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® FAIThE Health Service Dental Clinic Hong Kong
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1 [CQ1] : Z7#LA 7Y E
Ty AEREHEIC L 2R
1E:E BHREE Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI ABCDEFG
1.2.1 Ty IR GBS HRE
Dorasani 2013 9 23 5 21 84% 1.64 [0.66,4.12] S 2022000
Gesi 2006 9 130 8 126  84% 1.09[0.43, 2.74] i 000060000
Liu 2013 10 87 4 42 6.1% 1.21[0.40, 3.62] I @222
Molander 2007 17 49 10 40 149% 1.39[0.72, 2.69] T ([
Paredes-Vieyra 2012 5 146 15 136 7.5% 0.31[0.12,0.83] I [ I
Penesis 2008 1 33 9 30 126% 1.11[0.54, 2.30] - ®
Peters 2002 4 21 5 17 56% 0.65[0.21,2.04] —T @
Trope 1999 9 45 18 57 13.6% 0.63[0.32,1.27] — ®
Weiger 2000 6 36 9 31 8.5% 0.57[0.23,1.43] —T ?
Wong 2015 13 117 13103 129% 0.88[0.43,1.81] —= (1 1] ®
Xiao 2010 1 76 2 62 1.4% 0.41[0.04,4.39] — CL T )
Subtotal (95% Cl) 763 665 100.0% 0.88[0.66, 1.17] 4
Total events 94 9
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.03; Chi? = 11.27, df =10 (P = 0.34);2 = 11% :001 0:1 AT
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.88 (P = 0.38) EEAMEND  EREEAENG
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias)
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(€) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
(G) Other bias
g (72 BSRELR)
18 BB Risk Ratio Risk Ratio Risk of Bias
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI E

2.1.1 7185 (72B R A)

Mulhern 1982 7 30 6 30 2.5% 1.17 [0.44, 3.06]
Risso 2008 6 57 14 61 2.9% 0.46[0.19,1.11]
Al-Negrish 2006 8 54 14 58 3.6% 0.611[0.28,1.35]
Ghoddusi 2006 8 20 10 40 3.8% 1.60[0.75, 3.42]
Wang 2010 21 43 21 46 9.6% 1.07 [0.69, 1.66]
Albashaireh 1998 39 142 56 149 13.8% 0.73[0.52,1.02]
Liu 2013 52 95 28 48  159% 0.94[0.69, 1.27]
Oginni 2004 58 107 61 136 19.1% 1.21[0.94, 1.56]
Ince 2009 107 153 106 153  28.8% 1.01[0.87,1.17]
Subtotal (95% ClI) 701 721 100.0% 0.9710.83,1.14]

Total events 306
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.02; Chi2=12.03,df =8 (P = 0.15); > =33%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.33 (P = 0.74)

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 bias)

E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

F) Selective reporting (reporting bias)
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(3) IEFYRELTRALHR OB

Rowe 1980

Control of pain resulting from endodontic therapy: a double-blind, placebo-controlled study. Rowe
NH, Shekter MA, Turner JL, Spencer J, Dowson J, Petrick TJ. Oral surgery, oral medicine, and oral
pathology 1980; 50 (3): 257-63.
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Doroschak 1999

Evaluation of the combination of flurbiprofen and tramadol for management of endodontic pain.

Doroschak AM, Bowles WR, Hargreaves KM. Journal of Endodontics 1999; 25 (10): 660-3.
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University of Minnesota Dental School, USA

18mH5 65 MDD, MBARITHKE L TREBLE (WRREREKR) Z11o7t
BE 49N, HWIEICIRER Lo

4 BRPESTE A — b VAS, NT bIN—=A—X 7 —)b O 3 %AV CEHb,
TR (ERAODSL, 6 BEcs). Z/bbeE7a7 > (it 100mg
BREADD B, 6 BT &IT 50mg) . 1C K HREREF CULA,
BADOEBERCIFERTELGWD 5 F—)UEBRN L TRET LTz,
ZIeETBRT7 TV E NS R—ILOHATIE. T EREEE AT 6 K5
BH LU 24 BE CREWNMMEEREZR LI (p<001),

NSAIDs EFET— b (A FREER) OHAIE. BEMERK Y fRE
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Rogers 1999

Comparison of effect of intracanal use of ketorolac tromethamine and dexamethasone with oral
ibuprofen on post treatment endodontic pain. Rogers MJ, Johnson BR, Remeikis NA, BeGole EA.
Journal of Endodontics 1999;25(5): 381-4.
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® F7ThEER Postgraduate Endodontic Clinic, University of lllinois, USA
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Menhinick 2004

