Control
SD [mmH

NMBA
Study or Subgrou Mean [mmH SD [mmHg] Total Mean [mmH
Gainnier 2004 183 88 28 139
Lyu 2014 173.74 29 48 161.8
Moss 2019 198 734 381 193.2
Papazian 2010 164 72 172 168
Total (95% CI) 629

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 78.24; Chi? = 6.51, df = 3 (P = 0.09); 1> = 54%
Test for overall effect: Z =1.30 (P = 0.19)

42
43.5
79
72

Mean Difference

Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI [mmH

28 9.2% 44.00 [7.88, 80.12]
48 28.5% 11.94 [-2.85, 26.73]
348 34.9% 4.80 [-6.30, 15.90]
159  27.3% -4.00 [-19.53, 11.53]
583 100.0% 8.05[-4.12, 20.21]

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [mmH

I
-
S

-100 -50 0
Favours [control]

50
Favours [NMBA]

100



Control
SD [mmH

NMBA
Study or Subgrou Mean [mmH SD [mmHg] Total Mean [mmH
Gainnier 2004 53 76.9 28 20
Lyu 2014 64.42 34.3 48 49.33
Moss 2019 81.9 64.7 381 774
Papazian 2010 58 628 172 53
Total (95% CI) 629

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 17.09; Chi? = 3.90, df = 3 (P = 0.27); I = 23%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.12 (P = 0.03)

37.7
40.79
711
62.7

Total Weight

28  6.4%
48 23.6%
348 42.2%
159  27.8%

583 100.0%

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [mmH

33.00 [1.28, 64.72]
15.09 [0.01, 30.17]
4.50 [-5.40, 14.40]
5.00 [-8.53, 18.53]

8.97 [0.66, 17.28]

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [mmH

_—
—

-
-

S

-50

-25
Favours [control]

0

25
Favours [NMBA]

50



NMBA Control
Moss 2019 83.1 272 381 86.5 309 348 81.4%
Papazian 2010 93 38 172 96 44 159 18.6%
Total (95% CI) 553 507 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chiz2=0.01, df = 1 (P = 0.94); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z =1.70 (P = 0.09)

Mean Difference

-3.40 [-7.64, 0.84]
-3.00 [-11.89, 5.89]

-3.33 [-7.15, 0.50]

Mean Difference

20 10 0 10 2
Favours [control] Favours [NMBA]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Moss 2019 1.2 27.16 381 4.1 30.19 348 55.8% -2.90 [-7.08, 1.28]
Papazian 2010 18 335 172 11 38.83 159 44.2% 7.00 [-0.84, 14.84]
Total (95% CI) 553 507 100.0% 1.47 [-8.16, 11.11]
ity: 2 = . i2 = = = -2 = 0 t t T t t
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 38.72; Chi?=4.77, df =1 (P = 0.03); I =79% 50 25 0 25 50

Test for overall effect: Z =0.30 (P = 0.76) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgrou Mean [mmH SD [mmHg] Total Mean [mmH SD [mmHg] Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl [mmH IV, Random, 95% CI [mmH
Forel 2006 46.9 19 18 43.2 6.5 18 2.0% 3.70 [-5.58, 12.98] »
Gainnier 2004 47.9 11.8 28 46.8 11.6 28  4.5% 1.10 [-5.03, 7.23]
Moss 2019 45.6 11.3 381 44.5 123 348 57.2% 1.10 [-0.62, 2.82] T
Papazian 2010 45 11 172 44 9 159 36.3% 1.00 [-1.16, 3.16] =
Total (95% CI) 599 553 100.0% 1.11 [-0.19, 2.42] <>
ity: 2 = . i2 = = = - 12 = 0Y t t + t
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.31, df = 3 (P = 0.96); I? = 0% -10 5 0 5 10

Test for overall effect: Z =1.68 (P = 0.09) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



Control
SD [mmH

NMBA
Study or Subgrou Mean [mmH SD [mmHg] Total Mean [mmH
Forel 2006 -4.2 9.96 18 -4
Gainnier 2004 -1 10.7 28 -0.6
Moss 2019 1.5 15.5 381 0.7
Papazian 2010 -2 1 172 -3
Total (95% CI) 599

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.29, df = 3 (P = 0.96); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z =1.02 (P = 0.31)

