	Steroids compared to placebo / usual care in comatose survivors of cardiac arrest 

	Patient or population: comatose survivors of cardiac arrest 
Setting: Intensive Care 
Intervention: steroids
Comparison: placebo / usual care 

	Outcomes
	Anticipated absolute effects* (95% CI)
	Relative effect
(95% CI)
	№ of participants
(studies)
	Certainty of the evidence
(GRADE)
	Comments

	
	Risk with placebo / usual care 
	Risk with steroids
	
	
	
	

	Mortality
follow-up: 30 days
	80 per 100
	74 per 100
(66 to 83)
	RR 0.93
(0.83 to 1.04)
	739
(5 RCTs)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,b
	Steroids may result in little to no difference in mortality.

	Good functional outcome
follow-up: 30 days
	17 per 100
	22 per 100
(12 to 40)
	RR 1.31
(0.73 to 2.36)
	736
(5 RCTs)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,c
	Steroids may result in little to no difference in good functional outcome. However, the 95% confidence intervals includes the chance of both appreciable benefit and harm.

	Serious adverse events 
	56 per 100
	58 per 100
(45 to 74)
	RR 1.02
(0.80 to 1.31)
	187
(2 RCTs)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,d
	Steroids may result in little to no difference in serious adverse events. However, the 95% confidence intervals includes the chance of appreciable harm.

	Health related quality of life - not reported
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Not reported.

	*The risk in the intervention group (and its 95% confidence interval) is based on the assumed risk in the comparison group and the relative effect of the intervention (and its 95% CI).

CI: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio

	GRADE Working Group grades of evidence
High certainty: we are very confident that the true effect lies close to that of the estimate of the effect.
Moderate certainty: we are moderately confident in the effect estimate: the true effect is likely to be close to the estimate of the effect, but there is a possibility that it is substantially different.
Low certainty: our confidence in the effect estimate is limited: the true effect may be substantially different from the estimate of the effect.
Very low certainty: we have very little confidence in the effect estimate: the true effect is likely to be substantially different from the estimate of effect.





	Coenzyme Q10 compared to placebo / usual care in comatose survivors of cardiac arrest 

	Patient or population: comatose survivors of cardiac arrest 
Setting: Intensive Care 
Intervention: coenzyme Q10
Comparison: placebo / usual care 

	Outcomes
	Anticipated absolute effects* (95% CI)
	Relative effect
(95% CI)
	№ of participants
(studies)
	Certainty of the evidence
(GRADE)
	Comments

	
	Risk with placebo / usual care 
	Risk with coenzyme Q10
	
	
	
	

	Mortality
follow-up: 30 days
	44 per 100
	40 per 100
(27 to 69)
	RR 0.91
(0.61 to 1.56)
	107
(3 RCTs)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,b
	Coenzyme Q10 may result in little to no difference in mortality. However, the 95% confidence interval includes the chance of both appreciable benefit and harm.

	Good functional outcome
follow-up: 30 days
	35 per 100
	36 per 100
(17 to 78)
	RR 1.03
(0.48 to 2.23)
	48
(1 RCT)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,b,c
	Coenzyme Q10 may result in little to no difference in good functional outcome. However, the 95% confidence intervals includes the chance of both appreciable benefit and harm.

	Serious adverse events 
	7 per 100
	7 per 100
(2 to 31)
	RR 1.00
(0.22 to 4.56)
	59
(2 RCTs)
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,b,c
	Coenzyme Q10 may result in little to no difference in serious adverse events. However, the 95% confidence intervals includes the chance of both appreciable benefit and harm.

	Health related quality of life - not reported
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Not reported.

	*The risk in the intervention group (and its 95% confidence interval) is based on the assumed risk in the comparison group and the relative effect of the intervention (and its 95% CI).

CI: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio

	GRADE Working Group grades of evidence
High certainty: we are very confident that the true effect lies close to that of the estimate of the effect.
Moderate certainty: we are moderately confident in the effect estimate: the true effect is likely to be close to the estimate of the effect, but there is a possibility that it is substantially different.
Low certainty: our confidence in the effect estimate is limited: the true effect may be substantially different from the estimate of the effect.
Very low certainty: we have very little confidence in the effect estimate: the true effect is likely to be substantially different from the estimate of effect.





	Thiamine compared to placebo / usual care in comatose survivors of cardiac arrest 

	Patient or population: comatose survivors of cardiac arrest 
Setting: Intensive Care 
Intervention: thiamine
Comparison: placebo / usual care 

	Outcomes
	Anticipated absolute effects* (95% CI)
	Relative effect
(95% CI)
	№ of participants
(studies)
	Certainty of the evidence
(GRADE)
	Comments

	
	Risk with placebo / usual care 
	Risk with thiamine
	
	
	
	

	Mortality
follow-up: 30 days
	61 per 100
	67 per 100
(53 to 85)
	RR 1.11
(0.88 to 1.40)
	149
(3 RCTs)
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowa,b,c
	Thiamine may result in little to no difference in mortality. However, the 95% confidence interval includes the chance of both no effect and appreciable harm. 

	Good functional outcome
follow-up: 30 days
	29 per 100
	27 per 100
(16 to 46)
	RR 0.94
(0.56 to 1.60)
	146
(3 RCTs)
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowa,c,d
	Thiamine may result in little to no difference in good functional outcome. However, the 95% confidence intervals includes the chance of both appreciable benefit and harm. 

	Serious adverse events 
	0 per 100
	0 per 100
(0 to 0)
	not estimable
	37
(1 RCT)
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowe
	No serious adverse events were reported. 

	Health related quality of life - not reported
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	Not reported.

	*The risk in the intervention group (and its 95% confidence interval) is based on the assumed risk in the comparison group and the relative effect of the intervention (and its 95% CI).

CI: confidence interval; RR: risk ratio

	GRADE Working Group grades of evidence
High certainty: we are very confident that the true effect lies close to that of the estimate of the effect.
Moderate certainty: we are moderately confident in the effect estimate: the true effect is likely to be close to the estimate of the effect, but there is a possibility that it is substantially different.
Low certainty: our confidence in the effect estimate is limited: the true effect may be substantially different from the estimate of the effect.
Very low certainty: we have very little confidence in the effect estimate: the true effect is likely to be substantially different from the estimate of effect.



