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AIﬂ?wﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬂio’k (ventilator-associated pneumonia : VAP) *Z D& WHE
KOE-HEEBLRFMEBELTHWSNBZENEL, 2024FICVRATIT19 Y
L E 12— (systematic review : SR) - X277} 1) > X (meta-analysis : MA) »* ki
SN, T, BEREFHMEBERICECHREDIEA TV S, MICHEEFRIE. EIR.
OZXRNEEHFELY, ZEMICFHELARHRITRLS5E50, 22T ZEME
FPMIEAZIC DWW IRE A A LB 52012, 3DDKREBT —2XN—X&FHALFZ
T1TLE1—%1To7%. ZOFHER. FAEXRBVAPORERDOET ERET 7]
REMCRREDEBILZIFI T I e TREEIN, LAL, [REWSICHFIF
BREELTOLREVWLIFEHIEICET. DX MNETIEHS I EEIP S ELHERXDT
N2 FEHRXBUZSEICAERTE L3 eEAONT, L HT BEZ
EICZDEZDIREETFMUA- DA THREIEERBIRT B ENEHLLY,

Ll

ANTIFBEFIZ BN T, RAEWNIEEY 2 I R &,
HADMAY ZEGITHHES )T 7 ¥ AEDIDOTH
DU THIZT~17THREFER SN TV D 2 L & h
T3 279 LA NG N T B IR LT 3R,
W S 5 — > OZEY, FIRCIRIR. MEOLH) % &
EF MW EER 5.2 5, 72, Pain, Agitation/
sedation, Delirium, Immobility (rehabilitation/mobili-
zation), and Sleep (disruption) 7’4 KJ A4 »C. W5]
D RO E BE T 5 ERBETLHDIDOE LTS
NTw39, XoT, BHEEFAIZ, KEWTNIHES 4
AN 2 BRI O W THA L RO L LEND 5,

LAEWENCE. B E] (open endotracheal suc-
tioning : OES) & BA#E 5| (closed endotracheal suc-

1) FEMEE BEEL T EEFEB M PEEEZNH
2) E%EEIE%—HGLF[F EEDS
3) ILIRKEMSHREE EHEEL 22—
(B | U AREZBHBRRE 8% =EEDhEEt
)
TEEEE
[ZftHE : 2025 F 4 A 258 %RE : 2025 F 11 A 21 H]

tioning : CES) D22DWEE #2035 5. OESIE. A LR
M OFERRO T A7 ¥ —%2 ATLRE, LMY/ L. A
BRI L72IRETIT ) WG ETH S, —F. CESIZ
VA LIHENEZNHEDTEE SN TVWEE ==L N—
WENZWE| N T =TV —ANTHETES L9
2o TR T NA ZAZMH L. Kl 2 KRS
WZATHIWBIETH A7, OESE Il L TCESIZW L 22
DD D EEZLNT WS, I, OESIZBIT 5
BUREIZ &) T RENOIREBAEY ORADHENST 5 2
& BRAER O T4 N TP ER 1% O 15 G D ] Be 1k 25
F 5 2 EHCESTIRB L S, N TIHBE Al % (ven-
tilator-associated pneumonia : VAP) ®OFAEROET &
B 2LEZOLNTWSY, #2112, OESTHEL L L%
ZHNTWE NLIFRZE» S ) ETEREOREF 2 —7
DRBENE D ZE RPN ORIH Z CESTIZ Il ## T & 2]
RN D 27209, FROBEME VWL EZ SNTW5,
JEMEREZNRICLWECBYT KEF2—7
DORPKIEF 2= TOBBIC L > THT I LhES N
TW5 9, 312, CESTIIA T E10# % B L 72 \»
720, SABOREITEE KDL TREREBNARKE 2 MR LT Vv
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EV )RR D 10, BRFALOMERECAERF MIE 2P
AEPROFE L EDHT SN AR H 5 729, OES
([ZHARCES TR RGBT 2 B BRI L hnwe E 2
LbNTwb,

