CQ9-2 FEAMhR

CQ9-2 : FAIHHUIEMEALE T A AN W TIIEHEEGIBRIN 2 Bk 2N 2 THT 9 N & e

HESE . FKAVEHHEMIEEZE T A DA B W TRISEEEGIRRIN 2 PRIEITM X TIT 5 2 & 248
£73

(GRADE 2D, #IEDRE ISR /v 7 v ROBEENE TFEFITK )

OfI#EHE : GRADE TiX, TEF U ROMEMEN FEFITE] THHHE, RAIZ LT
[FRVERE) &5 Z LIXTERV. REETRINIAG SN IDRBIREL, BEERAE
BHOEE LRV LD, NRVEHBTIHIZFTLAD MAVHRE| L+5BRTho
23, GRADE VA7 AIZXDHIKD=® T5 0HEEE) & L7,

1. &, ZofEOELE
SRFFCH U T ANATIE, B ICEF 2 BN L TH R RIZBER TH 5. MIEEEDIRITIX
REMTIIH 2%, BIEOHEP MR TEZ HIEETHD.

2. fEa

FERPUE T A A 255 & U CTRIEBEEGIBRIN O A M2 Et L7e 7 v & Sk HigakiER
(randomized controlled trial; RCT) %, 21 Gt 118 \) 1.2 &H o7,

FAEDOHRIZE LT, XY 227 2057 (95% 5 HHIXH 4.24~99.85), NNT (Number
needed to treat DK T, 1 ADT U NI LZZEMRT DDA ADPIRIREZ T 20BN H
HinEV D FEEE) 4 &, MIBRIETIBRINEES A BICENL T e, 2O RCT &b, T TANA
HOPWEIZITFE R SN TW o Tz, FHLEIEmBECEIT 2o Tz,

FIREOHED, XY 227 12.33 (95% XM 1.67t0 90.89) & MIBHZEGIFRINTHE TZL 2>
o7, BT, LB, BRI EEE CAEBEZEIX o 7. EIEDHE (quality of life; QOL)
DYCEIT, MFHEGIERITE TER TV .

3. AL
3-1. 77U ML BRIZET 5T ADEITLE S 2

ITADY AR TRARARETH 72, LESTMFED NS T ZAD Y 27 1 T2ERHNT 5
<, FETIZEAL TiX not serious & L7272y, ZNLSDT 7 b A LITHONWTIEL 1 B L—
K& L serious & L7z, fEROIE—EME & IEEHEMEICIIMEZ2 < not serious & L7-.
K S IO T OBRFHZB W T HEFIXHEP AR HIWEELZ £ 72 Cb 0L <, 1B
L<IE 2 BB 7 L— RE D U L, HRRASA 7 RIS D7 CHIrCE e o, 2




DIZH, KT 7 NI LDTET v ADHEEIEE, FIEOWK, L, Fila0HE QOL ©
YRS TRy, FolgbEs, Mmeikss [9ERICIE] Th Y, RENAT EF v X DOiEEM,
D GERITIR) ) 7257,

MTIRREIT, SHBREOSRILAEEECH 570, —REICT BT v ADOREEMIIIL 725,

3-2. FIZE L FEDONRT AT E I 02

MISEBEDIBRIFIC L 0 BIEOHERAIFFTE 5. RCT TIIARS I TWZRWD, ZHUIfEn
PUCADPAENHEE T E D alReEN b 5. EELA FEFLOHEIIR <, MBEIELIFRINIC X
STHLNLIFIFFR LT D L/hanEE2HND.

3-3. BE DMEBICH AT E 502
BEEH)TH A FHEEICIEIRA H 5 BEFE TV L0000 LRV, BIEDOHEK LW Fh
Z FRIZRNETE B0, BE D ANMEIC BEE R ARSI 0.

3-4. EBROFRE L T XA RREPRDNT AT E S92
BAMEHE NS K D CTAMA TN (MIBEZEEIRRINT 2 & Te) ORBRAEIE 131630 A (2018
1A 11 HBE) Thd. FIMIEFMHTHY, FMWHRARENRLETHD.
LU, FUCTAMAIEDREE, FEIERAITHE D ABEDRD, X0 BRI 2 thiG 823 vl iE
WD EREEBL, EHCIIENICORNE L PHENDS. Z0zh, =X ML
TIHEHTEZARELEEZEZLND.

