Random, 95% CI
—
e
.
00 -50 0 50 100

Favours [£M] Favours [H 1]

4%, 873

35



EA7H e v|aote] 28 HR &0 28T s A7= 37H(Narducci et al, 2020; Silva
etal., 2018; Méenpéi et al., 2016)°1Uth. 71 5 AW, A7 79, kS R A4 Flaet
1HolA 232 B o4 9] £87o] 547 ettt B B2 A 0= B Is3ti(p=0.001). 17
U Az ietetol A B a1t 28 9] EollA= F 1 Zo| 7k 2ok Aottt 3709 Ate gt
Ao 2R B2 a3t 2737 719 28l falgt Zol7t gIATHMD 254.65ml, 95% CI
-199.06~708.36, p=0.27, I* = 100%).

o

H 3.16 [AMS0INEIS S8 (ml): 22 EX 44 vs 22 35

(EmALT) == Total median range Total median range value
TR E01 Rt 176 100 0~2500 193 50 0~1000 0.001

Narducci ARZLietet 99 87.5 0~2500 101 50 0~1000 -

(2020) N=EEY 70 100 0~2000 87 50 0~1000 -

AR 7 100 0~200 5 150 100~200 -

Silva arot R 5

(2018) AZ et 42 162 0~2915 43 105.5 0~1465 0.64
'Vg%q%?a A2 50 50 5-500 49 50 20~1200  0.504

HERE4 o A= median(range)2 mean(SD) ¥2REE ARSEHEA: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)
Narducci(2020): (FA] 213 1 866.7(50.0), C 366.67(50.0), RraW=d) 1.862.5(50.0), C 350.0(50.0)
Silva(2018): 1 1025.67(50.0), C 523.5(50.0)

Maenpai(2016): 1 185(50.0), C 423.33(50.0)

B Hiud Mean Difference Mean Difference

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

Silva{2018) 1,02567 50 42 5235 &0 43 333% 50217 [480.91, 523.43] L

Marducci{2020) 866.7 40 176 36667 50 193 333% A00.03 [489.82, 510.24] =

Maenpaa(2016) 185 50 50 42333 &0 49 333% -238.33[-258.03,-218.63] =

Total (95% CI) 268 285 100.0% 254.65 [-199.06, 708.36] —e e ——

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 160680.17; Chi* = 4434.09, df= 2 (P < 0.00001}; F=100% — —t ! f

Testfor overall effect: Z=110{FP =0.27) SDDFa'v'uﬁrssD%IH] UFa'v'uufss?Hlfll_] 500

07 3.9 [YROINNE] EY: 2R BE S35 vs 227 42, £7Y
= = -7 = =] =1=] le) =] o == AN
SHFoA T = H g A UjEteto] ghoto] PRI AIHS A 2R BR it B
PN = & 0 0olsl % _ _ 2_
FE71e] Sl Kolgh 2ol 7 YIUTHMD 258.8, 95% CI -213.88~731.48, p=0.28, 1’=100%)
B Hiud Mean Difference Mean Difference

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

Maenpaa(2016) 185 50 50 42333 50 49 33.3% -238.33[258.03,-218.63] L]

Marducci{2020) 8624 a0 99 350 800 101 33.3% 512.50 [498.64, 526.36]

Silva{2018) 1,02567 50 42 5235 a0 43 333% 50217 [480.91,523.43]

Total (95% CI) 191 193 100.0% 258.80[-213.88, 731.48]

Heterogeneity, Tau®= 174397.13; Chi* = 4108.49, df= 2 (P < 0.00001}; F=100% F — t f |

Test for overall effect: Z=1.07 (P = 0.28) 1000 F:'vn'uours E=) DFavuurs [SFI?J_] 1000

33 3.10 [AYFINES (ALY 28 2R BX o5 vs 54E 5, 18
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2.4.2.4. THH71ZHY)

X

17 e AL7|17EE 8w g A 37](Luo et al, 2018;

Silva et al., 2018; Méenpéd et al., 2016)=

) =
TR At A7 IHE B2R HE el 7|zl B e f-25HA FUtHMD
-4.33Y, 95% CI -7.00~1.65, p=0.002, I* = 96%).
H 317 [YgRQ1apaet] a7 |ZHEY): ER BX & vs S48 5
] XXt HExE B H p-
(BHA:T) = Total medan range Total medan range value
Luo 4o - .
(2018) =88 30 13 10~15 30 15 11~17 0.042
Silva
(2018) ArsLHak2f 42 3 2~5 43 3 2~43 0.78
Méenpaa lot N R
(2016) N 50 1 1~4 49 2 1~7 0.215

HEHEA o A= median(range)S mean(SD) HEHES ARESHEA]:
Luo(2018): 1 12.66(1.36), C 14.33(1.64)
Silva(2018): 1 3.33(0.75), C 16(10.29)
Mienpaa(2016): I 2(0.73), C 3.33(1.46)

https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)

EM Hiu? Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl IV, Random, 95% Cl
Luo(2018) 12.66 1.38 30 1433 164 0 3T0% -1.67 [-2.43,-0.91]
MEenpaaiz016) 2 073 42 333 148 43 37TT% -1.33[-1.82,-0.84]
Silvar2018) 333 0748 42 16 1029 43 253% -1267[15.75,-9.59] -
Total (95% Cl) 114 116 100.0% -4.33 [-7.00, -1.65] +

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4.87, Chi®= 50.68, df= 2 (P = 0.00001); #= 95%
Testfor overall effect: £= 317 (P =0.002)

O3 311 [AEFQUARE] A2k 2R Hx

Xl
=

2.4.2.5. 49

ER EX e B 3 vl uste] 49 & Hargh
Short Form 36 health survey (SF-36)°2.& =743} 419]
AIAIA 49 -0.88% (95% CI-1.79~0.03), FAI4
Ato]7h ATt AAIRE 8- ool ZTHIE 3.18).

s
9

-40 0 a0
Favours [Z7] Favours [H| 1]

100 100

2|
=

TEvs 5dd =, w1

A= 17§(Narducci et al., 2020)°]3tt.

A2 53 e i 2 Ex e e

2 0.01% (95% CI-1.07~1.08)& & 7t 123t

H 3.18 [AMEQINEISH 40| 2: 22 HE &2 vs B4 o2

XX} M2 =xEa =y e | p-

(ETer) Eet B AlIH N HR(95% Cl) N  HR(95% CI) value
SF-36 : _ 5

Narducci A AR A 1.5 176 0.88(-1.79-0.03) 193 1 0.058

(2020) =gel ety SF-36

T TALE] oo 0.01(-1.07~1.08) 1 0.993

Reference: 8737 <&

CI, Confidence Interval; HR, Hazard Ratio; SF-36, Short Form 36 health survey
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NEC 2 HE A4 - 2O}

24.2.6. §OHE X

ZEHZX &3 B e v|acte] 22 FA-E Ed A= 37A(Narducci et al, 2020;

Silva et al., 2018; Mienpii et al., 2016) AT}

AA D=4 FASE B 27 A7 F Silva 5(2018)014 28 B &2 Y93k 29.571(4 4,
10~93), 7h& &2 3571(R19, 5~70)F EAISIA1(p=0.36), Méenpid 5(2016)0141= 2R Hx
e SR 25708, 14~52), N5 S 2371 9], 11~5005 FA|(p=0.273)3 A 22 H11513]
, 5 22 2-9Jgt Ao 7} it o] 9] Zut AL d A4t e = HLE IR oM 25

27} 717 S2710] Hol= QAT ARG 8L olze} 2t

i

5=

H3.10 [QAS0ITASH MA| LM B4 28 BE 42 vs 227 42

A o =7 HI2 =
(BHAL) e Total median  range Total median  range  value
My o™ Hile
(28(')'¥2> A2l 42 295 10~93 43 34 5~70 0.36
Mg%qg?a AZUer 50 25 14~52 49 23 11~50  0.273
Zu anE ZHE
N("’zrg;gf' EITnT} 176 93" 532 193 93" 482 0.41
(238% A2 42 19 3~61 43 20 4~34 0.72
S =9 ATy SN
N(azr(‘)j;gf' 20740t 176 36" 207 193 35" 187 06
(25(')'¥2> A2URY 42 115 0~32 43 15 0~41 0.08
Nn,2) %

24.2.7. 858

1709] A+(Mienpid et al., 2016)°14 &% 1Y, 229 55 Visual Analog Scale (VAS)Z
HWolR Y, B3 a3t 25 B a7t {2t Alo| 7t ER1EX] ekt

XXt 4 538 4 M Hlxd p-
_ MExist EX L
(BTaL) i=dd e "° ! Total medan range Total nmedan range value
FES 5 -
Maenpi Xz 1o 42 3 0~7 35 2.5 0~7 1
(2016) arer  VAS Tags
20'_'_ 13 2 0~6 14 2 0~6 0.43
=

VAS, Visual analog scale
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2.4.2.8. 7IHIE AF2AIZHY)

22 B2 e 27 542 vste] 7 AAARRE Birst 1709) Ao et al, 20160191
g 7hel |2} el 7}el e 2 Uteo] Solah A, g 7HeEl(p=0.043)9} B9l 7Hl E (p=0.038) 5
8717 50T 25 5E S4014 ATl Bt

H3.21 [HgRQNEE] FHHE AEAIZNY): 2R BX 25 vs 54E 2

= = = ] _
W wexaeEe) 1 - ;
(BHar) Hst Total medan range Total medan range  value
Luo N 5 7HEIE(Y) 30 6 5~11 30 7 6~11 0.043