INFE T, OESECESE OHIIZOWTIE, FWIiEA
TR POMEL 2 H5VAPY #HOIIREINT
Who B TII20245ED Y AF YT 4 v 7 L 2 —
(systematic review : SR) + X % 7F 1Y ¥ A (meta-anal-
ysis : MA) 2SR TH 52, T2, TETIIWTIFED
Tl 2 SHMEHH ICE MG 2 TE TR 8815, i
ZH MR IEER L EOWG T & 2 BN a X
O EEEN, INOLOMEEMRE L. LMY ICHHE L
FZRUIRINIRY 5%, Lzds T, FAIH7
B GE) 2 & 072N % HifE R Ic > wT2o
OWHIEEA KT 25T T4 T a—%1T572,

m o

Mg 7 — % ~N—ZI1EIMEDLINE, CENTRAL, [E%:+h
JeMERE & L7co BRI 47, fefmrsi 1320254
IATH o720 MAANEHET a) JEFEE HAFEO ML
(WEPEETHLHEIEOR). b) ALAEZMEH
L7218 h o BFE 254 & LOESE CES% ik L 7= 5w
. ¢) SR - MA, I ¥ % 2 bIL##ER (randomized con-
trolled trial : RCT), 7 T AF+—"—3l%, d) 77 b7
LIZVAP - 3598 - WS 2 WIZERIEE - I A towg
Nzt L, B RREEIZERIT 24> 2o MEDLINE,
CENTRALIZBF % F Mk, OES/CESTIZ “open/
closed suction system” “open/closed suctioning system”
“open/closed tracheal suction system” “open/closed en-
dotracheal suction” “open/closed system” “open/closed
suction method” “open/closed suctioning” “open/closed
tracheal suctioning” “open/closed endotracheal suction-
ing” & L7z ALIIZIZDWTIX “ventilator” Z i L
7o (BREEHR MRS IS BT 2 B RIS 5 H A %
RL72) . R@iE, +77 4 7L ¥ a2 —am X O
RESARNAY BLUOFF5 14 7L E2—DHENED
W2t o THER L 726

I s B L Ov% 5

1. VAP

INFETRCTH L & (F1)2->8-30, SR - MA
SRS TV 7210123230 ) Tiang 52 X 5 i@
SR - MATIZ, &7 — % X— X DB#ERA 520234E12 H
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T TS Nz 123BR 2 R & LR, OES & ik
L CCESIZVAPDIEAEROT & BHE T 5 2 & A S
7z (OR:0.77 : 95%CI: 061, 098)12, L2L. F4
(¥Liang 5 DSR + MAIZ & F N 7220 RERICOWTVAP
JEBIBOIMBIGRY DB L L 2R LY, 12HDR
BRiZArdehali5 i & % b DT, L TIZCESH: T10/1.
OESEETI2BIDOVAPHFEA: LG BEMICH B &k e v
EENTW2AY (OR:080:95% CI: 032, 2.02)3, OES
HEC22BIFE Lz kRS Tz (OR:0.35595% CI -
0.15, 0.81) 2, 2o H®#ExEIZAdamsHIZL B D DT, i
LTIRWITNOHTHVAPORAEIRD LN oz b
WiE I N TWz?, CESH TR, OESH T7THIOVAP
VRO LNz ERBEINTWY, T2, GALEEBRD
7= F O Y 1E, 20224: D Sanaie H DSR + MA (2
RO SNz,

DEd S, VAPZ EEEHlIHHE & L725FDSR - MA
EBHEILEDTOLBY LD, 20074FE-DSolas 10 &
20084E D Siempos 5 ¥ MSR - MATIZ., OES&CES& ®
MICHBEREIZVWERE STz, —7, 20154ED
Kuriyama® %, 20224 ®Sanaie ., 20244 P Liang 5 ¥
DSR - MATIZ., OES& b8 L CCESIZVAPDZEAFD
T EBET 2 EmESN TV, e OFRHIZE - T,
Sanaie 5 3, Liang 5 2 ®SR - MAIZASHIBIE S, VAP
DIHFNZ DOV TCESES &\ ) R DD 5 W Rk %
505 FROFBRIELZH TRV, 20720, 2015
EDKuriyamab 3 OSR - MAZ AT 25 &, HENT
13OES & lACESHVAPDIPHNZ B3 5 W et D 5
B GR2EDSA - MADIBIEHZDORER ZEHTRET
H5b,