35. RO 7 v—TFT 4 T

RV TOFE LA W T, MSEEGIRINIBIEEAZ R TE AL TH Y, BE
FUNCIT T T 222 MIBRCEAREL S AEEZOY R/ 2EELTH, 1T
DT ENKFFEND.

PRIV CITHESEEE 2 TBROHESE ) & 2B AN >72. LH L, GRADE Tild=t
T ADRERMEDN TIEFIR) ThH 256, JRAlE LT IRWHESRE) L9 2 2 LiXTE .
DI, AN TFHOHELE) & L7z,

4. PHET DMOBIETA T A DOFLH

AFRTIE, HRTADAFEEND 2008 F 2 TANAIEOMEIGIZE T2 04 KT 4 ]

8, 2010 I TAANIISAEE CTANA DBZW & FITEISICBET 204 R4 01 9 BAKRI N

TV,
[CAMAIHBOTEINZBET D H A RT4 2 T, TAEMIEEE CAMA EIRE L7488

BIREIC K DR, & D \WIE—PEEROJAF 2R AT K 2 FERI T, FiEGESENL TV D

DT, BN OHARHAREZHIFICAN TR L, FifOoX A I Tak&rn &) &L,



W72 H A 27 TORNANAEESEE CTANA~DFAREEZHELE L CnD . TNHIMRITEE C A
A DZWE FITEICICRET 204 RT7A4 ) T, [BEORFUITANAIE DI
JISHTA RTA AHET D EDET D) &L, ENEHEL TS,

WAL ClE, 2003 FFIKERMR TS, KETANATS, KEMHERIEI 2O/ EES
MBS 9 NARIN TS, 22Tl TEMIEHUETADATIE, TADATFRD
B SRR T 5 Z 2B BT &) L L, [ERFDUGEIERTANMBIBRTT O FENE A7 L,
FAF DU A7 ERRE 22T AN D6, FMPFREDHERR Tl <, FINNEIO b5 & T
HH] LLTND.

5. 1BEOE=%1 7 L3

WA OIREDE=4% 1 7, fHMIIIIMHEABIEDT O OB —KETH 5. DR %
WX %ITT U MARRANEIE N T 9 MLEIX AW, BT 2 7 10—, XHRITSNE
Thsb.

6. SB&DOWIIED FTRENE

BT, IKEREOHROBRBICOWTIHIREORMA S 5. F2, 2140 RCT O
MiXEnEn 1F/- Y, 24H2 ThY, XEMBTOFMNKE AEFFLICONTOD
T2 LELNEELLEZATHD.

7. RKCQ Txi%E L7z RCT # X
Wiebe 20017, Engel 20122

EE—E %

EE CQ9-2-01 7u—H AT 7T hEHEIRSER
EE CQ9-2-02 TTAKNTY RTF—T L

&k CQ9-2-03 Risk of bias 7—7 /L

ZE CQ9-2-04 Risk of bias ¥~ U —

ZE CQ9-2-05 Risk of bias 77 7

&k CQ9-2-06 Forest plot

ZE CQ9-2-07 Summary of findings (SoF) 7—7 /L
%k CQ9-2-08 TETF U AT BRIy A)L

ZE CQ9-2-09 Evidence-to-Decision 7 — 7 /L

EEBUN
1. Wiebe S, Blume WT, Girvin JP, et al. A randomized, controlled trial of surgery for

temporal-lobe epilepsy. N Engl J Med. 2001 ; 345(5) : 311-318.



Engel J Jr, McDermott MP, Wiebe, et al. Early surgical therapy for drug-resistant
temporal lobe epilepsy: a randomized trial. JAMA. 2012 ; 307(9) : 922-930.
ZRURRE, BRI B, MEEER, (AR TANAFRTA RTA4 MEREESR). To
NI OTEINZ BT 2 A RF A 0 ThdAME 2008 5 26(1) : 114-118.

VN 5eFE, BRIR EER, MiEER, (AR CTANAFETA R7 A4 AAERERR). A
MIBHEE T AP A DOZIT & FHTEISICET 204 R7 A > TAhABE 2010 5 27(3) -
412-416.

Engel J Jr, Wiebe S, French J, et al. Practice parameter: temporal lobe and localized
neocortical resections for epilepsy: report of the Quality Standards Subcommittee of
the American Academy of Neurology, in association with the American Epilepsy
Society and the American Association of Neurological Surgeons. Neurology. 2003 ;
60(4) : 538-547.



