CQ10-1 ZEAMAR

CQ10-1 : FEHHEEHNE T A D AN THRAEMRAE (VNS) & 3MHEICINA TIT 5 N &
AN

HERR - RS TAD AT TREMHE 2 BRI A TIT O Z L2 RET S
(GRADE 2C, #IRDIRX IF5VHESR) /= EF7 o 2 OREEME K] )

O FHHEEIE : REMRHNEIY, JRAMICRIBHBEEFIROBS B R2VEFICBERIND. %
AEFRANRIEE O 2 AT, W ADERHER CEFHBCOFMBLETHS. i
ABLIE, W OAHBERR 2V LIEEFEBER O 40— - Ty TRUNELRD.

1. &, ZofEomELE

W 7e 2 FEOBUCANAIRZMER L THIIERINHE T X e WIEFHRPUE T AN AT
S HICHEAZBMLTY, SIRILRENTH S, KEMMRAIE, FLTANAIIC EREL
T, BIFEE A KT ST 20BN SN TV 5. BT CORMIMEL T & el 32 & 5 1EMm
FIZ RTINS, R TH 0, WIRHIBIEAFIR OIS W6 DIGRA 7 v a v o—D
ELTEBIRENAZENRD D.

2. fEa
TET VADER

FHPREME T A AR & U CREMRBRIIROARMEZBE LT 7 o & MM iGRER
(randomized controlled trial; RCT) 1%, 1D OATH 7=, TOT-DOEEMIEE WD
ZEBMF LD, BIEHERDRSOENE NS TeT U NI LN T T RREZT
RTNHEDTho72720, 11O RCT 2EET52 L& LT,

INRAS DN T, FEAEBHEE BO%IE TS DA% U A 27 131,34 (95% (5 #HIX[#] 0.59~3.04)
T&H Y, NNT (Number needed to treat DIET, 1 ADT U NI LEZFE KT DDA
PIEREZ T DRERD DN E VSRR 1225 ThoTo, [y OEIZTOWTIL, FHE A
/77— QOLIE-89 (89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy Inventory), CES-D (Centre for
Epidemiologic studies Depression scale), NDDI-E (Neurological Disorders Depression
Inventory in Epilepsy scale) (23T, T AREE XHREECHEZEIT R o7, [y DAL
\ZB9 L C CGI-I (Clinical Global Impression of Impression Important scale) &9 7 B¢
B DR A & — L CIEME— R PRI AR ZEZN o T b DD, ED L 0.5 (95%E X H
0.99~0.01) LZRITh &l HERAEFRIIONT, MARETORL LI
M, BRER OREIRAE LI X — MM TH Y, BBIEZIR S R o7z, BEREEOFEFRRIL, It
AL RBECAEEIT R T,




HEAE LT, BIREN RCT I, FI HFITR+ 2 88 O Ea Kk L TSE
WEREST, AR Y —OEMIZED BHFTHHIY L ko7 bDTH -T2, 2D, 7Y
N LD R L TWDARENED D 5.

3. NRILEEE
3-1. 7O M ABRICHEHT 2TV ADEITE I D ?

EFESTMHRITAA T ADY A7 BEEINZEL, 2TOT U NI AIZEBWT serious &
HIELT LB L— RE T Uke, fROIE—BMITHZEDN 1 LR TeD T L
— K& Uiphoi-. FEEHEME SR < notserious & L7z, FREfE STV oM
IZBW T HEEXHES AL £ b 0N, 1 BREEIZ 2B L— &Y
YIAHZ LI LT HIRANA T R OWTE, AFER L Lo Teloh, JL— KE Y
VLol 0D, KT U NHLOTET U ADMEENENL, FBIEHEE 50%LL T, HiE
RAERERS, BEEEDN DBEFICK, 2hUAo7 v bhsn R ThY, 2Reyex
ET U ADOEFENEE, TIEFICEK) & L.

3-2. AR EEDONT AT E SN2
RCT 28 1 Lo 72728, ZWRHEEEDOMESEMENMELS, FliR & EONT A E2E 2
HONKNEETH o 7=

3-3. A OMEBICUF AT E D D3 2

EABEANT, 7T FHLAOEEEORBE HITEVLADHY, BZOLLSEMEND 5. R
o@D EERTHEEL VI, BEHOY A7 2ERTHEELVDZLICEETD
VENG 5.

IEROFIZE & 2 XA RRERDNT AT E 52
$i ABFEREMEFL T, EHFERCTO T & 72 5. REMBRBITRBEET & 72> TR Y,
T ZGARIE 24,350 s, ASHAINIE 4,800 i CTH D (2018 451 A 11 HEIE). F7o, Ny
TU—HEEICHED Ve X L — =D PEFIC—ELETH Y, BRI 5. #intk
TADITHT DR EZNOEZBEL, TEEDOa A R LA L.

3-5. #{LED S L—FT 1 T

RINVEHETOFELAWVWTIE, A, 22 MZOWTIHFSETH Y, MISIEREORIRNE
MEL RN L EBZDHE, EXRPAM, aX 2B THOHIREZMFL TIT) 2 L3 m 4 &
WH Z LT, TERFIRPIE T A ANCH LT, REMRRIGEZITS 2 L 22T D) L T5
Tl —BTIRE Lz, RBMINMRBEFELE LT, SRLRHIIBNT, BEFR
D T2 HIROFEIROLBHZ NS 5. AP TFIERHIVUTRIEO—2IZ L TELWY &



WO EBRNH S,

4. BHET HMOBIETA RT7 A4 L OFEHL

AFRTIE, 2012 FEICHARTADAFEEDND [TAD AR 2 AR 1A O FhE
A RZA ) 2 PAKRIN, VNS IFEAEGETANAFIEICK L TR 5.
[HE52EE Al & & TWS. F72, 2018 FFITITKREMRFZEND [TANAIGED =D
HEMRANG ) CESNTEHA RTA 2 T v 7T — b NAR &, KEMRANg S
O IRGE & TR > T DR H D Z L=, /NRICB T 29% (50% %4
DINEWAD DT U b7 LFERLD 55% (95%EHHXE 50~59%)), /N TIXA AT He A~ T
URZPHTZ & (Fy Xt 3.4 (95%EHHIXHE 1.0~11.2)) 72 ENFHI N TN D.