2. &5

FAa OWER L7-#PH Tl S8 1R 9 & % Mk
L72SR - MAIZ7%: <. RCTH4MdH -7 (%R2). Moham-
madpour 5 & Dastdadeh & @ FRER TIEZWL5 1R TED L
W& EN7zA B Ebrahimian » & Khayer & OB C
(ZOESHEIZHCESHE TG NNTHE ) EIH O DM &
s nzs, KRBROBRI—HLEWHEEKE LT
3 NRBERLITHMEOZER, MAANIEREIZRIchmond
agitation sedation scale (RASS) ZPBY3 % ie# oA Mk,
PRI DO GIRM DB NDE 2 S, M L7 % W
HEIZLTWa, WREFIEBIR N A 7S AR EZ 1Y -
ICUDEH W - SMGEINRIGEE Y - SRR E S
EWVH) EIHIT, FRBRTRLDZHNRTH o7z, Bl

\Z1&Critical-care pain observation tool3 13! & Behavior-
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E3l VAPICDWTOHBRBILE
OESHE CESHE CES
SCHk g B VAP )
) £ RUE | 791 ~ PIEd VAP . VAP I AR X2 s FH AR
[ige R R e EA¥S
TR SR 2
. VAPRAERICE I hro
- HE, 5 IRf S
18 | Conrad et al. 1989 RCT | AL 6 15 6 16 24WEM] | BRIR IS (OFS : 40.0% vs. CES : 375%).
. AR - SEESRICU . VAPFAERIZE I o T2
153 BRRIZ
19 | Deppe et al 1990 | RCT | 7 11 38 12 46 2451 | BRI (OES : 289% vs, CES : 26.1%) .
, 5 - SEEBRICUD . . VAPRAEFIZ I e ho 7z
S * 123 SR
20 | Johnson et al. 1994 | RCT |45 10 19 8 16 245 | BRI (OES : 625% va. CES : 500%).
. B AR 4 C IR T
2 | Adams et al** 1907 | rer | rf;aw;gmm 0 10 0 10 245 | BRI | B VAPIZSAE LA o 720
B\
VAPS$4: %13 OESHEC64.0%. CES
. | BET333% TH o 7
* IR 2 AL | BRI | .
21 | Welte et al. 1997 | RCT | AW B 16 2 9 27 | FikZ L | BRI (AL 7 i 2 o C R
o).
, R LO00EH Had 72 ) OVAPHEAHRIZ
22 | Combes et al.* T # 2000 RCT EEI,T{EQEICUL)\ 9 50 4 54 241K FERIGEEWT | 23 72
s (OES : 159 vs. CES : 7.3),
. WERR - SHESRICU | VAPR AR o 72
K TE i GYNISEA
23 | Zeitoun et al 2003 RCT DI 11 24 7 23 2451 | BRIRIY S (OES : 458% vs. CES : 30.4%) .