&R CQ9-2-01: 70— AT 7T N STk R

SCHRAR 3R

PICO

P: FEFIHCPUECANABEIC

I RIBEEEGIBRIN AT &

C: EWMIFRED B EATT G AT

O: FAEITIH R - BT 50>
PUCAD A BRI - 1 1T E D>
TR HSE I THE 2 D>
FMEOHE (WEARRRAE) 13582 50
FLIE (1Q, FLIR) MK 3250
QOL (FEtER A B Te) 1XET 500

g

PubMed 5% :2016 4= 9 H 28 H

#1 Search (("drug resistant epilepsy"[mesh] OR ((epilepsy OR seizures OR convulsions) AND (intractable OR
refractory OR resistant))

#2 Search ("anterior temporal lobectomy" OR (temporal lobe AND surgery[sh]))

#3 Search (randomized controlled trial[pt] OR meta-analysis[pt] OR randomized OR blind OR observation* OR
cohort OR "follow-up" OR cross OR case OR series OR prospective OR retrospective OR placebo OR trial)

#4 (#1 AND #2 AND #3)

Cochrane CENTRAL:2016 %9 H 28 H
(epilepsy OR seizures) AND "temporal lobe" AND surgery



CQ9-2-01 XCHkRZR 7 —X A7 27 2 (PRISMA 2009 ti %)

TN AR IR SN
= Medline (PubMed) 1398 4
Tl
"E'l Cochrane CENTRAL 84 {4
A\ 4

W3R CRIES N
é n=1482
|
f ‘ ECTEs
1 - n=15
S,
-~ BRI E BRI LTRSS
9 n=1467

HAN T T ARG I RAD ) —=
VORI R ME IS S LT gE
n=1447

Y

v

TT X AN TS M E R L 7 F AT

[ci]
i
%

n=20
BRON LRI ZRE 2 L7 F 58
n=18
» | RCT O7abaLThHsH 11
T AN 1
T =R +5r S
v WNENEEL D 14
ART F VU ANKL IR NI TE
n=2
FAEDTH K 2
PUCADAIEDWIL 4T 0 14
FETC 2 1
Ffr A OHE 2
AU AR E 11
UEEUENERIN 1 4
QOL Dk 2 1




&# CcQ9-2-02: 7T RRSHT—TIL

EER RRE (Forest plotRR) Wiebe 2001

Ex Wiebe S, Blume WT, Girvin JP, Eliasziw M; Effectiveness and Efficiency of Surgery for Temporal Lobe Epilepsy Study
Group.

ALV A randomized, controlled trial of surgery for temporal—lobe epilepsy.

EEER

citation N Engl J Med. 2001 ; 345(5) : 311-318.

PMID 11484687

HET 1>

study design randomized trial

viparl

B 40 XTEEEE: 40 F180

£in I A 35.5+9.4, XfEREE 344499

$EHAh L DIECEL16M L E T, AIEESEISRVVERER T RETIFULETIL0. )
inclusion criteria FEL, MTADAER2RILE GBIFIFX T Y, ALNATEEY, NULTOBOVT D) FoTE, BIEDRIZ
T4 58 AELTOVESTIZEDALY.

BE

Patients

(Participants,
Problems)

B REFMORBECNREEETHEE, ETEOPRMERE, TOTIURERR, ARAE, 1Q T0UTF, TADAFH
e | OBRAE, SE R E R TRATIED MIEERA QIR E IR, MRITRISERAMCRAL N RAFEELSDRELNH DS,
MRITRIZEZE ISFEEAIIF L TADAREDEENHHHE

i E L 199647 A ~20004E8 B

ZFDith FMBEDILABEFHEZ T TGN

AL ARG + EwEuE

intervention1

A2

intervention2

NA/ L8 A3

Interventions intervention3

/Comparisons
(Exposure/Contol T A4
s/Gomparators) intervention4

S e

comparison

R 144

outcomel FIEDHX

outcome2 MTCAMNAEDFE Ik

outcome3 T

T IONAL

Outcomes

outcome4 FiiEOHE

outcomeb 21EMEZ (Rey Auditory Verbal Learning Test 282 (0-1558) DIET)

outcome6 FBEER G2ZEED)

outcome? QOLM &K ZE (Inventory—89 score N i E)

COFRERTIE, EQOLIBRRICKSABEETCANATHOTH, FHEENENTRETHAIIEN RSNz COER
1%, BAIBEEETADATIE, MITADAETOARBREEALEIEHET CLIRET, FMEEERFTIRETHDHELS

Fo REERFTL. ELIOHEL, ABEETCADADRRAFMHIEMEREIZEBNINGE, FHELEDEAIVT TITS
Conclusion RENDEMICEZDED TIFARL.