8.63
11.5

13
10.1

Total Weight

18  5.6%
28  6.1%
348 48.3%
159  40.0%

553 100.0%

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [mmH

-0.20 [-6.29, 5.89]
-0.40 [-6.22, 5.42]
0.80 [-1.27, 2.87)
1.00 [-1.27, 3.27]

0.75 [-0.69, 2.19]

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI [mmH

4 2 0 2 4
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% ClI
Forel 2006 7.35 0.07 18 7.38 0.08 18 4.1% -0.03 [-0.08, 0.02]
Gainnier 2004 7.36 0.08 28 7.36 0.09 28 5.0% 0.00 [-0.04, 0.04]
Moss 2019 7.35 0.08 381 7.36 0.09 348 64.6% -0.01 [-0.02, 0.00] Ly
Papazian 2010 735 01 172 735 0.08 159 26.3% 0.00[-0.02, 0.02] ¥
Total (95% Cl) 599 553 100.0% -0.01 [-0.02, 0.00] ‘
o Tay? = . Chiz = - - 2= 09 : : : :
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 1.64, df = 3 (P = 0.65); I’ = 0% 005 -0025 0 0025 0.5

Test for overall effect: Z=1.51 (P =0.13) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Forel 2006 0.03 0.12 18 0.03 0.09 18 3.4% 0.00 [-0.07, 0.07]
Gainnier 2004 0.03 0.09 28 0.01 0.09 28 71% 0.02 [-0.03, 0.07] "
Moss 2019 0.03 0.096 381 0.04 01 348 57.1% -0.01[-0.02, 0.00] _mn
Papazian 2010 0.04 0.101 172 0.03 0.09 159 32.4% 0.01[-0.01, 0.03] =
Total (95% Cl) 599 553 100.0%  -0.00 [-0.01, 0.01] ’
T 2 = . iz = - - 2= 140 : : . : }
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 3.35,df =3 (P =0.34); P =11% 0.05-0025 0 0025 005

Test for overall effect: Z=0.16 (P = 0.87) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% ClI

NMBA Control
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
Forel 2006 0.55 0.15 18 0.59 0.14 18 11.5%
Gainnier 2004 0.58 0.14 28 0.63 0.14 28 16.5%
Moss 2019 045 0.13 381 0.49 016 348 41.7%
Papazian 2010 062 02 172 06 0.18 159 30.3%
Total (95% Cl) 599 553 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 6.90, df = 3 (P = 0.08); I> = 56%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.25 (P = 0.21)

-0.04 [-0.13, 0.05]
-0.05 [-0.12, 0.02]
-0.04 [-0.06, -0.02]

0.02 [-0.02, 0.06]

-0.02 [-0.06, 0.01]

_ 1

—

- .

-0.2

-0.1 0 0.1 0.2

Favours [NMBAI] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% ClI
Forel 2006 -0.23 0.15 18 -0.1 0.17 18 11.7% -0.13[-0.23, -0.03]
Gainnier 2004 -0.12 0.15 28 -0.04 0.15 28 17.5% -0.08 [-0.16, -0.00] -
Moss 2019 -0.35 0.18 381 -0.31 0.2 348 38.7% -0.04 [-0.07, -0.01] L
Papazian 2010 -0.17 019 172 -0.17 0.19 159 32.1% 0.00 [-0.04, 0.04] i
Total (95% Cl) 599 553 100.0%  -0.04 [-0.09, -0.00] ‘

[T 2= . Chiz = - - .12 = EQO } } } }
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 7.34, df = 3 (P = 0.06); I> = 59% 02 01 0 01 02

Test for overall effect: Z=2.11 (P = 0.03)

Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control
Forel 2006 32.3 54 18 335 4.2 18
Gainnier 2004 33 5.9 28 33.7 6.6 28
Moss 2019 29.6 74 420 29.9 8.5 377

Total (95% Cl) 466 423
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.31, df =2 (P = 0.86); I>= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.84 (P = 0.40)

10.0%
9.3%
80.7%

100.0%

Mean Difference
IV, Ran

Mean Difference

mH2!