WAEMBANL OMIGIE, ENAOTA KT A4 275 NZEBETANABE I D OHESEZ
BT, JRAFCARIERIBIEE T O H] & STV D 29,

5. WEOE=H Y L7 L

S AR FHIBE LTI, BRI OBRE, BOHE~OKIE, 55 L7 7~k
WA TE BESBNLETHS. =4 U 27 L, HMOERR LEZ oL %
= BT AR RO RIS & & SEAT 5

6. A& DOHFIED AIREME

AKCQTxHELIERCTIX, XA T ADY AT REL, KVEOFEWRCT REEND.
T2, EOXIRBEIIRERH DD EVo7- good responder (KUt BAFE) O 0F
TEEE~OZRIZER LI L 5B O FRHETH 5.

7. KCQ Txt%E L7z RCT i
Ryvlin 2014V

8. BER—E %

Gk CQL0-1-01 7 —&A 77T 5L LR N
&k CQL0-1-02 77 ATV FTF—T L

&k CQ10-1-03 Risk of bias 7—7 /b

&k CQ10-1-04 Risk of bias <V —

“El CQ10-1-05 Risk of bias 77 7

&k CQ10-1-06 Forest plot

ZE CQ10-1-07 Summary of findings (SoF) 7—~7 /v
EE CQ10-1-08 TEF U ATrT 7 AL

&k CQ10-1-09 Evidence-to-Decision 7 —7 /L



235 3CHk

1.

Ryvlin P, Gilliam FG, Nguyen DK, et al. The long-term effect of vagus nerve
stimulation on quality of life in patients with pharmacoresistant focal epilepsy: the
PuLsE (Open Prospective Randomized Long-term Effectiveness) trial. Epilepsia
2014 ; 55(6) : 893-900.

JEFIr, ZHEME], RRER, th (AR TADATFETA R4 MEREESR). TA
INAATKES 2 REMRRRIEIRIE D M A R 74 >, TAAMBE 20125 30(1) : 68-72.
Morris GL 3rd, Gloss D, Buchhalter J, et al. Evidence-based guideline update: vagus
nerve stimulation for the treatment of epilepsy: report of the Guideline Development
Subcommittee of the American Academy of Neurology. Neurology. 2013 ; 81(16) :
1453-1459.

Cross JH, Jayakar P, Nordli D, et al. Proposed criteria for referral and evaluation of
children for epilepsy surgery: recommendations of the Subcommission for Pediatric
Epilepsy Surgery. Epilepsia. 2006 ; 47(6) : 952-959.



&R CQ10-1-01: 7 —X AT 7T LSRR

SCHRIR R
PICO
P: FEHRPUETADARBFE (subgroup ELT/INR) 12
L REMRRIHAITOL
C: FWRIEDH DA T
O: FEAIEITIHISIDD (25, 50, 75%)
TR IR T 950
F6 A R W 1 R D70
SAES: &y
PRI I3 R DD
Mood |27 57> (=mood change)

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))))

#2 Search ("vagus nerve stimulation"[mesh] OR ("vagal nerve" AND stimulation) OR ("vagus nerve" AND
"electric stimulation therapy"))

#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 4£9 A 28 H

(epilepsy OR seizures) AND vagus nerve stimulation



CQ10-1-01 LR FR7e—2 A7 7 Z 2 (PRISMA 2009 ch %)

TN AR IR SN
E_l Medline (PubMed) 361 1
"E'l Cochrane CENTRAL 83 1t}
A\ 4

W3R CRIES N
é n=444
|
f ‘ ECTEs
1 - n=35
S,
-~ BRI E BRI LTRSS
9 n=409

BAWV T T ARG IRART Y —=
VORI R ME IS S LT gE
n=378

Y

v

TT X AN TS M E R L 7 F AT
n=31

[ci]
i
%

PROMERIZRE S LTATE

n=30
R SIREE CRE) N Res 11
| AR 31F
*HR DN L7225 74

W37 A L N D 19 {4

v

AZT TV R I NIT ST
n=1
FEAEBEIE 50%L0 T 1
%57 (mood) :QOLIE-89 mental health score DZ{l 1
K%y (mood) :CES-D DZE1k 11
%4y (mood) :NDDI-E DZE1k, 1 4
K45 (mood) :CGI-I DZEAL, 1 4
HERAEFS 11
I e 1




&# cQ10-1-02: 7T RSHUTF—T L

HER BRFE (Forest plotiR) Ryvlin 2014 (PuLsE)

Ryvlin P, Gilliam FG, Nguyen DK, Colicchio G, Iudice A, Tinuper P, Zamponi N, Aguglia U, Wagner L, Minotti L, Stefan H,
Boon P, Sadler M, Benna P, Raman P, Perucca E

The long—term effect of vagus nerve stimulation on quality of life in patients with pharmacoresistant focal epilepsy: the
PuLsE (Open Prospective Randomized Long—term Effectiveness) trial.

EEER

citation Epilepsia. 2014 ; 55(6) : 893-900.