&# CcQ9-2-02: 7T RRSHT—TIL

EES RRE (Forest plot&R) Engel 2012

Engel J Jr, McDermott MP, Wiebe S, Langfitt JT, Stern JM, Dewar S, Sperling MR, Gardiner I, Erba G, Fried I, Jacobs M,
Vinters HV, Mintzer S, Kieburtz K; Early Randomized Surgical Epilepsy Trial (ERSET) Study Group.

Early surgical therapy for drug-resistant temporal lobe epilepsy: a randomized trial.

citation JAMA. 2012 ; 307(9) : 922-930.

PMID 22396514

HET 1>

study design randomized trial

KE

I AEE 15, RHEREE 23

£in I ABE 37.5, XTEBEE 30.9

UL | MREER CAS AT, BB E OB ERTANATERL CHBREREEE 1T SN DL 2EMLLE B,
R 128 EOB . AT, BEOWAIEE 1R =R SRABRRE IR BORBEL TERSEIT RIS
\.

BE

Patients

(Participants,
Problems)

. BROED (BE SAF=T7EBER), MROASLERE - RETHESLL0. 5B E TARMICASRBEEASLSLEENH DS, EITHD

ERobE#E MRS ETANAMBHRN, TEEELUNODFOMEREMIE —RIESRIERANEL L (Chi-—o TEIAE LSS, Dhdtt—ELLEDTA
S [ hAREEREET 2B E GHEHVNAERS. AEBERMEEMELAH SN TV SBA(E, EEOBENTTISTERL, EEOLOBEITAMITE
B, TOMLREICEEELTIEHENHLLE.

HHAANTAR  ERETA

ERSETEER. SHMAHETOIILIE, Engel 2010TRESNTLVD. EMFEHD 12 MNFHTERS, AINAIRAEERETIRNT + ZMFED 1B NFHER A
Dt ?‘of:, L3) 2008 DY LT VH A REFEL TN, ERNEELT, THREUEREZLLOBEICKY, BRETVY LELIE&, RETLHYELS

AL BB BT S IR 1 -+ AR

intervention1

A2

intervention2

NA/ L8 A3

Interventions intervention3

/Comparisons
(Exposure/Contol T A4
s/Gomparators) intervention4

L& EWEA

comparison

R 24

outcomel FIEDHX

outcome2 MTCAMNAEDFE Ik

outcome3 T

T IONAL

Outcomes

outcome4 FiiEOHE

outcomeb 21EMEZ (Rey Auditory Verbal Learning Test 282 (0-1558) DIET)

outcome6 FBEER G2ZEED)

outcome? QOLM &K ZE (Inventory—89 score N i E)

HRRAEDOHAENAIRIEZETANABETE, TRTERTANAZDHRAREIR TANAERMELLRL, 25
nga)?;rn—7'y70)Fﬂl:&ﬁ’ﬁbﬁ:‘:éﬁﬁ‘éﬁldﬂ&@ié. HBRORYPRTEEELT, BRIIEEICHERSNIRNETH

#aa

Conclusion




Outcome

EE5R RRE
(Forest plot®& &)

Engel 2012

Wiebe 2001

EE5A RRE
(Forest plot®& &)

SU% LEITIRE
DR

random sequence
generation

AvEa—S—HERLE

BV DRERRIE
allocation
concealment

BNV EIRRKRIE SN T

E¥l CQ9-2-03: Risk of biasT—JJL

risk of bias¥l|5E

serious (-1)