-1.20 [-4.36, 1.96]
-0.70 [-3.98, 2.58]
-0.30 [-1.41, 0.81]

-0.43 [1.43, 0.57]

-4 -2 0 2 4
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control
r r M mH2 D [cmH20] Total Mean [cmH2 D [cmH20] Total Weigh
Forel 2006 -3.6 4.76 18 -1.4 4.65 18  24.6%
Gainnier 2004 -2.6 6.28 28 -0.5 6.06 28 23.1%
Moss 2019 -0.1 8 420 -0.5 9.13 377 52.3%
466 423 100.0%

Total (95% Cl)
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.49; Chi? = 3.91, df = 2 (P = 0.14); 1= 49%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.83 (P = 0.41)

Mean Difference

IV, Random. 95% CI [cmH2

-2.20 [-5.27, 0.87]
2.10[-5.33, 1.13]
0.40 [-0.80, 1.60]

-0.82 [2.75, 1.11]

Mean Difference

1V. Random. 95% CI [cmH2
R
- a1
-10 -5 0 5 10

Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgrou Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Weight IV. Random, 95% CI [cmH20 IV. Random. 95% CI [cmH20
Forel 2006 252 49 18 25 46 18 46% 0.20 [-2.90, 3.30] —

Gainnier 2004 25.7 72 28 24.4 48 28 4.4% 1.30 [-1.91, 4.51]

Moss 2019 243 55 348 24.4 6.3 297 52.8% -0.10 [-1.02, 0.82] ——

Rao 2016 24 5 172 23 5 157 38.2% 1.00 [-0.08, 2.08] -

Total (95% Cl) 566 500 100.0% 0.40 [-0.27, 1.06] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 2.63, df = 3 (P = 0.45); I = 0% 4 2 t 2 j‘

Test for overall effect: Z=1.16 (P = 0.25) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA

Control

Study or Subgrou Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Weight

Forel 2006 -2.3
Gainnier 2004 -1.4
Moss 2019 -1.2
Papazian 2010 -1

Total (95% Cl)

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 2.77, df = 3 (P = 0.43); I? = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z=0.33 (P = 0.74)

4.67
6.76
5.39
5.09

18
28
348
172

566

0.2
-1.6
-1.3
-1.4

5.24
4.45
6.02
4.89

18  4.1%
28  4.8%
297 54.3%
157  36.8%

500 100.0%

Mean Difference
1V. Random. 95%

-2.50 [-5.74, 0.74]
0.20 [-2.80, 3.20]
0.10 [-0.79, 0.99]
0.40 [-0.68, 1.48]

0.11 [-0.55, 0.76]

Cl [emH20

Mean Difference
IV. Random. 95% CI [cmH20

<
¢

.

2 0 2
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



Forel 2006 6.6 0.8 18
Gainnier 2004 7 1 28
Moss 2019 5.9 0.8 425
Papazian 2010 6.3 0.8 171
Total (95% CI) 642

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.02; Chi? = 7.86, df = 3 (P = 0.05); I = 62%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.72 (P = 0.09)

Control

17.2%

7.1%
41.1%
34.5%

100.0%

Mean Difference
95% mL/kg PBW
-0.50 [-0.87,-0.13]
-0.60 [-1.27, 0.07]
-0.10 [-0.21, 0.01]
0.00[-0.17,0.17]

-0.17 [-0.36, 0.02]

Mean Difference

95% CI [mL/kg PBW]

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



Forel 2006 0.1 0.75 18

Gainnier 2004 -0.1 1.05 28
Moss 2019 -0.4 0.87 425
Papazian 2010 -0.25 1.01 171
Total (95% CI) 642

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.28, df = 3 (P = 0.96); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.74 (P = 0.08)

Control

159

582

4.6%
1.8%
68.7%
24.9%

100.0%

Mean Difference
959

m KJg DV
0.00 [-0.47, 0.47]
-0.20 [-0.95, 0.55]
010 [-0.22, 0.02]
-0.07 [-0.27, 0.13]

-0.09 [-0.19, 0.01]

Mean Difference

95% C1 [mL /kg PBW]
-
[l
&>
-1 05 0 05 1

Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



Control

2.4
25
4.5

3

18  6.2%
28  7.9%
434  45.4%
159  40.5%

639 100.0%

NMBA
Study or Subgrou Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Weight
Forel 2006 11.4 25 18 11
Gainnier 2004 11 2.9 28 10.8
Moss 2019 10.8 45 456 11.3
Papazian 2010 10.4 28 172 10.6
Total (95% Cl) 674