PMID 24754318

HET 1>

study design randomized trial

I—aw/s, hH4

T AEE 484, xERE 484

-4 16~755%

HHANLE BETADA EDREDBEED 2EULEHY, MTAMAETHRIZaVO—ILTERNES. 5[ (1) BEITD
<ED SHEDMTANAETIAVRA— L TELEMN o1z, (2) NADRIDELES 17AUE, EERETHIMTADAE

o UEEECE ] o m TS, (3) SRERSINAT 27 BRAIS, B OERAHIMH REEE 1L EECLTNE)

Patients

(Participants,
Problems)

ﬁﬂ;ﬁ | DEMSETANARE, BEESBRIETANA
exclusion criteria

i E L 2006452 A ~20084E7 B

204t ffw;ﬁﬁ (3628) [FEBMENEELY, ARV —DBERICKYBRHFILSNT-. ZOFR, /A8 85% (46/54), XTEREE 81% (47/58) A&HTHIET DL
&=,

AL REBERE A+ FTA DAL

intervention1

A2

intervention2

NA/ L8 A3

Interventions intervention3

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

L’ BTAMALE

comparison

S N—251 HifE 8B/, ARYPMEL TS F L 1048

outcomel 1250 B D FAE 50%LL £iBid (R—RS5A2 LHLES)

outcome?2 12MAEZDRS (mood) : QOLIE-89 (89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy Inventory) mental health score M ZE1L

outcome3 12MA DRSS (mood) :CES-D (Centre for Epidemiologic studies Depression scale) MZE 1t

T IONAL

Outcomes outcome4 12 AN TS (mood) :NDDI-E (Neurological Disorders Depression Inventory in Epilepsy scale) M ZE1t

outcomeb 12MAEDR S (mood) : CGI-I (Clinical Global Impression of Improvement scale) M ZE1t

outcomeb BEELGEEER

outcome7 HEES

AENLDEFEENITORILIZDOWNTIE, REEITHEHYD=HHMELE. FED 50% LEDTMERTEEEL. |
4 (mood) IZEBWLNTIE, CGHRAZ THEENH 1NN, thDR7r— L TIXEEZE LM oT=.

Conclusion




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

Outcome 12H° B O FE4E50%8 4 risk of bias|5E

serious (-1)
risk of biasSE{i

B SOERRE L S o niIEE i FREETOMS BRENFTHLS HFENTDrisk of
% | (Forestplottm) | 7~ T LBURE g 15 gy i Coas . TOWOSATR bias
random sequence alllereiion ﬁﬁ?{%&]ﬂ%&;ﬁﬁ - incomplete selective outcome Sy SOUICES ol Risk of bias within
generation concealment 35 7oA LEHEE outcome data reporting bias a study
participants and outcome assessors

personnel

& EHLRRE

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

AN e 3 EBBhT TIARADED R
Ryvlin 2014 FREFHY—EX PREFH—ER % A B AR |bONEES TN gb_\;fg)l,) SEER IS AL
BT+ 2 0-0HR%E. :




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

12 A& DK S (mood) : QOLIE-89
Outcome (89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy risk of bias¥l|5E

serious (-1)
Inventory) mental health score MZ1E

risk of bias il

B EEA RmS ISAVE

5 | (Forest plot&7R) 5>9£E§'||E§ BV DRERRIE blinding *%f;c_izg o [
random sequence el HRSIELER

LDEE OO (TR | HILPITDrisk of

bias
. ) Other sources of . . o
- incomplete selective outcome . Risk of bias within
generation concealment B§E  7OMHLHEE : bias

o outcome data reporting a study
participants and outcome assessors
personnel

& EHLRRE

5 | (Forest plot3&7R) risk of biasaAk

N AH 28, HEH T8 o S g e
, e s REMITEEYCEYR |[Fora—Licmsins [ TADERNRAY
Ryvlin 2014 FREFY—ER PREFY—ER % R 1% AR | bR EESh TN gu'—z’c&—,u, SHRERIZ/N AL
BER+0D=HR%. :




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

12 AEDES (mood) :CES-D
Outcome (Centre for Epidemiologic studies risk of bias¥l|5E serious (-1)
Depression scale) DZE 1t

risk of biasF{fl

£ EEL RRE TIAUR

2 | (Porestplotdim) | TS ABI0E 00515 gt blinding FREUTIMD BRENETIMD 2 o oo o | BRNTrisk of

LT—%5 INOY: == bias

i o N
random sequence c:rl::::r::nt mh%glat% Lag ) L\EF incomplete selective outcome  Ote" E?:srces °f Risk of bias within
generation _*‘F"‘% 7k FHEE outcome data reporting a study
participants and outcome assessors
personnel

& EE5A RRE : : .
& | (Forest plot®&R) risk of biasa Ak

FAE 28, TRE T8 e a e
, s S REBTEMYICEUR [Fara—Licessnt 1/ TROSHAZRY
Ryvlin 2014 FREFY—ER PREFY—EX % R 12 AR |bOhEESh TN H—ThHY, RERIHFAL

EF+HOIDRE. e




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

12/ A& ODK5 (mood) :NDDI-E
Outcome (Neurological Disorders Depression risk of bias|5E

serious (-1)
Inventory in Epilepsy scale) DZ{k

risk of bias il

®# ERARRE  _. o o ﬁfg.f 273 = S
% (Forestplotﬁa_t) 7/9 n]‘#"ﬁ% %“Uﬁ“"’o)ﬂ,%ﬁﬂ_’. g Z:J'L'. %Trjbjj Eﬁidg)f;ﬁzrbl“ﬁ %a)ﬂb.a)/{’fTX H%Wf@rlsk of

DHERE : LT—4 bias
oo N
random sequence c:rlml::::r:ennt Eﬁ"'é}g]u%&’”’l& LT incomplete selective outcome Other i?:;ces of Risk of bias within
generation kﬁt% 7oA LEHEE outcome data reporting a study
participants and outcome assessors
personnel

& EHLRRE

5 | (Forest plot3&7R) risk of biasaAk

AR 28, HEB T ot A g
: s REFTEMYIZEYRE [Fora—Ligsdn | TRPERARRS
Ailin 23715 PREFY—EX B AEE EAAEY |LONEESN TG |2 Lo BEISTAL
RF+5 IR :




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

12 RAEDOSTS (mood) : CGI-I
Outcome (Clinical Global Impression of risk of bias¥}|E
Improvement scale) M ZE1L

serious (-1)

risk of bias il

B SOARER S gL nIEE i FRLLTFIM BRENTOMD HERTODrisk of
% | (Forestplottm) | 7~ T LBURE g1 gy i Coas . TOWOSATR bias
random sequence alllreiion HRSME L - incomplete selective outcome Sy SOUICES ol Risk of bias within

generation concealment 2tE TYONHLEMEE LES

o outcome data reporting a study
participants and outcome assessors
personnel

& EHLRRE

5 | (Forest plot3&7R) risk of biasaAk

NAH 2%, HRH 74 =R Apnaco

, e s REMITEEYCEYR |[Fora—Licmsons [ TADERNRAY
Ryvlin 2014 PREFH—ER FREEFES—ER & B 1BAAEY |L0NEE ST %\gm, SHERISAAL
BER+5O1BEE. -