(2018) FEQ H{OH FHEH|E|(Y) 30 29 23-36 30 32 28-28  0.038

2.5. GRADE ZH4Z Bt
QP FTMo] Tt e 491915 o 0w el Bl a (iR B
HobsGIch QPHAIY] Al At KB S, ThEERo) A%, AYY oL, SRS

-
Aol gh2, @ T A X QT B A A A= SETF I, ST
¥, AL L

2T
SQ0IX|2t S AX0|X]
= HMIXIE =Sk e - i
(Iimlted importance) (Important but not Sted™ (Critical)

critical)
EEE 1 2 3| 4 5 6|7 8 9
e M=E =2 543 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

s=e F=29 Het

M# 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
AH%% 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
FEAT 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
"gé':—r 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
sy | MR 1 2 3 | 4 5 6 | 7 8 9
° | HYH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
X EEE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
FHEIEf ARZAIZE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

oA AT EFMAJo] Tiot AT oFA ahAJo] Brlssh ol 2| B A4 A (Narrative) ©.2 7] 5519t}
D755 W7IOIN FBE A v EY VL 2302 B7Isio] oS wIsIoint. EF v W =
o

2 Wb ) oA 42 didstol BlsleE), AP0 R AR o] At SHstohs ofziolgA
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gk £ W7]o i GRADES] M4 2 83le] o] i Aol iz A7} 3007 o4, 9 Aol
S 0] TRt 471 4007 o1 W 7 A ko] WS,

25.1. ERX HX 220 1= 29 H|W

2E B e 7|8 42 8wk A1) GRADE 2ASE(Certainty)2 S5 (Moderate)~ 2
(Low)Z H7}=] At

H 3.23 [AGRQIntES GRADE 27{Z B7h 2R EX & vs V= &

5ot Xt Summary of findings
o | o7 | HIEY | HH W | s | 38
~ | on o3 . HIER ;E HESY X | Hlw Impact ZHSE
oy
THE
TR S, 25 Y
not not not ) Z 425 S50 2 | &DPO
3 RCT serious | serious | serious seias’ | none | 106 | 106 2 EX 2710 | Moderate CHTICAL
ROUSHROP S
s = Het
28 BX 2280IM 65 0|
1 Rer | e | o oot none | 25 | 0 | Upipmazemee s | DEDO | oy
serious | serious | serious MC[x| olote Moderate
MEX] 2192
MHAH
£ A0 X0 =
R EX 20N =SS
1ReT | B M 0 o | none | 48 | 48 | O pl sasset 4 | DODO | ey
serious | serious | serious 25 14 A0l Q0f5H oderate
Aoptes
Y Hrj (95%CI)
E8Y
- VD 132.14 lower
(332.05 lower to 67.78
not not not . highen)(271 &) EPPO
3 RCT serious | serious | serious sias’ | none | 98 | 97 | _ 2R EX 220 78 | Moderate CRITICAL
el RpPERE Y
X000 1D
SEAZE
- SMD 0.86 higher
(0.56 higher to 1.17
not not not . higher) 1) EPPO \FORT
3 RCT serious | serious | serious sias’ | none | 106 106 | _ ERERSSOM7HES | Moderate ! AT
H7Iss\ e
BIX0N17IR>HD
Rz |Z¢
- MD 3.31 lower
(8.75 lower to 2.87
lower)(270%)
3 |Rer| ™ not M | s | none | 98 | 97 | - 22k 220l T2 ﬁ@? IVPORTANT
serious | serious | serious AT T R KD P oderate
g2 Es0001(17H
sy

K

1 ‘RCT‘seriasa‘ not ‘ not ‘sen’cxﬁ)‘none‘ 25‘ 24‘0—4%APSEP42%0L§—‘%OO‘H\/FO?TAI\W
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Y%t Xt Summary of findings

o | A7 | HEY | R B | s | ~x | 38F

g
AP0 4i0] RIS =7t R
Ot Xjopt iR, 5-42

) ) A AR EQ-BDZ XE
serious | serious O 2 i A20| Low

S20] ol O Li2 4
ZIS =T5((0.01).

a. U4 Ax

b. AFz10] 3004+ ofskAY tAFAFE7F 40078 ©]5Hel HiES

(Low)E "%WQ Act.

2 3.24 [4ME010ESH GRADE 2H+&E Wi E2 HX 28 vs 244 2

A5t Etxp Summary of findings
o Hl== Hx4al = = =L
o | o3 | o wemy | wem | SR B lamem | mpat | 3AeE
orEtyy
tes

HOO, T HOO
4 | per | ™ ot O | i | none | 298 | 314 | o 22 sx e | DEDO | cpricar
serious | serious | serious HHEL710) 0Bt Xt Moderate

opteRis.
N=E 52 5448 =9 Nt
- JiEaE0| et =
27t Q0 X0}
not not not ) gis. EPPO
3 RCT serious | serious | serious seios’ | none | 268 | 284 - B2 BX 2280 | Moderate CRITICAL
U8 2= ™
S21.14% HUE!
&1y
MES
|| MiESat S
ZE0IM Tt
not not not . AREHER XM= | BPPO
1 RCT srioss | saios | seias sgiod® | none | 176 | 193 Ho L) AU | Moderate CRITICAL
':"O*, 285 2=
SR 2
E8 Hrj (95%Cl)
VD 254.65 higher
3 | rer | @ not o | iag | none | 191 | 193 | (19906 lower 10 70 | PP | crimicar
serious | serious | serious : Moderate
8.36 higher)
SEARL
VD 23.16 higher
3 | rer | @ ot o | o | none | 191 | 193 | (1424 Ioner o605 | DPDPO | rcrmnT
serious | serious | serious 7 higher) Moderate
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NEC 2 HE A4 - 2O}
=y Xt Summary of findings
o3 | HIEE - P = I . QT
O o8 e HIZY | HE P HES =X | Hu Impact ZHSFE
A7 |2t
3 | peT | ™ | ot Mt riag | none | 122 | 122 | MDASloner SEBO | |\ per
serious | serious | serious (7lonerto 1.66loner) | Moderate
o9 &
SF-369= Akt A
. not not ) Megs Lo 28 | POO
1 RCT | serious® seriows | seriows sgiod® | none | 176 | 193 Sk =0t Solst Lo IMPCRTANT
ppteis

a.
b. Abio] 3004k olskAL Bl4AI47} 40073 olstel L
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AT} H7tof| Z3HE F912 F 4H(Deimling et al., 2017; Lonnerfors et al., 2015, Paraiso
et al., 2013, Sarlos et al., 2012)°]tt. A8} E3o|A ZE BHx &2 2H B HAFHEE0|

I, BRE o] &3 A3LF5 A, ATATTHEE, SRS 1A%, daEds,
HE7|ZFREE(T), AT EAAEHA ZTHS AP A2 SRIE A it Hu4E2 B
E737 ol . 43717 1H(Lonnerfors et al., 2015)0014 471€714] B 11519337, HE 34|
O] EL SATIAHS HUSHA]| okt AEEH 412 20135 E] 2017 Afoloflof] &3d £l o
=

re
3
&

oy MNHR o i PIEE) +29 =X
(Es) (M2 MEsE  BWREN)  HmsN) R
Ao E=t
(Pelvic pain,
Deimling Endometriosis, Abnormal = ZEEHZX
O ' MEA : B AL -
! (2017) = uterine bleeding, Fibroids, Eatr 2&8Es(72) 7°° +=(72)
Previous failure of ablation
treatment)
Lonnerfors ggg% o EEHX N °
A9l erine myomas, MEs = =848 = 2
2 o SHE (Ut MEHEE  qamzaen oo TECH 4ME
abnormal bleeding 5) ==
A38E=
(concomitant
surgeries:
Paraiso LM ESt excision of BEEHX
0 _ a HIt74 A _
ooy (18A] 02| StX}) endometriosis XI2xE2(26) 0 T(20)
or midurethral
sling
procedures)
Sarlos g 2R B8X
4 (2012) AQA (FHHES0| AL AIZ NS X%IT,EATM) E4E =048 -
2747} 500g O[5}) ==
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o

NEC 2% Bx A2 - Hol}

3.2. HIEEHAEE 871 21t

w7t Aeie 4719] Aol ti5te] Risk of bias (RoB) =75 ARESto] HIEHY B7HE 9
At

210] | 4] 22419} B A SHl= 47)10] 9T Rof|A] ARE] T HS ALR50] XS BAIBIITL,
FE T2 2H|H AT S22 29E 555 S8l F IS eItk Halsto Rgo g
B7loloitt. QAR t A B w7 HE S AlESt Tk Bk A 17](paraiso et al., 2013)= BIE
d 9e R0 BRI, w71 AT 4 kL B3 & 27H(Deimling et al., 2017: Sarlos
et al.,, 2012)+= HIEE 10l =22 = 76l

o o

al

od ¥

d

A3}t 274 9] =70l A= 27H(Lonnerfors et al., 2015, paraiso et al., 2013)2] AFLof|A =718
oIl Harsto] HIEY 9S W2 B76Ieint ]9 Ag9ls A 27H(Lonnerfors et al.,
2015, Paraiso et al., 2013)= A4 X B9} FH4 X H 2 =Y, 44 X QI 419 2-S H 115t
17119} fAto A= HIE-E IR0l =22 & 7Skl

