	Impedance tracings with ventilation waveforms in < 50% of pauses compared to impedance tracings with ventilation waveforms in >= 50% of pauses for cardiac arrest
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	2528
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	serious
	serious
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	strong association
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	⨁◯◯◯
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	41/929 (4.4%) 
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	not estimablea
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	2528
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	strong association
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	⨁◯◯◯
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CI: confidence interval; OR: odds ratio

a. Unable to pool data due to heterogeneity.