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

Outcome BEELGEEERER risk of bias¥l|5E

very serious (-2)
risk of biasETfl

B SOERRE L S o niIEE i FREETOMS BRENFTHLS HFENTDrisk of
% | (Forestplottm) | 7~ T LBURE g 15 gy i Coas . TOWOSATR bias
random sequence alllereiion ﬁﬁ?{%&]ﬂ%&;ﬁﬁ - incomplete selective outcome Sy SOUICES ol Risk of bias within
generation concealment 35 7oA LEHEE outcome data reporting bias a study
participants and outcome assessors

personnel

& EHLRRE

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

ToBZE HRE S | ERCAERROEEN | T/ ARDRIMRAK
FREEFES—ER TR F—FoIR)L % WEE LpaEy |2 ONVVISEINATUG |Y—THY, HERISAAL
EF+H0ROBE | e

1 Ryvlin 2014 PREFH—ER




&¥l CQ10-1-03: Risk of biasT—7JL

Outcome risk of bias|5E very serious (-2)

risk of bias il

B EEA RRE IIAUE

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

AEE 28, HERH TR et A e
, s e RNEMTEMYICEUB |aptmorsmTora |1/ TROEHARAS
Ryvlin 2014 FREFY—ER FREFY—ER % R 1% AR LI ERS ALY, gu'—z’c&—,u, SHERIZ/N AL
BR+HDI-DBE. :




&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

12hR D F#4E 50%iR 2

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

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

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)

Blinding of padicipants and personnel (perfarmance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

@ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

o Selective reporting (reporting bias)

E .

= Other hias

= | | | | |

= 0% 28% a0% A% 100%
Ryvlin 2014 . . . . . . [ Low risk of bias [ ]Unclear risk of bias Bl Hiah risk of bias

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

Allocation concealment (selection bias) : E Y {17 DRk (RBIR/NA 7 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 : ZDftbD/NA 7 R



Fyvlin 2014

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

12 A& D54 (mood) : QOLIE-89
(89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy
Inventory) mental health score ®Z1L

. Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)

@ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

. Blinding of padicipants and personnel (perfarmance hias)

. Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

@ | Selective reporting (reporting bias)

@ | Other bias

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias

0% 25%, 50% 79%  100%

.Ln:uw risk of bias DUncIearrisk of hias .High tisk of bias




&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

12 R#ED54% (mood) : CES-D
(Centre for Epidemiologic studies
Depression scale) DZ1t

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

0% 25%, 50% 79%  100%

Fyvlin 2014

. Blinding of padicipants and personnel (perfarmance hias)

. Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

. Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)
@ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

@ | Selective reporting (reporting bias)

@ | Other bias

.Ln:uw risk of bias DUncIearrisk of hias .High tisk of bias




Fyvlin 2014

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

12 R D5 % (mood) : NDDI-E
(Neurological Disorders Depression
Inventory in Epilepsy scale) ®Z1t

. Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)

@ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

. Blinding of padicipants and personnel (perfarmance hias)

. Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

@ | Selective reporting (reporting bias)

@ | Other bias

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias

0% 25%, 50% 79%  100%

.Ln:uw risk of bias DUncIearrisk of hias .High tisk of bias




&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

12 A& D5R% (mood) : CGI-I
(Clinical Global Impression of
Improvement scale) ®Z1t

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias

Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

0% 25%, 50% 79%  100%

Fyvlin 2014

. Blinding of padicipants and personnel (perfarmance hias)

. Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

. Fandom sequence generation (selection hias)
@ | Allocation concealment (selection bias)

@ | Selective reporting (reporting bias)

@ | Other bias

.Ln:uw risk of bias DUncIearrisk of hias .High tisk of bias




&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

EEGREER

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

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

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporing (reporing bias)

Other bias

Selective reporting (reporting hias)

0% 25% 50% 9%  100%

. Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)
. Blinding of participants and persannel (performance bias)
. Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

. Allocation concealment (selection hias)
. Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

@ | Other bias

Fiywlin 2014

LY

.Ln:uw risk of bias DUncIearrisk of hias .High risk of bias




&8l CQ10-1-04,05 Risk of bias ¥+~ ') —, Risk of bias 77 7

I

==
[ |

Ht

Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

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

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporing (reporing bias)

Other bias

Selective reporting (reporting hias)

0% 25% 50% 9%  100%

. Fandom sequence generation (selection bias)
. Blinding of participants and persannel (performance bias)
. Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

. Allocation concealment (selection hias)
. Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

@ | Other bias

Fiywlin 2014

LY

.Ln:uw risk of bias DUncIearrisk of hias .High risk of bias




“E CQ10-1-06: Forest plot

T R 10-1-1 ;12 I H ORIEHEE 50%LL T (R—RA T A > L i)

HEMESHHE R TADAE RTADAE 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
Ryvlin 2014 {PULSE} 10 31 7 29 1000%  1.34 [0.59,3.04] 29200000
Total (95% CI) 3 29 100.0%  1.34[0.59, 3.04]
Total events 10 7
e S W
eetfor overall effect: 2= 068 (F = 0.49) RTANAENEND EEBENREHATALAEIENRS

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection hias)

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

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporiing bias)

(G) Other hias

T A 10-1-2 1 12 P H B OES (mood) : QOLIE-89 (89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy Inventory)
mental health score DZ{L,

dGEEsSE- R T AN AE RTADAE Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Ryvlin 2014 (PuLsEY 22 ) 31 089 55 20 100.0% 1.30 156 416] EET I 1 KT}
Total (95% CI) 31 29 100.0% 1.30[-1.56, 4.16]
Heterageneity: Mot applicable 5_1 i _550 T t 1005
Testfor overall eflect 2= 0.88 (F=0.37) RTADAELERD RERENRE+RTAO AT ELS

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)

(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)
@) Blinding of outcomne assessment (detection hias)