SRR Bk 7 o] BSAP A G VIAIA] =Tl wstel RS0 2 Wsiglal, AE
AV HE Y= AEE At R AP Aol TR EZ-2 QIAITE Aol A AR g ejgt AtEo]

7SI, HZIATINE AU S AT B0 2 RIS, o]

Random sequance generaton (selecion =) [ NNMEENEE

Allocation concealment (selection bias)
Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias): Objective outcomes _

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias): Subjective outcomes

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
Deimling{2019)
Selective reporting (reporting bias)

omeroios NN ] Lonnerfors(2016)

= | @ | Blinding of participants and personnel (aerfarmance bias)

® ® ® @ sinding of outcame assessment (detection bias): Subjective outcomes

®|® | ® ®  ncomplete outcome data (atfrition bias)

®|® ® @ Hiocation concealment (selection bias)
®|® @ @  seiective reporting (reparting bias)
v | @ | Otherhias

®|® | ® @ | Random sequence generation (selaction bias)

0% 25:% snl% 75I% 1nn%l Paraiso(2013) . ?
‘ .annsknfhias DUncleamsknfmas .Highnsknfhias ‘ Satlos(2012) . .
2] O HO|TRIS ce2| OS] o =
T8 312 [FEF IR HIEE T T2 3.13 [YALoInpRISH HIE2
FIE0ll et otz 29
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3.3. OIXAM

-L-O

PRATAGANN 877 5474 v moto] 2R BE 29| PIY L PB(GEFRE £65 1

L.
713kl AR A T, red AT, TeF IS, iE e A Alee S22 Adees

3.3.1.1. 43

FAFRANYAS NN 2R HE et 5707 29 S 3719 A4(Deimling et al., 2017;
Lonnerfors et al., 2015; Sarlos et al. 2012)°l|4] E18}3t}. Sarlos 542012)2] 17] Aol A AA|
5= BR HE oA 31.91% (15/47), B &M 22.92% (11/48) AT Zos
Husiglov & 7t Aol= YUtk 65 TS A 2R HE $4(1.39~25.53%), 547
2(0~14.58%)7F Atol= QIolth. &5 S-S Lonnerfors 5(2015)2] AollA =& $ 4714
Aol 25 X 0] B3 420 Hlsf FA @AYtk B 16t a1(p=0.01), o] £]2] Atollxl=

Sofat Hol7+ g1l

- "IH I:I|I|'_
MNXHSmHS = -
ITHEHAE) Total Bvert % Total Bvert % el
Hy S
Sarlos (2012) 47 15 31.91 48 11 22.92 0.364
+53 885
Deimling (2017) 72 1 1.39 72 0 0.00 0.50
Lonnerfors (2015) 61 1 1.64 36 1 2.78 1
Sarlos (2012) 47 12 25.53 48 7 14.58 0.208
A= SHHX ég
D(ez'g}';r;g - 72 3 417 72 6 8.33 0.31
Lonnerfors o
0015 Ny 61 4 6.56 36 7 19.44 0.01
(Szaor'f;) - 47 6 12.77 48 5 10.42 0.759
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NEC/\ =zgpxis-=20m

-_—

PARATAGN A B 562 vlwsto] 2 HE $60] /1 52 B A= 47H(Deimlin
g et al., 2013; Lonnerfors et al., 2015; Sarlos et al., 2012; Paraiso et al., 2013)%1!, & 3+
L0}t 2}ol7} Q= FHEZE X H ¢IITh Deimling S5(2017)& & 7 25 80% olAtollA] WA
HARE A6, Sarlos 5(2012)2 25 H X 319 50| 14.98% AYSH A 02 H arstoot,

B 3.27 [YERUUEE] VHERES: 2R BEX 2 vs 2TE 2

XXt K| =X H|id p-
(ETAT) ST Total Bent % Total Bent % value
LEZGA 72 58 80.56 72 63 87.50 0.26
Deimling ?E.*% 72 1 1.39 72 1 1.39 »0.99
(2017) £g 72 0 0.00 72 5 6.94 0.10
AHE HOIH 72 2 2.78 72 1 1.39 0.57
55 72 3 9.5~24.0 72 4 2.0~5.5 0.12

Lonnerfors Vaginal cuffe| @& 61 2 3.279 36 6 16.67 1

(2015) Vaginal cuffe| Ho{& 61 1 1.639 36 1 2.78 1

TER9 LY 61 1 1.639 36 0 0.00 1

et 47 2 426 48 1 2.08 -

QIEHH 47 0 0.00 48 1 2.08 -

&3 £ 47 1 2.13 48 1 2.08 -

Sarlos e 47 2 4.26 48 1 2.08 -

(2012) Vaginal cuffe| 20 47 0 0.00 43 1 2.08 -

EES 47 1 2.13 48 0 0.00 -

ZTH A 47 1 2.13 48 0 0.00 -

RS IHE 47 7 14.98 48 NA -

4s 26 0 0 26 0 0.00 -

=8 26 2 7.69 26 1 3.85
i |, Q& LYEESAL diat
jrse 0 5 O%u S5 % 0 000 2 0 000 -

|AHI‘|7C I‘I &=
_| LO
A|o=h_|- _|_|-E=| o %

26 0 0.00 26 0 0.00 -

*2-h post-perative pain score(10 point numeric analog scale), median (interquartile range)

3.3.1.2. /8 = Mzt

P H oI ABo)| A 7 E 2 o] ATRE H 115 A= 27 (Lonnerfors et al., 2015; Sarlos et al.,
20120903, 3% AT 2% Bx 547 247 S §O1 Hol7h Qg
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I 3.28 [FERANES] T & Meh ER HX a2 vs ELE 5
XXt SH H|xd
(EHAT) Total Bvertt % Total Bvertt % p- value
LO&%?SFS 61 0 0.0 36 2 5.6 05
éaorgozs) 47 1 2.1 48 0 0.0 -
3.3.1.3. XM=z =2 MHAUHA

PRI S NN 2R BE e B oa vlaste] Aias 32 AdYS i At
37H(Lundin et al., 2019; Lonnerfors et al., 2015; Paraiso et al., 2013)tt. 27§ Aol 4] 13t
QUYL 25 B oA 242 0% (0/72), 4.9% (3/61) TAYSIALL, 544 =4 22 0%
(0/72),11.1% (4/36) 'LAst o1t F 27t Relgt Al = glolTh. 270 Aol Bargh A 25
B eola] ZF2E 1.6% (1/61), 0% (0/26), B3 S&0llA Z¥2F 5.6% (2/36), 0% (0/26) ‘LAY sH AT
T+ 2 AR LR 2Rt Afol= oy it

H 3.29 [¥YRQINES] I4s S2 MUY ER X 5 vs E4E 5
X%z e = o-

(BmAz) XE Total Event % Total Event % value
Lundin ool _
(2019) MYH 72 0 0.0 72 0 0.00

Lonnerfors XHIO:!_?;‘I 61 3 49 36 4 1 1 1 032
@019 maz 6 1 16 36 2 5.6 0.21
Paraiso AA _
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3.4.1.1. £EAZHE)

FAAERJATAZ A 2E B a3t B3 £20] a7 B st £92 470(Deimling et al.,
2017; Lonnerfors et al., 2015; Paraiso et al., 2013; Sarlos et al., 2012)2 SRIE| It} 4719 d+1=
SIS A = 7F 5903t 2ol 7t YATHMD 13.418, 95% CI-11.03~37.85, p=0.28, I*= 93%).

H 330 (R a8k 2R BX & vs EZE 2

XX} =X H| ! p-
(Smeir) Total mean SD Total mean SD value
i 73.9 - 74.9 -
Deimling 70 87
(2017) 67.0" 59.0~83.07 65.5" 57.0~90.57
Lonnerfors 109.66 39.11 127 4413
(2015) ° 79" @3210? P (108" (4239 00°
Fg;{;‘;;’ 26 2458 117.1 26 171.6 75.8 0.01
fza(; '1025> 47 106 29 48 75 21 {0.001

1) median, 2) IQR, Interquartile Range, 3) range; SD, Standard Deviation
* HEHEA ol A= median(IQR)& mean(SD) HEES AREEHEA: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)
Deimling(2017): 1 70(1.77), C 71.2(24.4)

M Hin? Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD_Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl IV. Random, 95% CI
Deimlingi2019) oI O Tz 244 a7 3049% -1.20 [F6.34, 3.94]
Lonnerfors{2015) 109.66 39.11 61 127 4413 36 2T0% 1734 [-34.78,0.10]
Faraizo(2013) 2458 1171 26 1716 748 26 12.5% T4.20[20.48, 127.82]
Sarlos{2012) 106 29 47 Ta ral 48 29.7%  31.00([20.80,41.200 -
Total (95% CI) 204 197 100.0% 13.41[-11.03, 37.85]

, ; ,
-100 =50 1] a0 100
Favours [ETH] Favours [H W]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 497.02; Chi*= 43.16, df = 3 (P = 0.00001); F= 93%
Test for overall effect. £2=1.08 (P =0.28)

O3 314 [PMEQIIES £2AZE 22 HX 42 vs 227 42, 271
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3.4.1.2. E8&(ml)

FGHERNNAZ A 2E W eit B4 0] 2FE v|w e A= 27H(Lonnerfors et al.,
2015; Sarlos et al., 2012)2 RI=| it} 2719] A+-E ATt 23t = 7723t 2fo] 7} glATHMD
-39.28, 95% CI -131.40~52.48, p=0.40, I* = 97%).