OESHIZHRCESHIZBIF 5 VAP
24 | Lee et al.® 2004 | RCT |ICU®B#E 14 38 2 32 T2MEM | BERAYBRT | SIS > 7
(OES : 359% vs. CES : 65%).
S & i
SH | 70 -
2 |Topelietal'* | 2004 | RCT |WHRICUOEE | 9 | 37 | 13 | 41 | 2% Lo | BRigisli | oo o e h o
e (OES : 24.3% vs. CES : 31.7%) -
Beo WA
OESHAZHRCESHIZBIF 5 VAP
5 | Rabitsch et al**# 2004 | RCT |WHERICUDBE 5 12 0 12 24WEH] | BRIRAYBHT | FEESIIMLA > 72
(OES : 41.7% vs. CES : 0%)
. WA - SHESRICU . . VAPRAEFIZ T R ho 7z
T3 123 SEAL
3 | Lorente et al. 2005 | RCT | 42 233 43 210 | 24WEH | ERREYZ T (OFS : 18.0% vs, CES : 205%).
FEMEY
WEHR - SHRHRICU . VAPFAEFIZE I L h o7z
*TE o - e
4 | Lorente et al. 2006 RCT e 31 221 33 236 | K. ij: [EZRISEALT (OES : 14.1% vs. CES : 139%).
PSR
OESH: I He_CESHEIC 51F 2 VAP
26 |Lietal® 2007 | RCT | ALIMEE 21 40 9 40 2415 1] CPIS | Sesksidfkar o 72
(OES : 525% vs. CES : 22.5%)
OESH:IZ H_CESHEIC 51F 2 VAP
27 | Fakhar et al.* 2010 | RCT |ICUDBH 36 74 23 82 2415 1] CPIS | Sesksidfkar o 72
(OES : 486% vs. CES : 28.0%)
29 18 FGPR B35 T
(R BRIG (BRI PRI | (OES : 29% vs. CES : 18%)
28 | David et al.* " 2011 | RCT |WHRICUOBE | @5 / | 100 | W) / | 100 | 168K | Hlkis X 0| $ L UCPIS
18 10 CPIS | (OES : 18% vs. CES : 10%)
(CPIS) (CPIS) TVAPHARKIZE I 22 > 7o
) VAPHAHI L 2 o 72
1g al ¥ T 3 /7“ ‘%\ HT‘
29 | Hamishekar et al. 2014 | RCT |[#FERICUDBE 10 50 6 50 481K 1H] CPIS | (RS : 20% ve. CES : 12%)..
OESHEIZ L RCESEHIZ 51 5 VAP
30 | Alipour et al.f 2016 | RCT |ICUOHHE 17 43 7 43 | FoiRA L CPIS | sz o 72
(OES : 395% vs. CES : 16.3%) .
. . VAPFAEFIZE I L h o7z
* DB it
31 | Ardehali et al. 2020 | RCT |ICUDHEE 12 60 10 60 481 1H) CPIS | (1S + 200% vs. CES © 16.7%)..