(E) Incomplete outcome data (aftrition bias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other bias

7R A10-1-3 1 12 A% D% 5 (mood) : CES-D (Centre for Epidemiologic studies Depression scale)
DAL,

HGEMESEE R T ADASE MTADLAE Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean sD Total Mean _SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Rywlin 2014 (PuLsE) .22 7 3 05 81 29 100.0% -270[6.54,1.14] 2200020
Total (95% Cl) 31 29 100.0% -2.70[6.54, 1.14]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable -SHD _2H5 T 255 f
Testfor overall effect 2= 138 (= 017) BERENRE R TADAEAERS ATADAEAERD

Risk ofbias legend

(A) Random sequence generalion (selection bias)

(B) Allacation concealment (selection hias)

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

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)

(G) Other hias

T hH A 10-14 : 12 A HZ DS (mood) : NDDI-E (Neurological Disorders Depression Inventory in
Epilepsy scale) DZ4k

i E MR Ak IR T ADASE RTAMAIE Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean sD Total Mean _SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Ryvlin 2014 (PuLsE) -1 22 3 -0z 34 28 100.0% -080[2.26 0.66] 2200000
Total (95% CI) 31 29 100.0% -0.80[-2.26, 0.66]

Heterogenaity: Mot applicable t } 1

pple B 20 10 0 10 70
Testfor overall effect 7=1.07 (F =0 38) EEBENRE R TADATLSENRD ATADAENENS

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection hias)

(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 hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporting hias)

(G) Other hias



T R 10-1-5: 12 A DA S5 (mood) : CGI-I (Clinical Global Impression of Improvement scale) @

AN
24k,
dGE N ER AN IR T ADAEE RTAMAE Mean Difference Mean Difference Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Mean sD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Ryvlin 2014 (PuLsE) 08 08 3 -03 11 39 100.0% -0.50[-0.99,-0.01] 2200000
Total (95% CI) 31 29 100.0% -0.50 [0.99,-0.01]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable t t T +

me B -10 -5 [ 4
Testior overall effect 2= 2.00 (P = 0.05) EA IR R TADAELEAD RTADATNELD
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 hias
- - . Yoot =
T hH A 10-1-6 - EEERAEFS
HAENSERZRTADAE RTALAE Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events  Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% C1 M-H, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Ryvlin 2014 {PuLsE) 5 54 3 53 100.0%  1.79[0.45,7.13] — 2900020
Total (95% CI) 54 58 100.0%  1.79[0.45,7.13]
Total events i 3
Heterageneity: Mot applicable 051 012 t ] é % 150
Testfor overall effact Z= 0.83 (P = 0.41) AEMENRE R TANAENENSD ETANAENELD
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection hias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection hias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporiing bias)
(G) Other hias
==
TR 10-1-7  FEEREE
HAENSERZRTADAE RTALAE Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events  Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% C1 M-H, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Ryvlin 2014 {PuLSE) 2 31 i 29 1000% 4.69[0.23,93.70] ! 290000
Total (95% CI) 3 29 100.0% 4.69[0.23, 93.70]
Total events 2 ]
Heterageneity: Mot applicable D= m 011 ] 150 y DE
Testforovarall effect Z=1.01 (P = 0.31) EEWEHME A TANAENENG RTANAENERS

Risk of bias legend

(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)

(B) Allocation concealment (selection hias)

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

(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition hias)

(F) Selective reporting (reporiing bias)

(G) Other hias



% CQ10-1-07 Summary of findings (SoF) table:

CQ10-1: EHHEHETAMAICE D TEREMERIH (NS) ZEMREITMA TITIRNEN ?

B FEHEHME T A A
SRR E BRI (VNS) + Sstis
HeB: ik

TIhL HFFSh HHEXIRR* (95%ISHE X M) HERER:
JRYLE RR
EMBEDYRY REMER -+ EIEOUR BEEAS e
9
12 72 H OFEVEHEE 50% 2L T SRS 35zl RR1.34 60 OO0
059-304)  (1RCT) /=
241 (1,000 A7) SR AR A
' (142~734)
Y 27 DR R
161 (1,000 A H)
120 (1,000 A F1) (71-365)
Y 27 O EER
643 (1,000 A )
480 (1,000 A ) (283~1,000)
12 A HOES (mood) : %5y (QOLIE9) DL 0 MG+ SHmIEC B3 0 @©p00
QOLIE-89 (89-item Quality of Life %5355 (QOLIE-89) DAL FH (RCT ™ i ac
in Epilepsy Inventory) mental health IEEMPRERE L D 1.3 B
score DAL, (1.56 1%V ~4.16 =i\ D)
(QOLIE-89 7 #ii: 0~100)
12 78 H D&Y (mood) - S0y (CESD) DZEAL 0 BOERMEMI -+ SEAIAIC I 0 ©a00
CES-D (Centre for Epidemiologic %55 (CES-D) DAL FHi% (1RCT) 65 a0
studies Depression scale) D251t SEOIRERE L Y 27 (K0
(CES-D 7 #ilFl: 0~60) (6.54 fEKV ~1.14 =V Y)
12 A% D55 (mood) 57 (NDDI-E) D254k 0 BKGEMRRRRG + HMRIEIC 1T 80 OO
NDDI-E (Neurological Disorders %555 (NDDLE) DZEAED 413 (1RCT) 5 ac
Depression Inventory in Epilepsy SEWFRIEREL D 0.8 (KW
scale) D24k (2.26 1%\ 1~0.66 =i\ )
(NDDI-E o> H: 6~24)
12 72H % D&Y (mood) S0y (COH) OZEAL 0 SKAERRERHIN -+ SRAIAIC 1) 0 opOO
CGI-I (Clinical Global Impression of %5347 (NDDI-E) 2L O P41 (1RCT) [ 2
Improvement scale) D2k SEFRIERE L D 05K
(CGH 0>t 1~7) (099 151 1~0.01 1)
HERAERR et R RHE N RR1.79 12 000
e 045-713)  (IRCT) /0 o7
93 (1,000 A ) e
52 (1,000 A1) (23~360)
Y 27 DiRVREM
45 (1,000 A H)
25 (1,000 A1) (1~178)
Y 27 DEVRER
179 (1,000 A7)
100 (1,000 A1) 45-713)
e 0 per 1,000 RR 4.69 60
e 0 per 1,000 P (0t00) (0.23~93.70)  (1RCT) ig%@)

rABED Y X7 (B LOED BWEEXM) 1L, 22 hr— BB T 2 ) A7 L AT L D3R (B LU D BREEXH) I2b & SV THEE L.