H 331 [YeRQlntdsl] 283 2R BX 5 vs 5248 2
XX} SH Hlw p-
(BHAL) Total median range Total median range value
Lo(r‘z%ﬁgfrs 61 50 0~400 36 100 10600 0.001
éaor'% 47 87" 677 48 79" 577 0.388

1) mean 2) Standard Deviation
* HEHEA o A= median(IQR) mean(SD) HEZES AREEHEA: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)
Lonnerfors(2015): T 150(150.0), C 236(50.0)

M Hiwd Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Lannerfors(2015) 150 50 61 236 50 36 50.3% -86.00 10660, -65.40) +E—
Sarlos(2012) a7 67 47 74 57 48 497% 3.00 [17.04, 33.04]
Total (95% CI) 108 84 100.0% -39.28 [-131.40, 52.84]

Hoo o 0 50 100
Favours [EM] Favours [H| W]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 4281.19; Chi®= 32.29, df=1 (P = 0.00001); IF= 97%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 084 (P = 0.40)

a3 315 [FYRANEY] ¥ 2R BX o5 vs 22E o8, 18

3.4.1.3. TY7I1ZHY)

FAAEQIIAB A 2 B &7 B3 &0 A¥7]|7HS ¥| w3 A= 47H(Deimling et al.,
2017; Lonnerfors et al., 2015; Paraiso et al., 2013; Sarlos et al., 2012)= SRI1=] it 4719 A=
SIS Aat T 2£7F §-2J5t Aol 7t IIEHMD -0.05, 95% CI -0.35~0.26, p=0.76, I*= 71%).

H 3.32 [YAHOITS IHYU7|ZHY): 22 BX 44 vs 224F 22
Xt B Hlat P=
(ETAr) Total mean SD Total mean SD value
Déi(r)qlgg 72 0.9" 0.4~1.07 72 0.9" 0.7~1.07 0.9
Lo(r‘z%ﬁg?rs 61 1.1 0.52 36 1.4 06 0.09
Tg(r;i;()) 26 2 1.56 26 1.22 0.53 -
(52%'1025) a7 33 0.9 48 3.6 3.9 0.163

1) median, 2)interquartile range); SD, Standard Deviation
* HEHEA o] A= median(IQR)& mean(SD) HEHES AHEEHEA]: https://play158.shinyapps.io/estmeansd/)
Deimling(2017): 1 0.77(0.44), C 0.87(0.22)
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NEC/\ =zgEx3s-zoa

-_—

=M Hiud Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Deimling{20149) 077 0.44 72 087 022 72 426%  -010[F0.21,0001]
Lannerfors{2015) 11 052 61 14 08B 36 357%  -0.30[-0.54,-0.06] -
Paraiso(2013) 2 1.56 26 1.22 0453 26 15.4% 0.78[0.15,1.41] e
Sarlos(2012) 33 049 47 36 349 43 6.3% -0.30 [-1.43,0.83]
Total (95% CI) 206 182 100.0%  -0.05[-0.35, 0.26]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 005, Chi*=10.21, df = 3 (P =002 F=T1%

Testfor overall effect Z2=0.31 (P=0.76) -2 1 0 1 2

Favours [EM] Favours [Hlw]

% 3.16 [FYFQnEE] IHAT7IZHY): 2R BX & vs 22E 28, 18

3.4.1.4. &9 ¥

FIRRAIELONN 25 BE pedt B a0 412 A2 v wdt - 270(Paraiso et al., 2013;
Sarlos et al., 2012)°|3{t}. EQ-5DE 73t 1719 Aol A &t 65 A1H 9] 49l & A= 2lo]7t
ERHZ e B 13110, 547 $E0] B 51 14E BER HX el 507 SeETH 419 2o]
¢ =97(p<0.001), SF-3622 = o] 245199 ]t
Frol’t Zo] 71 AL.

Q.

o,
rol
re
-
2
>
r‘l r
2
é
N
of
18,
k%)
o
2
Y
of,
e 4
o
T
4

H 3.33 [PYQlntst] 4o &2 2R EX & vs SUE 5

(ETALT) - AX Total mean SD Total mean SD value
Paraiso SF-36 MA™ G el 26 b3 8 26 3.7 8 0.8
(2013) HAH Ao = 26 50 11 26 45 14 0.35
(8236'1025} EO-5D 6 47 13 10 48 5 14 {0.001

36-Item Short Form Health Survey scores, SF-36; EuroQol five dimension scale, EQ-5D; SD, Standard
Deviation

3.4.15. 2d =2 2T =7

(¢]

RISt A 25 HE pei B a0 A4 52 AREAE Hargt A= 27H(Paraiso
t al., 2013: Sarlos et al., 2012)Z R1=|Jr}. Paraiso 5(2013)2] AolAE= 65 Al L=
EFoh= Hle= BAloklal 1 23 25 B a(Be 72 £ 41%), 5378 (B 82 + 30%) F+
7 F2JRt Aol= ATt Sarlos 5(2012)9] Aol = €4 2 2 EALFE H| W=t F+
St Zpol= I A] kot

0]
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H3.34 (%4 SOIIINE AN B KF B 2R BE 44 vs 2247 42

XXt = ST H|w p-
_ MEXE  SHAH
(EMoE) Lagdl g Totalk mean  SD Totaik mean SD  value
F()Sgﬁ'g‘; yn=HIEY 6% 16 72 41 17 82 30 -
Sarlos UME(Y) NA 47 28.8 15.9 48 31.2 15.4 0.413
(2012) ZIREL(Y) 47 35.2 14.7 48 38.1 15.7 0.424

1) YAMER 2115k= HE(%); SD, Standard Deviation

IO WAIA Ak A 9L, ST S Ho]] ghe 4|
_]

I
2]
A7HD), Hel A, D B2 AREA AL € Fast Al Ee ]Gl

SRC

o =05 SQotX|ot

TE AR ﬁlrﬁig KO B2 SHAH (Critical)
importance) (Importgr)t oL

not critical)
e 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
MY e & Mt 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
s 22 MYH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
FEA7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Sy W= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
42 & 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
UM =2 HYEH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

)
o

=
fol

Mol gt A= F4 ol E7Fett Y A #E= Asd(Narrative) 2= 7]&51]t.
F7lolA =08 A H= HIEE e 22 0% B71sto] ol & WSt TS HIEA I
A -5 Higsto] W7kl a2 e dl o] tydate7F 5ottt oAl
71oll A= GRADE®] HPRZ A-8510] o] &g Axjolxli= ARd471 3007 o1, 9143 ZijolA=
THHSO] A 5271 40078 oY W §F @A Wakof Brlsit

Z2E B X $E0 B 468 v wst 2719] GRADE ZAGF Certainty)2 56 =(Moderate)~ =
(Low)E B7H=] ATt

A
&
o,

A

~|

R =T [ U )
rk‘:m‘ i\‘%
on m_?_(ll
£

ofl
i,
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Y7t Xt Summary of findings
sm
o Hl==al | Hlemt = ST
e | 2T «'f;' B2 by | wmmy | HIE | M| HE| Impact anezE | °
mTo TIa o %I
oy
THE
N S, =58
not not not o HE 225 S| | PPPO
3 RCT serious | serious | serious | ST | none 180 | 156 MEHERLRIXO| | Moderate CRITICAL
toRis
s = Het
ER X A2 E
24 2200 Jies
1 | rer | M ot "t s | none | 108| 84 | 2o M2 bt %963@? CRITICAL
serious | serious | serious 201 E391 7P} oderate
AU
s 52 MU
ER EX 2N
not not not s 4B &S H|us rarar®)
3 RCT serious | serious | serious | ST | none 159 134 St RYSEROPE | Moderate CRITICAL
NS
kAt =l (95%Cl)
SEAZE
MD 13.41 higher
4 |per| ™ not "t | i | none | 204 | 197 | (11.03 lower to SEDO | | rogmant
serious | serious | serious . Moderate
37.85 higher)
£
MD 39.28 lower
2 | Rrer | M not "t | i | none | 108 | 84 | (131.4lowerto SEDO | | rogman
serious | serious | serious . Moderate
52.84 higher)
Rz |Z¢
MD 0.05 lower
4 |Rer| ™ not "t s | none | 206 | 182 (0.35 lower to SEDO | | rogmant
Serious | serious | serious ; Moderate
0.26 higher)
49 &
ER HX 2201 5§
EEE0H =2
Lot not - Mol ms whsim | POO
serious | serious L 1(0.001), ow
2 RCT | serious . . serious none 26 | 26 (178 92, 0.001) L IMPORTANT
oiE 17Hoik= R
SHXIOP} SIS
Ay =2 2=
not not not . Vhe| oo T2t | PPPO VPR
2 RCT serious | serious | serious | ST | none 63 65 FORIXOP RS Moderate ! TANT
CFHRAE A x

a gul
b. Abio] 300414 olakAL BlAAI47} 40073 olstel S
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7] :25he £312 Z 5¥(Illiano et al., 2019; Kenton et al., 2016, Mueller et al., 2016, Anger
et al., 2014, Paraiso et al., 2011)°]3117, ©]% Kenton 5(2016), Mueller 5(2016), Anger 5{(2014)
9] &3> ACCESS trial9] 91+ 232 S35t 20|t o]0 & 5HY &3, 3719 d+& H7H&

ageloict. ke E90] APTAIARE 27] olile] BT 9SS BoldlE, 42 BB H4e
AT, HlELae W H7dd So0llct SHTAITRS 1/HLNE 1971 thepslolct. 23el