risk of bias il

TSA4UF
blinding
MESnELAR
RHE
participants and
personnel

T oML EE

outcome assessors

FRELGT IS
bT—5
incomplete
outcome data

risk of biasaAAk

QDY DIEARNL
HaIcHONT. BikE
OFHE, TABRTFE

BRSNF=TIH
LOHE
selective outcome
reporting

Unclear risk

HEIaraLrFET
E WEICBLTFHIR
HoNETIMNLDSE

ZFD/DINAT R
Other sources of
bias

ORIt DbiashH %L

Engel 2012 BERIEEEhTOAL  [ERIEShTUS Ziipot-BE-OxE P21
G e BTEmEONLAED |12 LAETAET 1t
:Lr}fzf. RBRORMITEY | h < ivp
SR DMethods|Z&H 57
BY M HIBEDEREE | peon ot oy dipah o FOLIET X THETH
Wiebe 2001 RESNTWVENAS, SY | o gt [Sibaancivg | BRELELTHBOT |FHBOIEHNFHER (ESLTND. TOMI— [CORREEHDbiash
iebe SLERV TRt ER [ E T | ¢ ADAEFRHEFE  |Fabote IBTEN=, FHOBRE [

£y (A QAT

STV =D T IH LA
MNHHH L.

= A TDrisk of

Risk of bias within

Unclear risk

Unclear risk




Outcome

EE5R RRE
(Forest plot¥& )

Engel 2012

Wiebe 2001

EE5A RRE
(Forest plot¥& )

SU% LEITIRE
DR

random sequence
generation

BV DRERRIE
allocation
concealment

E¥l CQ9-2-03: Risk of biasT—JJL

risk of bias¥l|5E

not serious (0)

risk of bias il

TSA4UF
blinding

MESnELAR
RHE
participants and
personnel

T oML EE

outcome assessors

FRELGT IS
bT—5
incomplete
outcome data

risk of biasaAAk

BiEEDOEHE, TAET

BRSNF=TIH
LOHE
selective outcome
reporting

Unclear risk

BMEIOrILLFET
&, BARICBEVLTTHIR

ZFD/DINAT R
Other sources of
bias

Engel 2012 2 Ea gL [T R SR T Ll | LE e Sl Es el S Ol o] BENITIBLDTS | SO Obesh
0 ! ! 7| E O ] = [Lea—icmETaeT |0
BEZ (LN, BEB(H00, BEOTE HRORM |03 0107 imbion <
: HESN TS,
SX DMethods|Z#H BT ™o
B FIEBEDERAE | —ar i e e . ML R THETH
5 LAEBIH et | oS LAl Biten < (ot LGN, FHOBE [0

#HIhTLb

ENTLNV DT IAL
AHDMIZRE.

= A TDrisk of

Risk of bias within

Unclear risk

Unclear risk




Outcome

EE5R RRE
(Forest plot®& &)

Engel 2012

Wiebe 2001

EE5A RRE
(Forest plot®& &)

FHI S HHE

SU% LEITIRE
DR

random sequence
generation

AvEa—S—HERL

BV DRERRIE
allocation
concealment

FN I FIERRIE SN T

E¥l CQ9-2-03: Risk of biasT—JJL

risk of bias¥l|5E

serious (-1)

risk of bias il

TSA4UF
blinding
MESnELAR
RHE
participants and
personnel

Unclear risk

T oML EE

outcome assessors

Unclear risk

FRELGT IS
bT—5
incomplete
outcome data

risk of biasaAAk

BiEEDEFE, NABRT
FirEZHEho-BE

BRSNF=TIH
LOHE
selective outcome
reporting

Unclear risk

BMEIOrILLFET
&, BARICBEVLTTHIR
HoN=F I LDS>E

ZFD/DINAT R
Other sources of
bias

COWZE L DbiasHi%E

Engel 2012 % W3 BRIEEEEShTOEL [EZEHIhTOELN ;g%ﬁgﬁ%ﬁég@gﬂ Lo (cEEd a2 |0
ﬁgwu o T NDEDNFHRHENT
’ wEShTNS.
SX DMethods|Z#H BT ™o
BV IEBDERGEL |, LT RTHERETHR
= ‘ ~ O A TEIY T ESh, & 2 - Y
g LESNTLENA, SV s sl o= . : . FHBOIBNFHEZ |HShTLS. JOra— |COMEIEHDbiash %z
Wlebe 2001 ﬁA{t%ﬂUﬁ“féhf:t%ﬂ gg%?\;ﬁg:(%&b\ﬂ E*ﬂbli‘éh'(l,\?&l,\ Eﬂiﬁéhfl,\f&l,\ (Fhrtnot= }l/b{t{:(,\f:&), %&)Eﬁi 0