CES : closed endotracheal suctioning; CPIS : clinical pulmonary infection score; ICU : intensive care unit; OES : open endotracheal suctioning; RCT : randomized

controlled trial; VAP : ventilator-associated pneumonia
*YAFIT A v 7 LE2a— (systematic review : SR) + *# % 7 F 1) ¥ A (meta-analysis : MA) ®Liang® (2024) DI E T 7238k
TSR - MA®Sanaie b (2022) OREIZE T /-l

#SR - MA®Kuriyama® (2015) D58 F iz ilk
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WA DN TR TS % B SAT | & BB RS | 04 ko LR
—+I54 7V a—
EA &0V TORBRHE
SCHik e OES | CES RASSIZBIT 2l A AN L . .
> ~ . & f‘,é‘:
v it SR | 794 Y = [ e W |7 FE AR
RASSZ a7 —-1F 721300 EETH
%, W5 | i 155 12100 ,
15 [Mobammadpour| o |l s | || ORISR HORIED B | GREOWA T, iiﬁ??;g?;%ﬁi;;i
et al AR O LH IS S OB AT B | BIELS0~200mmHg |t T TR
A 2 Ao 720 TIBEEEIL T, |
PRI IR STV,
OESIZIZRASS+12° 5 — 4D B E DS
“Eh, CESICIZRASS+125 -3
5t N 7
ggfﬂigff,;;;;p%i reis | PR L100%
I Lo | ROBARIT . W51, W, 557, 15561
14 |Dastdadeh etal | 2016 | RCT |[ICUDHEH | 30 | 30 |hip 0o o = KB FE120mmHg | 315 2BPSIZO W TREMIZ# 1 2%
B L7 C10~ 15FHRIEE| LT | 2o 7
PURIEITOL T, R | ol
ERNEPR S FRY T Do S0
PUTEOWINBEZ BRI L2 L 0D
RROATH - 72,
CPOTA Q7D Tid, W51
I T DI 2L CIRER 14T
RASSOFEHIE 7 o 720 e ERRO NI
. BEGH B SO R & LCu | 1o 0 2III00% i, P65 149 (OBS) vs 030
Ebrahimian ICUD 451k o [ E R AN
8 | el 2020 | RCT | iy | 56 | 56 BVEBH IR L7, U5 | I 120mm g | 78 (CES);
o o W3 | B0 BIIELT DR | om0 f_g 3min, 464%238 (OES) vs. 239+
Wiz o 72 i =° 163 (CES);
and 7min, 1.27+1.76 (OES) vs.
0.39=0.86 (CES),
— - B <
iﬁ?sxj? 1F 721300 BHTH CPOTX I 7 i4.
et e s | BB BIHE1T100% FESE | WEBIH (OES : 550=188 vs. CES :
ﬁﬁfﬁi};ﬁiﬁ?@fi%g ZUHGL (BN 4382160 5 % 0WER 1104
5 | khaveretal | 20m | mor |ICUPRE| | ﬁgjf% < SO i L), (OES : 320138 vs. CES : 218+
aver et B0 B e T o B AURHE120mmHg | 1.40) 1235 C. CESBEASOESE
FUEIICOWTIE, T T ban | S .
RN R S e LT (5] | & D AT P
EHALBHGGERDS LOVIRD | oy ycin U)o | 318305 Cld, WEMICAT R
EHE 2 BRI L 72 20 R0 A Mo
S o7

BPS : behavioral pain scale; CES : closed endotracheal suctioning; CPOT : critical-care pain observation tool; ICU : intensive care unit; OES : open endotracheal

suctioning; RASS : richmond agitation-sedation scale; RCT : randomized controlled trial

al pain scale™ AMEH Tz, MAANIEHEIZON
T3 RASSOFHAMITOd 5\ & — 1D & 5 illR 1315,
FLAANILAEIZE T VR, GERO % WikER®Y 3
LTz, kOGRS >WTIE, Y barvk
2 DO BE 2RI 231D, LRS- L
TV WEBEEZWRIZT LR, SLHI R VAR »
Holz,

Do X912, BUIEE TH 541 ORCT DGR A —E
LTwiwn/zed, BN TIZOESE CESD &8 & T
Whizwhid, HETE 2w,

3. iy & EIR

A& O TIIFR EFEBRICB S 2 5HIIE E 125w T
MEGE L 7 MALE RS 72 597, 20074 DSola b DSR &
20084E DPagotto 5 DSR3 S E N Tz, TS24
DSRIZEEFNT-RBOM R E EbE BT L, DT
DI Do HIEBIZBW TG [H:0ENTE 2V
IR OESIZ A, CESTHLT [/ 35 X UWEH 1 DSpo,

A3 € 520243840 W5 [ D BEREY IR SR DA AV E
W G [ 3 KOS [ OAEERIZ O W TIZOESIZ
HARCESTAHENRDFEAE DML 2039, Pa0, Paco,® 249,
SEIBRE - OIAEL (HR) 2038394049 12D TR BRRS
BlZ—HLTwiw (R3),