HOl 3 22 20119 5E 20199 Afolofl 3 w1 0 = 39t w3l A VA = 617~100
A THFBAT. ANAAS] S7HE 7R 02 A7 7 A B vl=oflA 43, o E|oto]A]

& g7t IS ESCl tieh 25 Hx e 23e 79 ettt

H 3.37 [BUH7|EEE] MHES EY
b M1 XX} - +&% =X
s o 27 HEEE(H7)) 4
H < (ED) c=Te HEss BN4E((n) H@ssn) 7R
. ﬂtll_rx}-7|l=_f%£9| EE E}
I 2Co =SS e Y =P 1= [P S B
1 Qo1g COIZEOL BHOISIEER  #BINs  MBRu¥s O o
(371~471) (49) =
’ Kenton N RS PSS 14
(2016) (Concomitant =
surgeries: HHx =
Mueller TERLEEERSIRE h EXEX EIIH A o
3 0 SUYVIESSeA hysterectomy,  zoxoma FEETE Y
Actgglss (2016)  Ol= (27 0JAt) posterior repar, ()0 ©5  (39) 19
A and retropubic
4 (2?)91% midurethral 671
synthetic slings)
=
Paraiso RENESHYES oo aoaoa. 2dss 0%
5 - (201 1) |:||:'_-|l (2~47| xn_'lé_ EJ_'—JSE xn_'li EJ—’—EIE <29> 67H"éJ,
(32) 1

ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies

53



NEC/\ =zgEx3s-zoa

o

4.2, HIEEHEE 871 21t

£ grlojlA= F 3709 d(lliano et al., 2019; Paraiso et al., 2011, The ACCESS trial)o]l thgt
HEY 98 H7HE o1t H7Fe= Risk of bias (RoB)E AR&-sto] H[EH S H7Fok
A i A9 aieA Sulle AEE 3719 A oA e TR IS AR &ME
A1, 2HE A2 F S EFoluntal Balsto] HIEY 98-S W02 Hrolint iRt
AFA] =L = B E =S AIgY5kgitha B st 2719 AH(Paraiso et al., 2011, The
ACCESS trial)oll tioto] HIEH 1ol B3 20% Hristiar, FA1A Q] Axo] §l= 170 A+(lliano
et al., 2019)= ES4IE H7lsiolth

A7 24 9] 7oA+ 1709] A-K(1lliano et al., 2019)°|4 S4A19] 7S AlE 4= QL
3191, T2 2709 Ao A =S A3l iTta 31ty T8 TR e A Lo A 7
H7He TS ARSSE A= HEE A Eo] B2 Ao 2 HrlsiRal, AE2AR](Questionnaire)s -85

AL 4] A 5 T4 B7EE AR 9= BIEE Y T% =202 gt

19] BT k= 79 2EX)7T o] 2 RIRIA] Sh=thal wdste] B30 = 51,
AEiA Abe 3= BE APo] ARl TR EF- YIAE Aol A APl A Qlslls2 AitEo|
AA oA B AA = o] Qlo] 20 = IS5}t 71e HIEE YT Y] ¢ WIXtATH] A€o =
Brlelgie), wztdTu]E R A] ¢k AL 17(Paraiso et al., 2011)= Y202 3718131, 09
ATt]of] gt iFo] Y= A-K(lliano et al., 2019, The ACCESS trial)= 2412 7}s} ME},

<

=

__’

_1::', 3:94
(' _I?.i =

[©)

-~ . Blinding of participants and personnel {performance hias)

. . . Blinding of outcome assessment {detection bias): Objective outcomes
. . . Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias): Subjective outcomes

w
i
=
5
g E g
$ = s
n 5 5 7
c B £ =
S B £ =
g B £ £
2 2 £ =
@ < = =
Random sequence generation (selection bias) _ g £ g =
s = =
Allocation concealment (selection bias) _ 5 z =4 é
o 2
Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) _:l ug; =S 3 =
o o ]
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) Objective oulcomes E IS B @ e
= 2 = =
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias). Subjective outcomes _ 8 = = o a
I 5 £ : = &
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) & i = g o]
Selective reporting (reporting bias)
ACCESS trial =
Other bias . . . .
U 5% s0% 5% 100% iianogzo1e) | @ | @ ® e =
.anr\sknlhias DUntlearrisknfmas .Highr\sknlhias
Paraiso2011) | @ | @ | @ ® e e
2] [_T'_ |- |E.I-’_<5] |'='=a| 0|64 |-|J:[ =
O 3.7 [EEHEVIEHES] HISE @1 21 3.18 [ZHR|2ES] HI= 20|
o 9. =2 o’/la&o =20
St Y7140 QoF 9 =
ChHet E7h2a Q0F 2 a2
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TS ESS Wee AEE 14eA 25 Bx et 5474 e vadt g AEs
TSI, MEEDD) e 1L, Alee T2 YL Bargt A+t il

A2 1] A2

TS 5 e U e IS g £33 2719 A7H(1lliano et al., 2019; The ACCESS trial
(Anger et al., 2014)°A FRI=]Ut}. &5 FBSS gk 2719] AtoM= 21 B a3 B4
& L5 5o AYSHA] ettt 6 52 [lliano 5(2019)9] AollA 25 HE S04
20.4% (10/49), B737 <=0l 25.5% (13/51)7F LAYSIRATE = 24k F-2fgt Zfo] 7} gloict. ACCESS
trial AoAE 25 HE &004 15% (6/40), 737 =004 26.3% (10/38)71 &Y SFAA| Nt 5
1k F-2gk Aol 7t gl]lt.

i
I

tok

H 338 [EHHIHES| Y 2R HEX 2 vs 544G 2
Rt =7 Bl e
(EHAE) Total Bvent % Total Event % P
+=3 243
llliano B
(2019) 49 0 0.0 51 0 0.0
ACCES  Anger ~
Stial  (2014) 40 0 0.0 38 0 00
225 Y3
llliano
(2019) 49 10 20.4 51 13 25.5 0.546
ACCESS  Anger
trial (2014) 40 6 15.0 38 10 26.3 0.868

ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies

1) HE &8

7HE TS 3709] A-K(1lliano et al., 2019; The ACCESS trial (Kenton et al., 2016; Anger et
al., 2014); Paraiso etal., 2011)°l4] 15t} o] F 7FY &2 TS HQl 52 Illiano
S(2019)0] Hargt 79 Sl FERZ 2R B2 $E004 16.3% (8/49), #7374 &4 19.6% (10/51)
YS9t E3F Paraiso 5(2011)9] fAollA 8230 ERE 2pE004 14.3% (5/35), 5474
004 9.1% (3/33) EAYste] th 2 5 A3 vl o] vl E=dTt.
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H 339 [SHHIEES]| ME EE: 22 EX 5 vs SLE &2
H3/HK 7} =3 SH I o
(Emer) = I Totalk Bent % Total Bent % value
792 JE 283 49 8 163 51 10 196 -
liano E 448 49 1 20 51 3 59 -
(2019) EE 283 49 1 20 51 0 00 -
28 248 49 0 00 51 1 20 -
B 283 49 2 41 5] 3 59 -
4| S ehE-1 40 0 00 38 0 00 -
22 EN TEE 40 0 0.0 38 1 2.6 -
HEHUEIN =T 40 1 2.5 38 1 2.6 -
The LA A 285 40 1 25 38 1 26 -
ACC éeoﬂtg)” s ~25 40 1 25 38 1 26 -
ESS e, _ASOENEE 485 40 0 00 38 1 26 -
trial  50712) S-S +E5% 40 0O 00 38 126 -
a2 2@ FE5 40 0 0.0 38 1 2.6 -
A 245 40 1 25 38 0 00 -
SHOIMRY A 2% 40 0 0.0 38 1 2.6 -
EY 248 40 0 00 38 1 26 -
gl T 35 2 5.7 33 2 6.7 .99
ZEg 2485 35 1 29 33 0 00 049
ZIOfEfIpA 225 35 1 29 33 0 00 9
Paraiso QEUE TE=L 35 5 14.3 33 3 9.1 0.71
(2011) M *E5 35 2 5.7 33 0 0.0 049
e 245 35 2 57 33 0 00 049
$+E5EX 245 35 3 86 33 0 00 024
= 243 35 1 29 33 1 30  0.99

ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies
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4411, FEANHE)

SIS B 1g 3719 A(1lliano et al., 2019; The ACCESS trial (Anger et al., 2014); Paraiso
etal., 2011)olA FAF G AT At 22 B e eAto] 547 +aHth § AUtHMD
43.44, 95% CI 18.00~68.89, p<0.0008, ’=71%).