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 1.72, df = 3 (P = 0.63); I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.32 (P = 0.19)

Mean Difference
1V. Random. 95%

0.40 [-1.20, 2.00]
0.20 [-1.22, 1.62)
-0.50 [-1.09, 0.09]
-0.20 [-0.83, 0.43]

-0.27 [0.67, 0.13]

Cl [emH20

Mean Difference
IV. Random. 95% CI [cmH20

—
—

>

2 1 0 1 2
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



Control

2.6
25
4.2
3.2

18  7.6%
28 10.5%
434  45.9%
159  35.9%

639 100.0%

NMBA
Study or Subgrou Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Mean [cmH20] SD [cmH20] Total Weight
Forel 2006 -1.8 2.61 18 0
Gainnier 2004 -1.3 2.95 28 -0.6
Moss 2019 -1.8 42 456 -1.2
Papazian 2010 0.4 3 172 0.5
Total (95% Cl) 674

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.06; Chi? = 3.81, df =3 (P = 0.28); I?=21%

Test for overall effect: Z=2.10 (P = 0.04)

Mean Difference Mean Difference
1IV. Random. 95% Cl [cmH20 IV. Random. 95% CI [cmH20

1.80[-350,-0.10) ¥
-0.70 [-2.13, 0.73]

-0.60 [-1.15, -0.05] —
-0.10 [-0.77, 0.57] —a—
-0.52 [-1.01, -0.03] -

2 4 0 1 2
Favours [NMBAI] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
. N . . ' . .

Forel 2006 1.1 2 18 10.6 26 18 102% 0.50 [-1.02, 2.02]

Moss 2019 10.1 27 450 10.9 34 423 47.8% -0.80 [-1.21, -0.39] —

Papazian 2010 9.9 24 171 10.2 22 159 42.0% -0.30 [-0.80, 0.20] — T

Total (95% CI) 639 600 100.0% -0.46 [-0.98, 0.07] -

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.11; Chi? = 4.25, df = 2 (P = 0.12); I* = 53% 2 1 o 1 2

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.70 (P = 0.09) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
. . . ' . i, .

Forel 2006 0 195 18 0.4 246 18  86% -0.40 [-1.85, 1.05]

Moss 2019 1.2 3.01 450 0.4 365 423 49.0% -0.80 [-1.25, -0.35] ——

Papazian 2010 0.1 247 171 0.1 227 159 42.4% -0.20 [-0.71, 0.31] —

Total (95% CI) 639 600 100.0% -0.51 [-0.96, -0.07] -
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi? = 3.04, df = 2 (P = 0.22); I* = 34% 2 1 o 1 2

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.25 (P = 0.02) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

r I Mean [cmH2 D [cmH2 Total Mean [cmH2 D [cmH2 Total Weight IV. Random, 95% Cl [cmH2 1V. Random. 95% CI [cmH2
Forel 2006 13.8 4.2 18 14 4 18 4.1% -0.20 [-2.88, 2.48]
Gainnier 2004 14.7 6.3 28 13.6 4.2 28 3.7% 1.10 [-1.70, 3.90] >
Guervilly 2017 12 5.9 13 11 3.7 11 1.9% 1.00 [-2.88, 4.88] >
Moss 2019 134 42 348 12.6 5 297 56.5% 0.80 [0.08, 1.52] —i—
Papazian 2010 13.6 43 172 124 43 157 33.8% 1.20[0.27, 2.13] -
Total (95% Cl) 579 511 100.0% 0.91[0.37, 1.45] -

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 1.14, df =4 (P = 0.89); I> = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.30 (P = 0.0010) 2 - 0 1 2

Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Moss 2019 457 14 501 498 11 505 54.5% -4.10 [-5.66, -2.54] L
Papazian 2010 55 10 177 55 16 162 45.5% 0.00 [-2.87, 2.87]
Total (95% CI) 678 667 100.0% -2.23 [-6.24, 1.77]
T 2 = . Chi2 = - = . |2 = 830 f f f f f
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 7.02; Chi? = 6.06, df =1 (P = 0.01); I>=83% 20 10 0 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z=1.09 (P = 0.27) Favours [control] Favours [NMBA]



NMBA
Gainnier 2004 21.6 4.2 28
Moss 2019 271 6.2 456
Papazian 2010 25 6 171
Total (95% CI) 655

