Evidence Table: Cognitive aids in resuscitation education – a systematic review
Author(s): Nabecker S, Cheng A, Abelairas-Gomez C, Greif R, Viggers S, Chowdhury D, Alghaith A, Faraq AJ, Lennertz J, Brenna L, Lauridsen K, Finn J, Nation K on behalf of the International Liaison Committee on Resuscitation Education, Implementation and Teams Task Force (EIT).  
Question: Cognitive aids compared to no cognitive aids in resuscitation education
Setting: All learners during resuscitation training in any setting (adult, paediatric, neonatal).
	Certainty assessment
	№ of patients
	Effect
	Certainty
	Importance

	№ of studies
	Study design
	Risk of bias
	Inconsistency
	Indirectness
	Imprecision
	Other considerations
	cognitive aids
	no cognitive aids
	Relative
(95% CI)
	Absolute
(95% CI)
	
	

	Overall excellent CPR

	11
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	seriousb
	seriousc
	none
	100
	100
	-
	0 
(0 to 0 )d
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowa,b,c
	IMPORTANT

	CPR rate performance

	12
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	not serious
	seriousc
	none
	720
	706
	-
	0 
(0 to 0 )
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,c
	IMPORTANT

	CPR depth performance

	12
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	not serious
	seriousc
	none
	720
	706
	-
	0 
(0 to 0 )
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,c
	IMPORTANT

	Hands off time during CPR

	12
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	not serious
	seriousc
	none
	720
	706
	-
	0 
(0 to 0 )
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,c
	IMPORTANT

	Time to initiation of CPR

	13
	randomised trials
	seriouse
	not serious
	seriousb
	seriouse
	none
	112
	120
	-
	0 
(0 to 0 )
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowb,e
	IMPORTANT

	Time to defibrillation

	13
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	seriousb
	seriouse
	none
	112
	120
	-
	0 
(0 to 0 )
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowa,b,e
	IMPORTANT

	Teamwork

	21,4
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	seriousb
	not serious
	none
	181
	181
	-
	see comment
	⨁⨁◯◯
Lowa,b
	IMPORTANT

	Adherence to Guidelines

	31,2,4
	randomised trials
	seriousa
	not serious
	seriousf
	seriousc
	none
	901
	887
	-
	see comment
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowa,c,f
	IMPORTANT

	Knowledge

	41,4,5,6
	randomised trials
	very seriousg
	not serious
	seriousf
	not serious
	none
	210
	210
	-
	see comment
	⨁◯◯◯
Very lowf,g
	NOT IMPORTANT


CI: confidence interval
Explanations
a. Some concerns in randomization and outcome measurements.
b. The observer used the checklist.
c. measurements variable
d. not pooled 
e. Some concerns in outcome measurements
f. some participatns used the checklist as observer
g. High concerns in randomization in one study, some concerns in randomization and outcome measurements in the others
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