%%} CQ10-1-07 Summary of findings (SoF) table:
CQ10-1: EFRHERETADAITE U TREMERIE (INS) EEDBERICHMZ TITIREN 2

B FEHEHME T A A
SRR E BRI (VNS) + Sstis

g Sk
FTorhL S SRR (95%{E5E X ) xR : BEH | IETURD | arvk
YRt RR (FREH) =
EMFEEDIRY HERER R+ EDEEDUR (95% (= RE X 5) (GRADE)

9

GRADE UV —% V' /I N—F LB TV ADED S L —F

B SR EEOREENE <, BOMRIEHEEHEOIICHD.

o R OMEMERTRETH S, DRMEEEIZEOZREIGENE BN SR, SH%OTFRIC L > TRREEMENZE D D AR H 5 .
& : DBRHEEEOFETETIZRAR D 5. DEHEEMEITEORIEND, A% OWFZEIC X » TOIERHEEMA L 5 Al REMEN FIEF IS E.
FEEITE : SVEHEEMEOMEEMEIIIET IR, BB BITREHEEM & B 2 ATREMES E V.

a~AX L TRENTELT, 77 N AOFHIEIH BN RS-0

b. Zh RHEEE OEHE X 258 24 7 R 2R & FH24 72 E O W5 ORGRIRBIIE 2 £ 72 <76

C. 2N FHEEME OIS HE X ASHR 2 7o R 2 & Y 72 B O WG OERRIRMIERE 2 £ 7203700, B/ ME#E (01S) JEAEZ- L 7z

d. 0 HHEEE O HE X R 25K 24 22 RS OB R TTRIE 2 £ 72 <23, M4 72 EOBERRBIBIEIX £ 22872072




&%l cQ10-1-08 —

Bro R 77 AV

Quality assessment Ne of patients Effect
. o . Quality Importance
Ne of . Risk of R . Other MR | Relative Absolute
studies | Study design | 5| Ince Imprecision | o ciderations | + gtk | ToPHIE (95% CI) (95% Cl)
12 72 DFEAEMEE 50% LA T
1 randomized serious ' | not serious not serious very serious | none 10/31 (32.3%) 7129 RR1.34 82 more per CRITICAL
trials 2 (24.1%) (0.59 to 3.04) 1,000 ®OOO
(from 99 fewer VERY LOW
to 492 more)
12.0% 41 more per
1,000
(from 49 fewer
to 245 more)
48.0% 163 more per
1,000
(from 197 fewer
to 979 more)
12 72 A # D&y (mood) : QOLIE-89 (89-item Quality of Life in Epilepsy Inventory) mental health score 7> %54t (Scale from: 0 to 100)
1 randomized serious ' | not serious not serious serious 3 none 31 29 - MD 1.3 higher CRITICAL
trials (1.56 lower to @ @ OQ
4.16 higher) Low
12 7> A # D5 (mood) : CES-D (Centre for Epidemiologic studies Depression scale) > Z£1L. (Scale from: 0 to 60)
1 randomized serious ' | not serious not serious serious 4 none 31 29 - MD 2.7 lower CRITICAL
trials (6.54 lower to @ @ OO
1.14 higher) Low
12 7> A # D&%y (mood) : NDDI-E (Neurological Disorders Depression Inventory in Epilepsy scale) ¢>Z%1L. (Scale from: 6 to 24)
1 randomized serious ' | not serious not serious serious 3 none 31 29 - MD 0.8 lower CRITICAL
trials (2.26 lower to @ @ OO
0.66 higher) Low
12 72 H # D&%y (mood) : CGI-l (Clinical Global Impression of Improvement scale) 7> Z1L. (Scale from: 1 to 7)
1 randomized serious * | not serious not serious serious 3 none 31 29 - MD 0.5 lower CRITICAL
trials (0.99 lower to 69 69 OO
0.01 lower) Low
HERAHERS
1 randomized serious ' | not serious not serious very serious | none 5/54 (9.3%) | 3/58 (5.2%) RR1.79 41 more per CRITICAL
trials 2 (0.45t07.13) 1,000 GBOOO
(from 28 fewer VERY LOW
to 317 more)
2.5% 20 more per
1,000
(from 14 fewer
to 153 more)
10.0% 79 more per
1,000
(from 55 fewer
to 613 more)
R EE
1 randomized serious ! | not serious not serious very serious | none 2/31(6.5%) | 0/29 (0.0%) RR 4.69 0 fewer per CRITICAL
trials 2 (0.23t0 93.70) 1,000 ®OOO
(from 0 fewer to VERY LOW
0 fewer)

CI: Confidence interval; RR: Risk ratio; MD: Mean difference

Eall

AR TREINTELT, 7V M ADFHEIZEN K S0
INRAETENE DR HHAK R AR 222 & AR 70 F O B7 DERR TR 2 £ 72 <72
INRAETENE DR HHA R 23R 2o R34 & AR 720 OR7 OERRRITRIE 2 £ 7223720008, Bo/MEHRE (01S) ZEMEZT /- L TWhRnizsd
INRAETENE DR HHA R AR 2 22 R D BRI IR BT 2 72 <8, AR 725 O BRI R L £ 72 2307z )




& ¥ cQ10-1-09: Evidence-to-Dicision +—7JL
HE 524 i B D FRE BT — T L
CQ10-1: RFHEMMHETADAICE VL TREMRZERIB (VNS) ZRMBEICTMZ TITIREN ?