#HIhTLd

ENTLN DT IAL
AHBHM TR

= A TDrisk of

Risk of bias within

Unclear risk

Unclear risk




E¥l CQ9-2-03: Risk of biasT—JJL

Outcome risk of bias¥l|5E serious (-1)

risk of bias il

B EEs RRE TIAUE

2 | (Forestplocdim) | 75 LB w1055 oommnts blinding RELETIbn BREVET I ¢ gy, 57z (BRPTOrisk of
random sequence alllereiion HRSINELER o =

bias
. ) Other sources of . . o
- incomplete selective outcome . Risk of bias within
P concealment RfE T h LFHEE i bias

o outcome data reporting a study
participants and outcome assessors
personnel

B EEE RRs
i

(Forest plot3&7R) risk of biasaAk

susnamac (FETORLAHAT
) 1Yt o Il KO I i
Engel 2012 IUEa—S—HERLE [BYRTEBRIEINAT |cpn bon ooy (mmshcigi L D2 BT oM hADSS |- DFFIEHDbiasts
e "8 RBERYO A, w52 S BET b
FESN TS,




E¥l CQ9-2-03: Risk of biasT—JJL

Outcome risk of bias¥l|5E serious (-1)

risk of bias il

® EEE RS IIAR

2 | (Forestplocdim) | 75 LB w1055 oommnts blinding RELETIbn BREVET I ¢ gy, 57z (BRPTOrisk of
random sequence alllereiion HRSINELER o =

bias
. ) Other sources of . . o
- incomplete selective outcome . Risk of bias within
P concealment RfE T h LFHEE i bias

o outcome data reporting a study
participants and outcome assessors
personnel

& EHLRRE

5 | (Forest plot3&:R) risk of biasaAk

. X DMethods| =857

BT IRE DL | : * MALIET N THETH

; DERED | cmytian, 5 EHBOIENFHES B i

e o HERBCLOTEIN BRIEIATIGL  [RIEA T e il
ol R =70 [ (B HEY. g

gEhT s SNTWV=tDT TN L

A0 EFH,

Wiebe 2001




Outcome

EE5R RRE
(Forest plot®& &)

Engel 2012

Wiebe 2001

EE5A RRE
(Forest plot®& &)

QOLDOHE

SU% LEITIRE
DR

random sequence
generation

AVEa—S—MERL

BV DRERRIE
allocation
concealment

FNY 4 FIERRIE SN T

E¥l CQ9-2-03: Risk of biasT—JJL

risk of bias¥l|5E

serious (-1)

risk of bias il

TSA4UF
blinding
MESnELAR
RHE
participants and
personnel

Unclear risk

T oML EE

outcome assessors

Unclear risk

FRELGT IS
bT—5
incomplete
outcome data

risk of biasaAAk

BiEEDEE, NABT
FirEZHEho-BE

BRSNF=TIH
LOHE
selective outcome
reporting

Unclear risk

BMEIOrILLFET
&, HRICBEVTTHIR
HoN=F I LDS>E

ZFD/DINAT R
Other sources of
bias

COWZE L DbiasHi%E

Engel 2012 Iziy A% BREEshTEN - R#RETLEL CHEBTEMES I [LEA—cHET 52T |1
BEDEE. DEDNFORDONT
|ESN TS,
SR DMethods|ZHB T ™
%u%gg;uﬁ? S (A TRUMTE, EHRBOIBNERES e R Dbiash:
q i TULELD, 5> 5 =z e ¢ . - = - frB¥ D4 s |5 TL%. ZOba— |ZOHZEI Dbiash ik
Wlebe 2001 Q'A{t%l]")ﬁ‘lﬂ'éhf:tiﬂ gg%%\giﬂ;:c%féb\ﬁ E*ﬁ{tliéh‘ct\fél;\ nEﬁé*L'CL\'&L\ H’f;b\ﬁf: }l,b{fj(,\f:&), %&)Eﬁi 0

#HIhTLb

ERTLN DT IMAL
AHDMIETRE.

