Q| SV | I PPN | IR | | RPN 9 | P X |
(sssoll oo lall gy yall 3 &0l gu i) Lsypms— Fihios | g smtill o il — g Tl aasll oo gl 3090 .5
www.arabicebm.com U_V\Au_\:«t’,_l\

adib-essali@net.sy : gl

32550 g mds Syl Ak A2 WU ) Ll oy ANl ] A 0ol el s g 3 ) el ) ) ST g
PO N PPN PURA WA POV S URPRERY PRl A PG WS IS SES VRSO YA PO N DR WPS A NN 2N WA SR Y R NAN]
TP S B 0 o S SO -1 e W R e EE A B S N N NP S T S RO

5t LW S50 et o il OIS el e Loy el e sl o el )l STU s Gl 33805
TP B ENATIR S O S ENA P =

( )
@1
.1
2
3
4
.4 3)
50
%)
Arabpsyner Journal : N° 2-April - May - June 2004 2004 gl g =y 21 20y Ml Wik em 2tle

14



(7)
15000 1800

3000

15000

risk ratio ozl auw
relative risk reduction suwidl Lozl jolss|
odds ratio éu==,V! acuws

absolute risk reduction _sllaoJl Jlazdl olss]
(number needed to treat (NNT a>Mce w=>lgll sasl

risk ratio

(0.12 =15000 +1800)
.( 0.2 =15000+3000)
(0.6 =0.20+0.12)
relative risk reduction

.%40 =100x%(0.6-1)
. %40
odds ratio

1 0.14 = 13200 :1800 )
(1 0.25 =12000 :3000 )
.(0.56 =0.25+0.14)
absolute risk reduction

(0.12)
.(0.20)
.(0.08 = 0.12-0.20) =
number needed to treat (NNT)

«(13 = 0.08 +1)
13

(0.009 ) 15000 135

efficacy

ARAbpsyNeT Journal : N° 2-April - May - June 2004

15

iyl _nndzl il ] @

Egdul
a Eldmal ]l Aol Ll
i
3 sttt
E
3 8L All> s
t':..-:’?.df_?f g j. ...-{'
4

-
.(6)
( )
( )
)
Experimental ] (
] [(Event Rate (EER
.[Control Event Rate (CER)
(7)
B A crxiaad|
D C i | e

EER = A /(A+C) ezl ozl Jase

CER = B/ (B+D)

2 badl wasdl Jase

RR = EER / CR ----nnmmmmmmmee sl szl
OR = (A/C)/(B/D) = AD/BC &z, VI s
ARR = CER - EER ==-=-nnn--- lloll sl Lolas|

NNT = 1/ARR axMe wloll sasll

2004 ylso — gl S5 NN W W PO N U= P U



ORIGINAL PAPERS & ARTICLES

.(8)

systematic review

ArAbpsyner Journal : N° 2-April - May - June 2004

16

225

=(0.009 — 0.015 )=1

10

(0.015/0.009-1)x100]

( %40

20

PR TP fu} {7 Py M ]

(0.015 ) 15000

167

.167

[%40 =

2004 5o — o — b A - 2 ss iy il Wl S 2is



aiyasdl Sladaidl ol bl (1999) (bl sl 2azo .1
GloVl) Lgwlsdl Slsl o Syl wlall pulss (28 dloglaall
sasdl Wl ol (@sell olell ol e sV alsll

66-57 Lo «JoVI
2. Evidence-based Medicine Working Group (1992).
Evidence-based medicine; a new approach to teaching the
practice of medicine. JAMA 268:2420-5
3. Cook et al (1997). The relationship between systematic
reviews and practice guidelines. Ann Intern Med. 127:210-6
4,  Bero and Jadad (1997). How consumers and policymakers
can use systematic reviews for decision making. Ann Intern
Med. 127:37-42
5. Dickerson et al (1994). Identifying relevant studies for
systematic reviews. BMJ 309:1286-91
6. Clarke and Stewart (1994). Obtaining data from
randomized controlled trials: how much do we need for reliable
and informative meta-analyses?. BMJ 309:1007-10
7. Collins et al (1990). Blood pressure, stroke, and coronary
heart disease. Part 2. Short-term reduction in blood pressure;
overview of randomized drug trials in their epidemiological
context. Lancet 335:827-38
8. Antman et al (1992). A comparison of results of meta-
analyses of randomized control trials and recommendations of
clinical experts. Treatments for myocardial infarction. JAMA
268:240-8
9. Godlee (1994). The Cochrane Collaboration deserves the
support of doctors and governments. BMJ 309:969-70
10. Badgett et al (1997). Using systematic reviews in clinical
education. Ann Intern Med. 126:886-91

ARAbpsyNeT Journal : N° 2-April - May - June 2004

17

Cochrane Systematic .
Reviews

©)

[ o gabgal Arpio Azxlio LS Il

ciloglmod] s lgh o - I &Ll
Spigpcilyl | el Tl | sl

& 3 0
Uiloalys 2gocd '{:3:'

[l 0Lyl pls &0 ails

:((10)

2004 ylso — gl = 2 sy Al i s