B340 [EHY7ILES] Attt ER EX 5 vs EZE 5

HATH/ XX} e Hlu p-
(Emoir) Total mean SD Total mean SD value
[lliano
(2019) 49 234.4 50 51 192.75 65 <0.001
The Anger
ACCESS g 35 246.5 51.3 38 2255 62.3 0.11
trial (2014)
Paraiso 35 265 50 38 199 46 (0.001

(2011)
ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies

B Hiud Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Random, 95% ClI Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Paraisoi2011) 265 40 34 199 46 38 347% 66.00([43.90,88.100 2011 —
Anger{2014) 2465 51.3 35 2255 B3 38 314%  21.00[5.10,47.100 2014 D
Wiana{2019) 234.4 a0 49 1492748 65 45 34.0% 41 .65[18.69 64.61] 2019 —
Total {95% CI) 119 125 100.0% 43.62[18.42, 68.81] ~i—
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 348,36, Chi*= 680, df= 2 (P=0.03;; F=71% f f |

00 -50 0 50 100

Testfor averall effect. Z£= 3.39 (P = 0.0007) Favours (M) Favours [HI ]
v v

J% 3.19 [BUYV|HES] A 2R BEX #2 vs 22E 2, 2118

4.4.1.2. E8€2ZH(ml)

i

L 2709 4(lliano et al., 2019; The ACCESS trial (Anger et al., 2014))°1A4 B 115}t 11
liano 5(2019)9] Aol EFF2 25 HX =& B 56.57+34.57ml, B3 =& B+ 58.65+3
2.33mlE T 77+ 595t X}o]7} It TS ACCESS trialol = 25 B 44 Hat 41.3+37.0ml,
B4 4<% Bk 60.0+ 208.5mlZ F 7t 525t X}jo]7} it
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NEC 2% Bx A2 - Hol}

B34 [SUY|HES] S8 ER EX s vs EZE 2

HAH /XXt e CTim] p-
(ETAT) Total mean SD Total mean SD value
llliano(2019) 49 56.57 34.57 51 58.65 32.33 0.97
The Anger
ACCESS (2014) 35 41.3 37.0 38 60.0 208.5 0.113

trial
ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies

4.4.1.3. THH7IZHE)

717 2719] A-K(lliano et al., 2019; Paraiso et al., 201 1)o|A E1s}H Tt Tlliano $(2019)9]
Ao A HL7|7te] 2R HR & Ht 3.7, B4 & Wit 4.0190]%J 1, Paraiso 5(2011)2]
AoA= BE HX & Hd 1.811.5¢Y, B4 & Hat 1.41£0.5¢92 F 7 723 Zjol+=

B 3.37 [BHVIEHES] M7 |12k ZER EX 2 vs 24 5
XXt e H]d p-
(Emoir) Total mean SD Total mean SD value
llliano (2019) 49 3.7 - 51 4.1 - 0.39
Paraiso (2011) 35 1.8" 15" 38 1.4 0.5" 0.17

1) AIZIOTA D(day)2 Are

4414 SRS E

TR |9E =S 2 2719] A7K(The ACCESS trial)olA= &4 A EZE Prolape Impact
Questionnaire (POPIQ), Pelvic Organ Prolapse Distress Inventory (POPDI), Colorectal-anal
Distress Inventory (CRADI), Colorectal Anal Impact Questionnaire (CRAIQ), Urinary Distress
Inventory (UDI), Pelvic Organ Prolapse Quantitative stage (POQ)S A+&-5}itt.

ACCESS trial®] Anger 5(2014)2 3714, 67HLAE7HA] Ha1819 1L, Kenton 5 (2016)2 19 A|-S
B5iie} 71 A3} POPIQ, POPDI, CRADI, CRAIQ, UDIS] A Ho|A= = 7825k X0 |7} igiTt.
E3SH Paraiso 5(2011)2 TS = didR 5 6719, 19 A0 2323 23, 6701Y
o) O
o v

ol o] ZHI7|2EF st 301490l B QT T 2§21 Hol7t 9

rlok
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H342 S IEHEE] SHVEE Y ER2 EX e vs BLE 2
(EMAT) Total mean SD Total mean SD  value
A baseline 40 114.4 1024 38 83.2 83.7 -
(2%%% UE 40 147 335 38 172 59.7 -
POPIOQ 670 40 14.6 39.4 38 9.4 36.1 0.181
Kenton i
(2016) [1= 33 10 26 33 3 8 0.088
A baseline 40 126.6  63.1 38 1165 60.8 -
(2%%% e 40 327 454 38 287 283 -
POPDI 671 40 34.8 41 38 22.6 25.9 0.177
Kenton i
(2016) [1= 33 41 45 33 31 33 0.57
A baseline 40 90.1 71.9 38 99 71.7 -
The (2%91’% e 40 441 483 38 343 335 -
ACCE CRADI 671 40 43.4 491 38 34.8 449 0.756
SS  Kenton L=
il (o010) 14 3 52 53 33 40 42 0991
A baseline 40 67 89.8 38 67.5 87.5 -
(2%91’% e 40 208 383 38 172 338 -
CRAIQ 671 40 17.3 34.3 38 241 52.4  0.881
Kenton P
(2016) [} 33 28 57 33 20 36 0.798
Anger baseline 40 110.1  58.7 38 975 60.4 -
(2014) DI 3 40 30.3 421 38 25.7 40.8 -
U 671 40 31.3 35.3 38 25.1 314 0.208
Kenton 5
(2016) [} 33 31 34 33 25 37 0.35
Z™-AIH Total Event % Total Event % P~
value
baseline 39 0 0.0 36 0 0.0 -
0-1 6711 28 26 93.0 26 23 88 -
14 26 23 88 23 21 91 -
baseline 39 11 28 36 11 31 -
2 6711 28 2 7 26 3 12 -
Paraiso POO 14 26 3 12 23 2 9 -
(2011) baseline 39 27 69 36 22 61 -
3 671 28 0 0 26 0 0 -
14 26 0 0 23 0 0 -
baseline 39 1 3 36 3 8 -
4 671 28 0 0 26 0 0 -
14 26 0 0 23 0 0 -

ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies; POPIQ, Prolape
Impact Questionnaire; POPDI, Pelvic Organ Prolapse Distress Inventory; CRADI, colorectalanal
Distress Inventory; CRAIQ, Colorectal Anal Impact Questionnaire; UDI, Urinary Distress Inventory;
POQ, Pelvic Organ Prolapse Quantitative stage
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NEC 2% Bx A2 - Hol}

4.41.5. SR Q=EF0H

SHLQ 2 Aol = 27](The ACCESS trial; lliano etal., 2019)9] AtoflA] E 5kt o] = 17§19
AHThe ACCESS trial)ollA] 233t Anger 5 (2014)3} Kenton 5 (2016)9] A3=3714Y, 671¥,
19 Aol Urinary Impact Questionnaire (UIQ)®} Urinary distress inventory2] Zi}&
Hsigled 671d 19 Al BFolA 25 Hx pait 87317 atol 723k &fol 7t giit). Tt
Illiano (2019} &% A Urinary distress inventory 6 Ao A+ F #7F 52|35t 2}o] 7}
AL, Stress urinary incontinence® &3¢t Ao A= F o B5F FeXo H|F| &7 SAS
z

Iastou, e ARolA F 22t 7ot Aol= it

P

B 343 [EEV|HES] oIR22H: 2R BX & vs SUE 5

2 H /XKL £ £ S Hlu p-
(EmALT) pNE:S INES Total mean  SD Total mean SD  value
baseline 40 128.3 93.8 38 97.6 96.3 -

é’&%‘j{) §E 40 294 566 38 311 711 .
U0 62 40 206 433 33 318 578 0501
Kento

n 14 33 23 41 33 18 43 0.14
ACCESS (2016)
trial baseline 40 110.1 58.7 38 97.5 60.4 -

é’(‘ﬁf{) Urinar §E 40 303 421 38 267 408 -
distresys E 40 313 353 38 251 314 0208
Kento f
t
no VMO 33 31 34 33 25 37 035
(2016)
Urinary Lo 49 0" 0187 57 g’ 0167 068
distress
inventorys &% 49 0" 01?5 0"  0~12?2 025
; =X
oo Ny Totl Bet % Toml Bet %
Stress 2aH 49 14 286 51 22 431 0.129
urinary
incontinence &% 49 7 14.3 51 10 196 047

1) median 2) range
ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies; UIQ, Urinary Impact
Questionnaire; SD, Standard Deviation

4.41.6. &XX|R7

BAAFE g E82 1719] I+ Mueller et al., 2016)%t. Total wound repair scores= B7Ft
A ET 6FAIF 2R HE &o] B el ARl 2 Aol lar, 19 AlFAA®=
ZE HX $&(Ht 85.9+68.8%)0] B 4+5(93.4+67.2%)Et @ 34 0|t Stony Brook
Evaluation Scale®] ZHoIM = $&F 1T Al 232 BE a&(H 0.54+0.337)°] 37 7&(
Bt 0.82+0.20)°1 Bl Aol E A& o] it
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H 3.44 [SEI|EES] AMRR: 22 BEX a2 vs 224 25
oY/ KIXt - X Hlud p-
(EHALT) e Al®  Total mean SD Total mean SD value
YIS
Total 6= 39 728 92 36 745 119 00426
wound 6@ 39 785 72 36 845 88 034
repair
ACTChEGSS Voelor  sooras 13 39 859 688 36 934 672 0001
il 20100 StoyBrook  ue o9 090 023 36 046 035  0.003
Evaluation
<SS§""E'GS> 1M 39 054 033 36 082 026  0.002

*Total wound repair scores, the Stony Brook Evaluation Scale: Fig7 He24-2 AXXIR7 & ECH= 20
ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies

AEF B2 410 A2 Paraiso 5(201 1)1 BT AEAG = VASE 8510 1-100%8

A2 245190, 459 A2 Activity Assessment Scale® S7513tt.