20084E DSRH I ER. WEH 112 X 2 Wil o0 i A4t & LT
REMFR SRS 2 F%E05 T b T & 72 4%, Heinze b
& SEHOWS 1 (a. EERIEKPOCES; b,
BRI HDOCES 5 ¢. OES) OW§Fh &5 #2050
ARG REIIET L2200, AERMTIRE TR
bOWBIEDHRTH -7 HE L7z (a. 958+9%, p=
0053 b. 947+98%, p=0026; c. 924+212%, p=
0.127) ¥, Z OFEREMHEEICER TR & M, N
KRAEOWEIIRT D205 % TH ol VI HTHY,
W5 iR EZOZELTIE V. Corley 513, BEREIITRAL
OGN RME AN A v =5 2% FIH L. OESIC
HARCESTHG [ OME#HEKNA » E—F ¥ 20T
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R EERICOVTORRBE
) OES | CES : . )
23 % WIHE | 794 AR B ORE W | ik ER 33 T
iz | B
W5 | #0100 % FRF A G-tk Wy [iHg, 30B R OMEIZ B
T BRILAR S A E & R I AR SR AR (2 3 R T OMIED
¥4 3 ¥ 7 TOESEHC A CESBEA B WM Td - 720
BRIRIRIZY 2 b— b A ¥ MRER
R [Tt & APACHER 2712, ~— | DOVIBRIZD 70— b A MRIER |\ b i 54 3 ¥ 7 COESBELS H~CESHEAE
M5 - SRR BN - - B L7z (100% e #3~500) y
20 | Johnson et al. 1990 | RCT | L [ 19 16 | AT A Y ORFRISENOERE L | Jo d o e Crse | CETH
- (OES : 271 vs. CES : 334) eSS, 155 T;m Lo, | HRIKUES 1308 HOESBRIZ J~CESBEATR T b > 22 (OES:
&P S 11218/min vs. CES : 100+ 14/min)o W3[5 X U3 1 #
OFRYENRIFOESEEIC HACESEE Tk 5 72 (OES © 14% vs.
CES : 2%).
. OESIZH~CESALE W ) BAERIBRAUIR & Spo, DB F AV S <
] D) 7 L — B
CUDALLD N2 T4 Y OP/FRI92ET0 i ot | (B2, OES : - 123152858 3mL. vs. CES : ~1332
39 | Cereda et al. 2001 | Crossover g (‘10%9 NA. | NA. | (fATEREHDA L8 2 B (FFRAL & WH}(’TILiTV}(?TEIOOmmI:Ir T’ZO*’J\)W;Z +129.9mL; Spo,, OES : 94.6+51% vs. CES : 97.2+29%) .,
= n) ﬁ’b o 8PP MAPISS #4282 5 72 (OES : 832 147mmHg vs. CES :
S 812+119mmig) .
SIZ HE~_CESAISpo,D 4 55 1% & 2 DD
N—254 ¥ DSpo, (OES : 9550 OFst lIL'\L{SSﬁ Spf?.)wlﬂl%@llii&kllm‘ﬁﬂ%in Eﬁ I 10<
£ 470% vs. CES - 96,362 3.27%) COBIEE IR, OES : 9536590% vs. CES : 9807+ 2.87%:
: : DO 21 W51, OES : 9579+567% vs. CES : 97.00%3.64%).
DPE (OFS : 202164/ min vs. | 100%3 4wy ooz pg | 2 HASIH, OFS : 5:70:=5,67% vs. CES : 9700 3.64%)
SHERICUD CES:2143+761/min) HR (OES: | 3IHi300. 4W31#308 M L7, | XM E2AHMIIMOMAIC (Rllesiih, OBS: 10229
38 | Leeetal 2001 | Crossover o NA. | NA. ) T ) X N - - +20.53/min vs. CES : 9643+ 2040/min; 2[1l HWH [/, OES :
B (14%) 100.29+22.05/min vs. CES : 10000 | W3 1251/ 120mmHg T108 5 ) e )
1060/ mim. MAP (ORS : 5943 | bl 7 106642 3086/min vs. CES : 9743+19.79/min). MAPOW[IIL
:19'5“:“1[‘ V; CES - 8'7 57'+ - 5l OMAHMEA - 72 (OES : 93.14=21.03mmHg vs. CES :
U imﬁr%aift = 84.64+19.68mmHg). W51 O FAEIRIZOESHED A582% L 72