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 1.12, df = 2 (P = 0.57); I> = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.97 (P = 0.33)

Control
h/min; D

617 100.0%

Mean Difference

0.50 [1.95, 2.95]
-0.60 [-1.45, 0.25]
0.00 [-1.19, 1.19]

-0.33 [-1.00, 0.34]

Mean Difference

o Cl [breath/min
—
—_—
VI IR

Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random,. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
Moss 2019 20 501 32 505 66.3% 0.63[0.37, 1.09]
Papazian 2010 9 177 19 162 33.7% 0.43[0.20, 0.93] =
Total (95% CI) 678 667 100.0% 0.56 [0.36, 0.87] ‘
Total events 29 51

[T 2 — . Chiz = - - . 12=00 I } } i
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.61, df =1 (P = 0.44); 1> = 0% 0.01 01 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z =2.60 (P = 0.009)

Favours [NMBAI] Favours [control]



NMBA Control
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD_Total
Guervilly 2017 0 115 13 4 10.37 17
Moss 2019 9 94 501 9.4 9.8 505
Papazian 2010 6.9 82 177 5.7 7.8 162
Rao 2016 172 6.3 24 159 7.6 17
Total (95% Cl) 715 701

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.27; Chi? = 3.59, df = 3 (P = 0.31); I>= 16%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.33 (P = 0.74)

Weight
2.1%
56.2%
34.9%
6.7%

100.0%

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CIi
-4.00 [-11.96, 3.96]
-0.40 [-1.59, 0.79]
1.20 [-0.50, 2.90]
1.30 [-3.11, 5.71]

0.20 [-0.98, 1.37]

&

Mean Difference
IV, Random, 95% CI

A}

4 2 0 2 4
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean [day] SD [day] Total Mean [day] SD [day] Total Weight V. Random. 95% CI [day’ 1V, Random, 95% Cl [da
Gainnier 2004 3.7 7.2 28 1.7 53 28 13.5% 2.00 [-1.31, 5.31] -1
Guervilly 2017 7 14.81 13 8 13.3 11 1.3% -1.00 [-12.25, 10.25] ¢ >
Moss 2019 9.6 104 501 9.9 109 505 48.1% -0.30 [-1.62, 1.02] —a—
Papazian 2010 10.6 9.7 177 8.5 94 162 28.9% 2.10[0.07, 4.13] -
Rao 2016 17.9 6.3 24 15.9 7.6 17 8.1% 2.00 [-2.41, 6.41] -1 -
Total (95% CI) 743 723 100.0% 0.88 [-0.44, 2.20] 1‘

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.49; Chi? = 5.03, df =4 (P = 0.28); I?=21%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.31 (P = 0.19)

-10

-5 0 5
Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



NMBA Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgrou Mean [day] SD [day] Total Mean [da SD [day] Total Weight IV. Random. 95% CI [da 1V, Random. 95% CI [da
Gainnier 2004 19 20.3 28 9.8 16.9 28 23.6% 9.20 [-0.58, 18.98] 1 -
Papazian 2010 53.1 358 177 44.6 375 162 30.8% 8.50 [0.68, 16.32] =
Rao 2016 17.9 74 24 171 8.2 17  45.6% 0.80 [-4.09, 5.69] =
Total (95% CI) 229 207 100.0% 5.15[-0.78, 11.08] ‘

ity 2 — - Chi2 = - - .12 = 509, t t u u
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 13.82; Chi? = 4.00, df = 2 (P = 0.14); I? = 50% 20 10 0 10 20

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.70 (P = 0.09) Favours [NMBA] Favours [control]



	1 P to F
	2 delta P to F
	3 PaO2
	4 delta PaO2
	5 PaCO2
	6 delta PaCO2
	7 arterial pH
	8 delta arterial pH
	9 FiO2
	10 delta FiO2
	11 PIP
	12 delta PIP
	13 Pplat
	14 delta Pplat
	15 tidal volume
	16 delta tidal volume
	17 PEEP
	18 delta PEEP
	19 Minute Venti
	20 delta Minute Venti
	21 DP
	22 MRC score
	23 RR
	24 Barotrauma
	25 ICU-free day (truncated to day-28)
	26 Venti-free day (truncated to day-28)
	27 Venti-free day (truncated to day-90)