Assessment ScaleZ 73t 4t9] A F + oA BT 63 671, 1271 A1-

FEEA, F ZZE F2URE 2ol 7} iRl

H 345 [EHEV|EEE] YHEH  ER EX S8 vs ELE 5
(EHALT) AMBE Total medan range Total medan range value
ad=A
VAS 1= 35 21 0-86 35 22 0-80 0.86
(0-100) & 35 65 10-100 35 71 2-100  0.67
Paraiso & 3% 8 13100 35 88  2-100 043
o1 =9
pctiviy  beslne 40 16 071 38 16 068 -
Assessment O 30 0 665 30 0 023 -
Scale” 7R 32 0 0-31 29 0 0~43 -

1) Q,no limitatiop to 100, severely limited

4.4.1.8. ASFE7IZHY)

=587 IXE2 Paraiso 5(2011)0llA EA5t3int. FaE-87172 ZEA A7 vpeFRlEA| ARg:-
7102 el HAlstlEd], ZEAl A7 IS 2R BE ea(FR 209)004 B3 aEE
11DES ¥ DA3(p<0.005), PFFIEA E-8olM = 7 w3t 2fo]7} YIAH.
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H 346 [EHYIIEEF] ASZE/E ER EX s vs EZE 2

XX} =xx|E £y M H|w p-
(BHaiT) oo AM  Total medan range Total medan range value
IZE27|7HY)

TISH| ALS 2 2

Paraiso (NSAICS) =2 35 20 9~36 35 11 3~21 {0.005
OFX|E _

2011 ?L;rgoj’ig' ££5 35 6 1~15? 35 6 2~13?  0.92

1) visual analog scaleZ &4, 2) interquartile

4.4.1.9. Nyg

TR EE2 SRS Yako 2 AAE] gis] Ea1st 2712 A--(lliano et al., 2019; The ACCESS
tria)oA 2R B et B a2 A & A8 o5 vlskelt. Tlliano 5(2019)9]
Aol = FEF F 2RO Zol7t Yo, BR HE &A= a4 40.8% (20/49), &
T 42.9% (21/49)2 “3/8% vleol Zfo|71 A 9] QiloH, B34 eEolie & 41.2% (21/51)°14]
$E560.8% (31/51)F 19.2%2] AL v 80 Z71= E 3t} ACCESS trial®] AFoAE &5
T 1 FelRE Ao)7t QIgl oY, it B o] BISH e gAY Hlgo] AT A& ERISIAI

oX,

AT/ XX} ERAY =M H|w p-
(ETAT) 7= Total Event % Total Event % value
[lliano =M 49 20 40.8 51 21 41.2 0.971
(2019) =2 49 21 42.9 51 31 60.8 0.07
AN -
ACTgESS Kenton =M 38 21 55.0 36 20 56.0
’ (2016) 14 31 15 48.0 31 14 45 0.799

ACCESS, Abdominal Colpopexy Comparison of Endoscopic Surgical Strategies

4.5. GRADE ZH+Z Bt

2 B7}o)4= GRADE HHES 885t TAFES BVt 23 A 1= S8 o] w2t 'Hil 4
(Critical) A 312} ‘FQ5FA|HF A A Z 0] A] k-(Important but not critical) AR H, & 593t
(limited importance) ZIA|HEZE 53}t

2

NEECRRE
iﬂw 2 Fa AR B SR, S E0 o]913, ZASHAY o]
2, EEE, AW, ARG, DRI S 4ol W, R EIRE, AN

ol € F8TJ A E= fl3ITh

] A3} A PEE I, FRIAT FAlHolA] ke, W HaT AR ¢l
A
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H 3.48 [SH7(HES] ZUX|HO| MM S HFE
=05
o =o3 _ SQ0olX|Tt
= SRR i SEHOINBE | sy (critical)
importance) (Important but I
not critical)
Ol SHH= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
EAE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
=gf 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
X7 |zt 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
SV IEE JE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
k=i FS| oI Q 2 X0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
SRR 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
UME B2 9 A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
or2Eg7|7} 1 2 3|4 5 6] 7 8 9
HAE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
AT G3H/gof| et Ak A ol E7hsste] A& (Narrative) 22 7|5kt SASE
710l W S N v b 48 viedelel Wolslelch o Alsmse] diRet

LIRS
ZEslrhs ojzlo| g,

o[, A& AollA= BT

7ol A= GRADE?]

YRS g

Sl o] Zxfol AHA47} 3004
A3pAso] g 57+ 4009 o1 T 3 TA) vl Brtsteict:

ZE HZ &3 B0 $4-8 v wst 2319 GRADE 2443 (Certainty)2 S5 (Moderate) ~=<
(Low)°o 2 B7}=9)ch
H 3.49 [BEZV|2ES] GRADE ZH+Z Wb 22 HX 5 vs 2244 5
2wt | g Summary of findings |
o3t | HIEHE o xRy T | < 52F
i ‘ o8 | 9 HIQIzkY X HPgRY Hj= X | Hlw Impact DHFE
oY
B35
ASZ SHHEO = 1
not not T Booo T ™ T
: not : - £ 20| g2, 425 | BPPO
2 RCT segou Serious segou serious’ | none 89 | 89 SEHXO = 17t Q0B | Moderate CRITICAL
Ot s
a1
SHYI|HEYT
71| HH0IM 370, 6
e 143 SRt 2t
£ 27k QO3 X{0f= ¢
HS
2 | RCT | sioe | ™ M| o | none | 79 | 74 | 174cioiN 2t |iE EBELBOO CRITICAL
SIS | SIS HE0f It SRS 6f ow
2, 19 Ao 2ot A
I 274 9t 2Pt
A
S 20l

63



Summary of findings

HISE
21

3
Jore
o2 -4

HPZEY
M
©

HEfES

i

[==
A
o *

Impact

ALz

2 RCT | seriows’

Serious

Serious

none

89

89

He| SO I 6712
AP Urirery Inpact Que
stionnaire2} Urinary distres
s inventary 2| ZIE 11
o vomE | A RS EIPN
opteRis

17HH0HA =201 Urirer
y distress inventary 6 soore
2 AN F TR
SHXOPLeRE

&PO0O

Low

CRITICAL

e

3 RCT )
serious

Serious

serous

serious”

none

119

125

MD 43.44 higher
(18.00 higher to0 68.89
higher)

S&BPO

Moderate

IMPCRTANT

2 RCT :
serious

serious

serious

none

119

127

2R BEX 21t 24
SE0| S| X017t

o
Yo

SBPO

Moderate

IMPORTANT

X7zt

2 RCT )
serious

Serious

serious

serious”

none

84

89

SPSPSr @)

Moderate

IMPCRTANT

i

1 RCT | serious’

serious

serious

serious”

none

39

36

Total wound repair scores
2R 222 652t
TH AR =28 220
P R AL HARRIR
OfM ©f SIER1 2402 Lt
Bl the Stoy Brook
Bvelugtion Scale®| ZofA
= =% ORI =2
G20 2R EX
CH XX ROIM & 20|
et Ehst

SO0

Low

IMPCRTANT

L5 B2 &9 2

1 RCT | serious’

Serious

Serious

none

35

35

LYEHY=R} 419 20

HE RO 0IS

SPOoO

Low

IMPCRTANT

serious

serious

serious

none

35

35

QIEEE7RE TISH At
BIROIM 22 BX 5
0| 548 420 o ¢
o= LIEIS(p<0.005).

S&BPO

Moderate

IMPCRTANT

CCil

2 RCT )
serious

serious

serious

serious”

none

87

87

;

T
il
F Hr 0 0%

225X
$53 Aot
Bictn Sefet
o= 1
2H 200t xjop

o
[N =]

_{
i

[
0.

ol
0% J
il

o

2N

N [
B
4n

Jor
re
il
bl

SBPO

Moderate

IMPCRTANT

a. FUA A

b.AFz10] 3004H olstAW Tl A7t 4007 olst]l 24
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1. B2 Q9

2R BX $&2 AR AFols 33 A4S v R JEt 2R FE dFx2g0t &
< Aok 71&oltt. 20059 A9 eRE Aol A 5]7kE 3 20064 2= B HAEE 730l
H9| HAE A ok 59 A2 oy vl g-a

o] HIFoE 274 vl ot} o]F A&HH 0" 2R HE $&9
20229 AZGEFAAE7IA(HE YD) AEjgoRea s 2R Bx

S HlEo9 o] X3 BRste] Ao A TARE
B7HE 2ol =[stArkeH]Eol -6, 2022.01.05.). 4B H
& F&(E73 x93 v 4 §-8740] fAIAY =2 =
2 HZR &9 I 485 54701170 9ol tiste] B7HE Y=ot o 20229 A2at 957
= A B7H1921(2022.2.18.)°141 AHB7HAG A 9 A9]93] 2Ad<te] gt o] & AP 7E =5t

>
)
e
2
I
)
Hu)
=
2
r.‘
N
)
[o
¢
Ay
S~
N
&
4
>

ORISR A 2R B Lo et AAH & d

+ & 77NE 9B)CIH. °] T A& &} Bt A= 37NGH) ML, B3 et Bt A
< PHEAB A 715 et vt 37] A7+ R B AWt S,

I} 8|t A7 419 qVgA= AU, A dRY, dAade ZATT @

R 1N, Aot 270, A A AES(dRd FAIE ke A1), g A
4E ¥ S 42 dXe, TS SSI()- AT AEe A E a3