The efficacy of pain control following nonsurgical root canal treatment using ibuprofen or a
combination of ibuprofen and acetaminophen in a randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled
study. Menhinick KA, Gutmann JL, Regan JD, Taylor SE, Buschang PH. International Endodontic
Journal 2004; 37 (8): 531-41.
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® HAZEEER Emergency Clinic, Texas A&M University System Health Science Center Baylor
College of Dentistry, USA
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2 [CQ3]:7xLA+TOvh (BERR) F2 [CQ3 #EMREARE (KEHE) ICHITHUBROMEARENAILTINEDL?] | Evidence to Decision
24 s DR 5E
A% avka—-v Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Bias MERERR (KEHE) |CHIFPNEBEDORERLSIFITINED?
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Fouad 1996 151500 10 1821401 11 346%  -021[-107,065] — 29209007 @ elbak (K5
Henry 2001 105 0911 19 059 0796 22 654%  0.53[0.10,1.16] —— 00007200
Total (95% Cl) 29 33 100.0%  0.27[-0.23,0.78] - ME
Heterogeneity: Chi2=1.87,df =1 (P =0.17); 2= 47% I 1 + .
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.06 (P = 0.29) -2 gl 0 1 2 PATAWIN
MEREA O hO—) V@
Risk of bias legend 24 BERS%. 48 BEf5. 72 BRIBROERES LOREE
(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 bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)
(F) Selectivg reporting (reporting bias)
(6) Other bias RO E AR S HICH L CIREARE -1 58, ARESHDEREESLENS,
BABRAICIBEROREDNEF CEH—7. E5BBHRME TLT77vT) OAIERLRETN T2,
3 MRICHEROBRSZITOCENERBEBICEDRETSEL TV RO ZERE Y. REETOTV SRR
48 BsfER D ERR ELELEBHbNS,
nEE avea—-iv Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Bias RzERR sl
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl 1V, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG
Fouad 1996 09 0876 10 16 1.647 10 323% -0.51[-1.40,0.39] —— 900006
Henry 2001 T 1 19 0730767 22 677%  030[-032,092] —— 0000200 T (%
Total (95% Cl) 29 32 100.0% 0.04[-0.47, 0.55] ? .
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.13,df =1 (P =0.14); > =53% [ t } } i B
Test for overall effect: Z=0.15 (P = 0.88) -2 -1 " 0 N 1 3 fisdied
REREL 2vbOoIVED COMBIEBAEETTH?
Risk of bias legend
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias) EL YHY—FIETFTVR EZ
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias)
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) - N N R _ . - N
indi ion bi O L& REBECTIE. BHD - (EFRBERICKY. RERNBREDBREZRHFDHN LELL
(B Incompete outome dats ateioniag ) OB25<. | ChmEARE. BB, FE. BEEELTBAD DD, TN LY BESAR
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias) (A4 BRI QOL METFLIZY. FELTWAEWERAERERINZY TS, TNSEFBA
(G) Other bias @ 57540 TER RERFERICMEEREZNA TEEDBMD ERFTLI
(=40
OlFL
P XEX
72 BF R DRERR 8 %f\% ib\
E7=<E area—-ib Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference Risk of Bias EELLE
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% Cl 1V, Fixed, 95% CI ABCDEFG + o . Sz S
Fouad 1996 0.3 0483 10 09 1287 10 32.0% -0.59[-1.49,0.31] —_—a— 2000076 SRR O ARSI
Henry 2001 084 0958 19 059 0666 22 680%  0.30[-032,0.92] —— 0000200 - JH—FTEFYR ez
Total (95% Cl) 29 32 100.0% 0.02[-0.49, 0.52] ? 4 I
TestToroveral efect 7006 ¢ ~095) O 2 4 6 1 ObFh WEBLI 2 BT, J28 - RO THIEE (R29U2) 75 RTRi
T ' AERESG 3> bO— VS OQhEW FEDNSROHSNED DI,
Risk of bias legend O EF':E N
(A) Random sequence generation (selection bias) O 1( L_L’?
(B) Allocation concealment (selection bias) OEE < ES
(C) Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias) @ HH57%EW
(D) Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)
(E) Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias) A B
(F) Selective reporting (reporting bias) Eib(";(’\’w% " .
(G) Other bias FHENZEE LGV HRIGEDRREDEDTIH?
Hlif JH—FIETVR "%
OKEV WAL 25X Tl &R - BIROEESTHNEE (RZVUY) LSS RTEN
O GEDROSNIED DT,
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