= A TDrisk of

Risk of bias within

Unclear risk

Unclear risk




&1} CQ9-2-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ) —, Risk of bias 77 7

FIEDHEK

Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporing (reporting bias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Other bias

Engel 2012

0% 25%, 50% TE%  100%

- . Selective reporting {repaoring bias)

® | @ | Other bias

Wiebe 2001

. . Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

@ | @ | ciinding of participants and persannel (perfarmance bias)

@ | @ | Random sequence generation (selection bias)
® | @ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

.an risk of hias DUncIearriSI{ of bias .High risk of hias

Random sequence generation (selection bias) : 7 > & LZ) Y FIFIBEBEDAER (BIR/NA 7 R)

Allocation concealment (selection bias) : ZJ Y {7 DRkl (RBIR/NA T R)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) : IS NE L BEIEHEEDO T XXV 7 (HBIT/NM 7 R)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias) : 77 F H LFHEEZE D X F > 7 (lRH/NNA 7 R)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) : "L 77 b hH LT —& (FEFLRD /N4 7 X)

Selective reporting (reporting bias) : BIRIN/=T 7 b HLDFHRE GRE/N1 T R)

Other bias : Z DD/ A T X



&1} CQ9-2-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ) —, Risk of bias 77 7

LT

Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporing (reporting bias)

Other bias

Engel 2012 0% 25% 50% TE%  100%

- . Selective reporting (reporting bias)

® | @ | Other bias

Wiebe 2001

@ | @ | Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
® | @ | Blinding of outcorne assessment (detection bias)

@® | @ | ncomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

® | @ | Random sequence generation (selection bias)
® | @ | Mlocation concealment (selection bias)

.an risk of hias DUncIearriSI{ of bias .High risk of hias




&1} CQ9-2-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ) —, Risk of bias 77 7

F T S HHE

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)
Allocation concealment (selection hias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Other bias

Engel 2012

==

0% 25% 50% 79%  100%

- . Selective reporting (repoding bias)

® | @ | Other bias

Wiebe 2001

@ | @ | ciinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
LLN

@® | @ | ncomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

® | @ | Random sequence generation (selection bias)
® | @ | Mlocation concealment (selection bias)

.Ln:uw risk of hias DUncIearrisH ofbias .High risk of hias




&1} CQ9-2-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ) —, Risk of bias 77 7

ok

“‘ “‘ |

sCiEf

Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)
Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
Selective reporing (reporting bias)

Other bias

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

0% 25%, 50% TE%  100%

. Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)
. Blinding of paricipants and personnel {pedormance hias)

. Allocation concealment (selection hias)
. Selective reporting (reporing bias)

@ | Other bias

Engel 2012

)

.an risk of hias DUncIearriSI{ of bias .High risk of hias




&1} CQ9-2-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ) —, Risk of bias 77 7

T AETA

Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)
Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)
Selective reporting (reporing hias)

. Blinding of padicipants and personnel (perdormance bias)

. Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)

@ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

@ Selective reporing (reporting bias)

= Other hias

uik]

= I I i I I

i 0% 25% A0% 9% 100%
Wiehe 2001 B . B . I Laow risk of bias [ ]Unclear risk of hias B Hiah risk of bias




&1} CQ9-2-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ) —, Risk of bias 77 7

QOLDNE

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)
Allocation concealment (selection hias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Other bias

Engel 2012

==

0% 25% 50% 79%  100%

- . Selective reporting (repoding bias)

® | @ | Other bias

Wiebe 2001

@ | @ | ciinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
LLN

@® | @ | ncomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

® | @ | Random sequence generation (selection bias)
® | @ | Mlocation concealment (selection bias)

.Ln:uw risk of hias DUncIearrisH ofbias .High risk of hias




EEE CQ9-2-06: Forest plot

TR A9-2-1 : FAEDTY K

Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
wiehe 2001 15 40 1 40 71.4% 15.00[208 109.23 2001 ——
Engel 2012 1 15 0 23 286% 34.50([218 54502 2012 I
Total (95% CI) 55 63 100.0% 20.57 [4.24, 99.85] —ai—
Total events 26 1