£ RFBEEHETADA
IrA R FEAERIE

fEIRE
PROBLEM

EELLVER
DESIRABLE EFFECTS

=2E AR B

UNDESIRABLE EFFECTS

IETURDREEN

CERTAINTY OF THE EVIDENCE

{iifE

VALUES

CRITERIA

ZOMREITEE
IERI A ST
m?

Is the problem a
priority?

FYBEGMEP
E2MOH LM
AlF, FYBELIE
(DRAT=EAT

FHINHEEL
OHRIZENLS
VWEBLHYES
e

How substantial are

the desirable
anticipated effects?

FRIhHEEL
BLBREEN
{BLVTTH?
How substantial are

the undesirable
anticipated effects?

EEMLBIETY
ADFERMILE
nTTH?

What is the overall

certainty of the
evidence of effects?

TELTINIL
ITEREHFDA
MEEZED,
REGTREEE
PEEREABYE
ERN

Is there important
uncertainty about or
variability in how much
people value the main
outcomes?

HE

JUDGEMENTS

Oz
OBFLLLE
@ BT BLIELY
OlFy
O—#IZIFEZ L
Ly

O b7y

Q&&iz
OIvELy

@ FFEE
OXEL
O—®IZIXFEZ
Ly

Obhhiiy

OXEL
OFiEE

@ /NSy
Q&S
O—#IZIFER L
Ly

Obhh oy

@FEITE
Of&
Orh

=

O ZE AL

OFELTHEREME
PEFMENHD
OF-SAEELF
HEEEPSHMEN
oY)
Ot=3RAEEBELFR
HEEEPSHMEL
A A
OFELGTHEEME
PEHMEALL

JH—FIETUR
RESEARCH EVIDENCE

EE 2 FEOMTANAREERL THRENIIG TELRNERER

ETANATIE, EHICERIZEMLTH, SIREIBEMTHS. REME

R MTANARITERELT, RIFEEZETSEIMNRNHARFS

NTW%. FBETOMNRFHRELLRTDLERETHY, AR T ay

D—2ELTGEIRENDEDNHD.

BDDHZEET7TIMALOBEFKAEEMAOETE (The relative

importance or values of the main outcomes of interest) :

. Certainty of the
Outcome q sl evidence
importance (GRADE)
FEAESEEE 50%LL T CRITICAL 1000
VERY LOW
%> (mood) :QOLIE-89 (89-item | CRITICAL o000
Quality of Life in Epilepsy LOW
Inventory) mental health score »%
g
%4y (mood) :CES-D (Centre for | CRITICAL o000
Epidemiologic studies Depression LOW
scale) D%k
R (mood) NDDI-E | CRITICAL o000
(Neurological Disorders Depression LOW
Inventory in Epilepsy scale) ®Z{t
&y (mood) :CGI-I (Clinical Global | CRITICAL o000
Impression of Improvement scale) LOW
DEAL
HELAAERS CRITICAL 000
VERY LOW
7 CRITICAL a000
VERY LOW
Summary of findings:
KRR . Relative
Outcome S| W (VNS) 'z'gf;ﬁ/’oegi?; effect (RR)
+RpRE (95% CI)
FEAVEBEEE 50%LL T 241 323 per |82 more |RR 1.34
per 1,000 per 1,000 (0.59 to
1,000 | (142 to | (from 99 | 3.04)
734) fewer to 492
more)
120 161 per | 41 more
per 1,000 per 1,000
1,000 | (71 to | (from 49
365) fewer to 245
more)
480 643 per | 163 more
per 1,000 per 1,000
1,000 | (283 to | (from 197
1,000) fewer to 979
more)
E (mood) MD 1.3 |-
QOLIE-89 (89-item higher
Quality of Life in (1.56 lower
Epilepsy Inventory) to 4.16
mental health score higher)
DEAL

BINEIE
ADDITIONAL
CONSIDERATIONS

NAICKDFEEEE
50% LA T A~ D) R
#1F 1.34 (0.59~3.04)
T, NNT (X 25 TH5.
&% (mood) MZEL
X, WFhDRTr—)L
TH, RN /NEH -

A 31 AN) TOE
ELBEESERD S5 AT
2 A (40%) [X—iBf
DETHRETHY, 1
A (20%) [XERERMD
IFR{EILETHOT=. LY
ThEZTLICEEL
. D=8, EED
ARG CHRIERIN
LEFELLGELERIL,
RCT [2&Y/oni=tE
xt1)R4Y 1.79 (0.45~
7.13) KYH/hEEH
EIND.

BEANEAT, 7TIbAL
NEEEDEEAHIZE
WAHD. REEED
BLEERTHEED
WAL, BIERADYR
VEERTHEELL
2.




EBEDINSUR

BALANCE OF EFFECTS

IRREYY—R
COST AND RESOURCE

2ItAh

ACCEPTABILITY

EH AT REE
FEASIBILITY

BEFELIVRLE
FLLLBLHIRD

NSRRI AE
HEOELLTE
nEFHh?

Does the balance
between desirable and
undesirable effects
favor the intervention
or the comparison?

WEEEINB)Y
—ZRPOAMKE
N{BLKRENT
ITHh?

How large are the
resource
requirements (cost)?

ZOERRIEE
BEHERT—IHIL
H—IZZFAND
nEIFne

Is the option
acceptable to key
stakeholders?

ZDRREELD
CEIFREMICTH
BTIn?

Is the option feasible to
implement?