A7 BIET, Ha] 5% B4 NS AW A7 Bl gkt

>,
odl

o
>
£,
;—%
R
et
e

= Al 7L S 4
Nz A3 BlE-HONA =7 B8 23E710] it =712 A A1t F3A A8
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2R HX 44 - Ho[j}
JEE B3 1709 o)A HEE AT L =207 HIIsH3tt o] thE &
SHATE
orH M
&I v WS 1 23 BX &0 ok TEF
S I s ERo] A% QYUY % HZ &
S, sed S, NE PSS 28 B &7 M8 &7 793 Ao)7t glditt 1
719 AFLoflA B2E B L&A 78 a2 o] He WhAsHA] ottt B sk, YAl
HOo] B) = 523t Zfo]7} gliTt
O] QEAAGLS & 47l AFollA ES(A, &35, &
B7IHAE 6% PSS Hus 2719 A
7 $40]3.7% (7/192)%2 2E HX $
eSS E T
&=

I33
HHGAS A=

B3 &
3 I ANE e 52 B
T % 17 Aol 25 HX $2&0] 8
EaollA &S TS0l o Bol HAYoIYtHp=0.049). °]2] A
W32 F T fogt Zol7t QoL TiE e 52 B E29
o8t 2o 7t glith
St F 37H(59) AolA EAES BEE, et 8% A
= T 23 T AE
ZAAH2H; Standard
71E &3} 2ol 7} ¢l
_]

2R HX 20 )8 s
& HA% A= gt 28 HX &0 5
mean dirrerence (SMD) 0.86%, 95% CI -0.56~1.17, I* = 0%
A3 (2H; Mean dirrerence (MD) -132.14ml, 95% CI —332.05~67.78, 1> = 99% ). HEREA]0]

1.1.2. 5944
H] w3t
Y717 40l A, g AR gkttt AR Ag oA JiE &3t v et A
A7) s & ETt o
2L
EFEA] G2 YA 1] Atolds 2 B £EoA 9 E8%o] /5 ekt o Uolthy B

I5ATHp0.001). EX B 0] fe7|Zto] 8zl vls) ZUTH2H; MD -3.31%, 95%
Cl -3.75~2.87, I* = 0% ). 4t9] A& B3t 17]9] AFoA] 5-42U A|Fo] 25 BE $EToA
of v]5f =UTHp<0.01). B HAFE Bt 2709 A+ F A4 H=d
T=1T RUR =2
g g A1) dHE =

ARG AP BR HE a2 B 42415970, 7iE &2 Bt 50+ 18.8715 ZAsto]

o] 4t9] Aol H&E &
A Hud AAar 28 2R 204 o FHA3(p<0.001), =

B HR $50 By 224817, /8 £ Hi 28+ 10712 A5t 25 HR $&04 o A

AHp<0.001). o]2] Y4 AA|= AFof| A= 1-2J5t Zfo| 7} AL,
B3 & vjust A4 F 42 a9 AEE, AR E8F, YUz 49 4, g
A AAlg, SSAE, 7Y ARRAIZEC R Br15FATE 1719] Aol A B g AA| Bolvete] 1.5
H A YR 2R B 5% 96% (95% CI 92~98), B73A =4 95% (95% CI 91~97)R1L, T
2 YELL 22X HR 5% 88% (95% CI 82~92), B3 4% 98% (95% Cl 82~92)= T+ 7t
Zol7k QPATE FEAREE T #E /ot Aolrh QIEH3W: MD 23.16%, 95% CI -

2
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14.24~60.57, I’ = 97%). £8%F H1Ig 3 A AT Hdo= gt 171e] o
oA B HE autoAe] SET0| 5474 et o B2 Z 0= HISHGA, o]9] At
Ae F 22 793 Aozt it AL F 21 RYgt ZFel7t giith3H; MD -4.33%,
95% CI -7.00~1.65, I* = 96%). 4r2] A2 1712] ALolA Short Form 36 health survey (SF-36)
o= 4% AR F I1F {ogk Zol7} kAl Harskinh 3H O] dAtoflA Hargt I A
= A4 dxd dAle, 2R g dAle, disd 9 3l dAlg BRolA = 2 felgt
Abol= Ut 1709 Aol e 1Y, 2Y99] 552 Visual analog scale (VAS)Z 1|13t 2
o1 Folg Zo|7b gigiek FHEE ARGAIREE WY 7HEE(p=0.043)2F i FHEE
(p=0.038) T4 25 Hx 0] B & tiH] § -2 AIXFARSSHSITH

=
i)
R
-
ofX
2

.
o g

1

HIEYRL thakel A Erlele Alsat 4 QlAThL o 27) ATl A
B olgl 2719 AT % 1ol ol =71

zj
0,
%9,
9
N
&
e
ille
i)
M
ok
>
U
ol,
N
_o|lg
x8,
A
it
i)
ofd,
N,
9
)
ol
A
N
o
rlo
)
r o)
i)
N,
==
o
p
r dl
)

o7t YTt & ez LR A, Are S2 AYLGA dPE F <3 FAR A

o7} UAAH.

1.2.2. §apA

()

BT AL £, ALV 49 4, 9 2 A% B Brletnh AgE A 5 A
L& Bt A Stk R R e B a7 eAIRH4E: MD 13,41, 95% CI
-11.03~37.85, I* = 93%), =8=H2H: MD -39.28, 95% CI -131.40~52.48, 1* = 97%), A471zt
(49; MD -0.05, 95% CI -0.35~0.26, I* = 71%)°%= 23t &fol7} ¢loict. 4k9] AS H 1k 7
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NEC 2% Bx A2 - Hol}

= 27H At 17]9] AFollA EQ-5DE &4 AT} &% 65 AlF 9] Alol& Ealsiel=t], =&
FeolAe B 13110, 5474 Feollie B 51148 5 BXR a4 49 dol ¥
lﬂki(p@.oon, SF-36°2 73t 1719] AollA+ & #7393t fo|7} gloltt. 44 &2 4
FEAE B3 27) A F 1HoA BAgt 65 AR 7] Q8RS BRI ERX EE 5
& Wit 72 + 41, B & WA 82 + 3002 F +
R

7+ 3913t 2tol= gigitt. Sarlos 5(2012)
of IOl A4 B A BT Y45 v msleiinn] 5 27k S0l Xol BeluA) gk

Hgte Ak 17k ol A
wgo2 BrlekT, FAH o

1709 oA S4Ae] e ANE 4 golck s, T

rlr
111.1 all
M
yu!
4
r__l\]\[_.:
o
o
>
o
g‘L
&
kl
b
rol
[\ 9]
A
re
-1
=2
>
=)
i
juit)
1o
)
flo

7He} A oﬂﬁ =
AN SIAT Stk Ty EET S ol ABE HrlETE AR AT HEY 3o]
22 A0 R BIIeIAL, AR RAR(Questionnaire)S B-80HA W 49] & 5 4] %‘7}5’— axals

AT HIEY L 590 BBl 0|9 THE HlEY Y3 Mk o2 weo Hylskalrt

1.3.1. etHy

AL AH(GES, $2F, DO FISIt 2719 Aol Budt &%, $EF,
E AT EFolA 2R Bx pad 547 attol woft Aol= glgitt
1.3.2. g1td

IS FEARE 2%, Y7L SHR7IEESA L, SPRER AN, AR, SR &2 oF
5877 715 AR BU6ITE B HE a0 SeARo] B4 el B 1 AL
= L}E‘r”ﬂ{alﬁ; MD 43.44, 95% CI 18.00~68.89, I’=71%). EF=27 ), AA717H2H &
HE 5 et §ogh Aol ER1EA] gt "“j}ﬂﬂ g9 AT E H|wSk 2709 A+ 5 170
—4 Atoll A Hgk 3704, 6711, 19 ARl 7L A3} B 5 o7 -Fogk ol 7t giinh. o 1319
AolAE 671, 19 Aol 23kt dx o+ 7¢ —461' Ato|7h Atk E3E 671 o] o] &
T71EES 271 35 a0l o R AR AJEQ] SR= Igieh 2719 ATtolA] Haigk sHE e E
o= TaF 52 19 54 ATollA F o2 F2fet Aol7k fidet. 2719] AtollA Hargt 44
A= &7 A7, 19 AT B33 $£8(93.4167.27)0] EX HX S=(Pdt
85.9+68.8%)Ht A& x| ©] A1}40]3]t}. Stony Brook Evaluation Scale® &7$t Aujoj
M= a9 19 AF ARl 5747 &(8 0.8240.26)°] 2R HE &+ 0.54+0.33
A)of vlaf o] axtAolck 1719 AtoA Hast AR (Return to normal activities) 22

O
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4+9] A(Activity Assessment Scale)= T w7 -F-2gt Zlo]7} 1T}, 1709] AtolA] AEA| ARE-
717} BRI EA] AMS717ES HATSHRlEt], B BR (57 209)004 AEA] ARE7171o]
B3 FE(EE 119ET B 2930(p<0.005), atezleA B-8717k 1t o7 gl 2
7N AtollA HAgk 21 B et B e Al & 448 vE S T K R &

o7} fAITt.

2. 1%
£ WrlE A8 FAER IPARES B4 EoL, PIRARITS P9 S
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ARt &eo] il Aoz SRIH . BV A2t et vl s S 47] Asiale

“Q, oH,
g5
e
P o
w2
S
el ot
o)
>
4>
w
©
A
i,

H1
N
b
,
)
,O
s_lcz
oftt
Fo
-0,
o)
i)
o

2lo] A4H
A3ko] o]/} o] o] ATEL slAo] o7t Wastcl.
ol AR Ao Ags1o] A1 B3 4ol ]S Ak Alok Bt 7Rs el
L A AGEE THIE $EETE AGSIo] £442 Stold £33
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