Heterogeneity: Chi®=0.23, df=1 (P =0.63); F= 0%

,
.00z

=2

Test for overall effect 2= 374 (P =0.0002) ﬁémlﬁig{;‘ﬂﬂ% ﬂ'JEK':‘J%ﬁii'i%!ﬁfﬁﬂ‘&ﬂé
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (peformance hias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reparting (reporting bias)
(G) Cther bias
TU RN 922 FUTAMAIEDHE - i1k
—kbgE7R L
T ML 9-2-3 BT
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl ABCDETFG
Wiehe 2001 1] 40 1 40 100.0% 0.33[0.01, 7.95] 2001 ® [
Engel 2012 1] 15 0 23 Mot estimable 2012
Total (95% CI) 55 63 100.0%  0.33[0.01,7.95] e ——
Total events 0 1
Heterageneity: Mot applicable iﬂ o 011 110 1DD=
Test for averall effect: Z= 0.68 (P = 0.50) %ﬁﬁ!’ﬁii+imﬁiiﬁ‘ﬁﬂ% EMEEN BN D
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel {performance hias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)
(G) Other bias
P N
T hH A 9-2-4 ¢ FANEOHE
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Fvents  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% C1
Wiehe 2001 4 40 1] 40 55.6%  9.00([0.50, 161.86] 2001 ——
Engel 2012 5 15 0 23 444% 16.50[0.98, 278.23] 2012 ——— 900000
Total (95% CI) 55 63 100.0% 12.33[1.67,90.89] =B ——
Total events q 0
Heterogeneity: Chi#= 0.09, df= 1 (P = 0.77); F= 0% DIDDS 051 150 250

Testfor overall effect: 2= 2.47 (P =0.01)

Risk of bias leaend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of paricipants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias
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Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Engel 2017 FRRRT! 0 16 100.0% 1700071, 20218 —— ®®e0:08d
Total (95% CI) 11 15 100.0% 12.00 [0.71, 202.18] tmeet——
Total events 4 1]
Heterogeneity: Mot applicable t t t t
Test for overall effect Z=1.72 (P =0.08) %ﬁﬁj%?i?iim&&lﬁ‘ﬂhé ;&’Mﬁi;g‘ﬂh% 200
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)
(G) Other bias
e ) S
T B A 9-2-6 1 FEMEIR
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDETFG
Viebe 2001 g 40 9 40 100.0%  0.89(0.38, 2.07] H 290070
Total (95% CI) 40 40 100.0%  0.89[0.38, 2.07]
Total events g 9

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable t t 1 t 1

Testfor overall effect 2= 0.27 (F = 0.78) B L LU B
FiE+ENREILIEND ENRELSEND

Risk of hias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection hias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other bias

7 b A A 9-2-7 : QOL (QOLIE-89 (89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy Inventory) &
)

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Engel 2012 126 13 15 4 13 23 100.0% 8B50[0.14,17.08] 2012 —— 290068
Total (95% CI) 15 23 100.0% 8.60[0.14, 17.06] e ——
Heterogeneity: Mot applicakle t + t

,
10 0

-20 -10 0
ENREZSELD FAERL+ENRESEND

Testfor overall effect Z2=1.99 (P = 0.05)

Risk of bias leaend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of cutcome assessment (detection bias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
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Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
Neof | Study | Riskof | o : Oher | MEEGIRM | e, | Relative | Absolute Quality Importance
studies | design bias i considerations | +3€nEiE - (95% Cl) (95% Cl)
FAEDIHE K
2 randomized | serious 2 not serious not serious serious b none 26/55 (47.3%) 1/63 (1.6%) RR 20.57 311 more CRITICAL
trials (4.24 t0 99.85) | per 1,000 GBGBOO
(from 51 Low
more to
1,000
more)
PoC hms A SEDWEE « Pk
0 randomized 0/0 0/0 not estimable CRITICAL
trials
LT
2 randomized | notserious | not serious not serious very serious ¢ none 0/55 (0.0%) 1/63 (1.6%) RR0.33 11 fewer CRITICAL
trials (0.01107.95) | per 1,000 GBGBOQ
(from 16 Low
fewer to
110 more)
FHr & OHE
2 randomized | serious 2 not serious not serious serious b none 9/55 (16.4%) 0/63 (0.0%) RR12.33 0 fewer CRITICAL
trials (1.67 t0 90.89) | per 1,000 ®®OO
(from 0 Low
fewer to 0
fewer)
ALl
1 randomized | serious 2 not serious not serious very serious © none 4/11 (36.4%) 0/15 (0.0%) RR 12.00 0 fewer CRITICAL
trials (0.71t0 per 1,000 ®OOO
202.18) (from 0 VERY LOW
fewer to 0
fewer)
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1 randomized | serious @ not serious not serious very serious ® none 8/40 (20.0%) 9/40 (22.5%) RR0.89 25 fewer CRITICAL
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fewer to
241 more)
QOL Dk
1 randomized | serious 2 not serious not serious serious ¢ none 15 23 MD 8.6 CRITICAL
trials higher GBGBOO
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higher to
17.06
higher)
Cl: Confidence interval; RR: Risk ratio; MD: Mean difference
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