ORBOIFZSHE
na
O=RAXBOIF
SHEND

O AERBDE
H5HBNTLVELY
Of=-RANADIZF
SHENS
ONADIFSHE
nad

O—#IZIEFERL

Ly
@MY

OXZHaR

@ HiIEENIXRL
OEETEDIEE
OHIREDEH
OKXREREH

O—ICIEEAR

Ly
Obhd iy

Onnz
O=3ALWZ
Of=3 Al
OlZLy
O—#}CITERL
Ly

O by

Oz
Of=3ALNZ
@7=-SAlLLY
OlELy
O—IZITFEAR
L

Obhh ALy

%4y (mood) :CES-D MD 2.7 |-
(Centre for lower
Epidemiologic (6.54 lower
studies Depression to 1.14
scale) DZAL higher)
B (mood) MD 0.8 | -
NDDI-E lower
(Neurological (2.26 lower
Disorders Depression to 0.66
Inventory in Epilepsy higher)
scale) O&1L
%4y (mood) :CGI-I MD 0.5 |-
(Clinical Global lower
Impression of (0.99 lower
Improvement scale) to 0.01
DEAL lower)
HEEAAERS 52 per | 93 per |41 more |RR 1.79
1,000 | 1,000 per 1,000 (0.45 to
(23 to | (from 2817.13)
369) fewerto 317
more)
25 per | 45 per | 20 more
1,000 | 1,000 per 1,000
(11 to | (from 14
178) fewer to 153
more)
100 179 per | 79 more
per 1,000 per 1,000
1,000 | (45 to | (from 55
713) fewer to 613
more)
T 0 per|0 per|O fewer | RR 4.69
1,000 | 1,000 per 1,000 (0.23 to
(0 to 0) | (from 0| 93.70)
fewer to 0
fewer)

EH: RCT I& 1 #§AZALED, BIUMIFICHTE2EBDRVNFLEER
BLTSMENEELT, ARV —DEMIZKYREAITEYY EAoT-.
TR, TIMNLOBEEADNTBLTWVWSAIEEELHD. FHIEHEE
50%{E T IS DL TIZAHY RS 1.34 (0.59~3.04) THot=. &5
(mood) MZEALIZDNTIE, ZhZFh QOLIE-89 1.3 (-1.56~4.16),
CES-D -2.7 (-6.54~1.14), NDDI-E 0.8 (-2.26~0.66), CGI-l -0.5 (-0.99

~0.01) THot=.

EELGEETEREERAIRY 1.79(045~713) EFEEFRONALD
DDBZHEAREENREENT=. =L, NABETOHALNT-FEHRF
B, EREOERELE, —@%ETHor-.

EEHRBTOFMELD. REMZRBIRERELOTHEY, HEAAH
fiTlE 24,350 |, KXHAfii(EL 4,800 ATHH (2018F 1 A 11 HERE). Ff=,
NyT)—HEICHSDIRL—4—DRWHIHFIT-ELETHY, BF
fEETSH. RM]ICESHIRMIH 200 BA (REEEA) THD

MO TITRERBERIBEEDHEZAARBEROCIEEEEERALL BITTRELERD—E
HEFEISBEH-DY, MIRICESTRET IV EAATRTH . LOWLERE ZFR Y AMIIBHET
TIE, SREEQEENEMSN, TI/EAFHESA TS,

REMERHEEOEAAARIEER CHEEERERANDTILANE
SIRRETHNIE, RIBFEHDHELTEETHS.

3.




HROERT—T IV

CQ10-1: EFHEHETAMAITEVD TREMZERIB (VNS) ZRYBEITINA TITIRNEN ?

EROZ1T

Type of recommendation

HITERR

HERER

Recommendation

HH

Justification

HITTN—TDRFAEIER
Subgroup considerations
BEEFMONADNEICLT
EEXATDHIHBAICIE, ED&
SIZEHEHRTET DN EET D

K LDOHERBER

Implementation
considerations

ERICEEY HIHEICHEELLT
DEITAIREN, BRULECH
BHhELD

E=Z) 2T LT

Monitoring and evaluation
EiE T IRICHELGE=SY)
[Ffarhy. EFI1S, HLLITABE
[ZRRITDOVNTOFFEABEL

HROEEME

Research possibilities
FIBTICHELGRBERELRT, #
KOREDBELLD (T

NAZLGNEZEE | FHAETHNAZL FHAETHALY | ZEAETHAZT | HMAZTHIEZEHS

€ ) BWNCEEHRETD BEHESD HILEHESD HEID
Strong recommendation Conditional Conditional Conditional Strong recommendation for
against the intervention recommendation against |recommendation for either  recommendation for the the intervention
the intervention the intervention or the intervention
comparison
O O @) [ O

EHERETAMICELVTAERZRBZEYREICMITITSICLEZRETD
(GRADE2D, #EDAEIFFLMERE | TET U ADFEERMEMEFEIZED

BR(CQ) . EFIEMMETANAITEKEBBRIMETINEN

BEP): EFERETADA

AN REMBRE EMEE~NDLEY)

B (C): EWEE

FIrAL(0) : FVEHERE 50%LLF, Mood M (QOLIE-89, CES-D, NDDI-E, CGI-I), EELAEER, XEREE
IETFVRDER: SRATITAVILEL—DHER, 1 (96 A)D RCT NEDMot=. FIEHERE 50%UTET Ik
NLELTZEE, MAICKBERYRD(E 1.34(95%IEFEXM 0.59~3.04) THo1=. [HDELIZDLTIE, FHER
T—IIZKYERZLOD, RTINS, oT=.

IETUOADMEEY: £Fo-HRIENATAD)RINEEMIZEL, ETOTIMILIZENT serious EHIFEL
T1EBEITL—FE UL HEROE—EHITHEN 1 LHEI>T=DOTITL—RE oo Lighof-. EEHEES
RARE7%:< not serious ELT-=. FEHESIIVTIORIFICEVTHEHERBANEREMBAEEZZ-CEONSL, 1 ERE
FIE2BBES L —RF Yo F 5T EIC . BR/AAATRIZDWTIE, AR 1 ELMEA D18, TL—KFHoL
otz 2D, E7INILDIETUOADOMHERME, FHEEE 50%UT, EEGEEER, RFESHNIEE
IZIEL, ZRLUADTIMILNRHEITHY, 2EMNLEIE T AORERMEIL, TFEFEITEIELT-.

FIIELE, €48, aRXFDYIE:

10 RCT LHVEMoT=1=8h, NRHETEEDHEREMNMES, FIBREETDNSUREZEZLZONRE o= EELHEE
EZDS5, NABRTOHHON=-FEHRKE, ERMOTRELT—BETHY, BEEEZESG,H - B, OX
MZDWTIE, PEETHY, tITABEOBIRENZENIEEFEZLHE, EVEIE, aXMEA-THHNEEZHELT
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