y 12
& * (385%). WWLEIZBEI TR 20 72,
OESIZ -~ CESOWLS 15 & U3 | #1070 DO BB TR AU D
) WARAVNS o7 (BB, OES : —1466+586mL vs. CES :
ALLH %\ i 100% Mg %1% 5- DRkl 7 v
140 | Maggiore etal | 2003 | Crossover ARD&;@;# NA. | Na. | LISA 77297038 Fﬁxfwﬁfgﬂ&auﬁu;m{ o5 | 7581=228mL; WEIGINPULEE, OBS : ~1116=460mL vs.
L ISSOV¢ P N AN WAL WAL i J - 8
8 0% N—2 T4 Y OP/FIIA325 OB LA € CES: -122+101mL)., 7=, OESIZH~. CESOWLZIHi0
~ ii 2o
' g SpO,PWAAVNE B (OES : ~92+76% vs. CES 1 —2.2
£27%).
ICUD#RIE F—HTI100% MK A F, B e N
o PACHE T 07101 irimwmﬁﬁw&ij OESI2 H<CES O W31 B MIALR DA B 5 o 72
el ~F Bl £ D =4, & 0 3 ST o
41 | Fernandez et al. | 2004 NA. | NA. ES: -1218403mL vs. CES : —449£370mL). Spo,.
erndndez et al. | 2004 | Crossover | .y 2oy N=2514 ¥ OP/FH2T3=28 W11 31150~ 200mmE g T10 isd fdal o SP;ROB]\'&P\!;S;L 9370mL). Spo,
# (10%) ~15HMIEHL 7. S T
<=2 51 ¥ OSpo, (OES : 967+ "
St osm0, (OSSO OBSHHZ H~CESHE WA L5 & (308 0Sp0, 4o 72
24 | Lee et al* 204 | RCT |ICUDEHE | 38 | 32 (’OE:_‘1'()[)6;i5‘3'/111’in’w° o : | N (%, OES : 940+33% vs. CES : 976+2,0%; 308, OES:
S 1 100.6:+15.3, s. CES : . 98305 200,
96.0+154/min) FEMIZHE127% L 965:22% vs. CES : 980=20%)
SO H L 30 H ORI o
A — Spo, (1HH, OES:97.2+19% vs. | 100%0:5 % W | Hi# 1208 M 64 L | SUEHTAF1H H &30 H & 12, OESBHCIA, CESHOWS|iM
5 |Rabitschetal | 2004 | RCT | " 12 | 12 |CES:96.3%1.4%; 30 H, OES: | 7= #OSpoAEIRo 72 (IHH, OES : 896+25% vs. CES : 963
= 96.8+1.0% vs. CES : 97.0+1.4%) | (W3IIE & W43 W3 Al i) +10%; 30 H, OFES :896%19% vs. CES : 964+08%).
BICEE A L
I OESW, ~—2%F4 > Offi (Pao, 221+87mmHg; Paco, 41
W15 6 5 63055 £ 100 7 Ay oM (a0, 221 =STmmlly: Paco. i1
oo A L A W |2 IE 147 +7mmHg) &AL W55 - 35014 - 1055 DOPa0, 2L T &
. ALLE# N—2A 74 ¥ OP/FI169 =55, o & (14rt%, 185+65mmHg; 3/7#. 175+68mmHg: 105-7%, 178
42 | Lasocki et al. 2006 | Crossover NA. | NA. - mmHg T20f M % L 7zc (CES® K
(9%) LISA3 72305 RS B20E O ) 7 — b2 5 1 =64mmHg). %5115 %D Paco, % LA S¥72 (44+9mmHg).
ol ) CESiZ. NX—=2 74 ¥ Ofii & le_WH 35 % DPao,» L5 L 7=
YOO, ZOMOMEMATEAEIE Ao 7o
N=2F 4 ¥ OLIEB B X OIS | W5 HT12100% 8% % 15545 L 7z . —_—
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44 | Heinze et al. 2008 | Crossover | fiff& & NA. | NA. 40cmH,0, 308) . _ § . -
(204 LISA 271104 A I E2 0O mHgC20p | BEEI%: b, OLTE08%: ¢, 94212%), BTk 5T
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SRR 0 HIRES0mmHg T IR E 72 | 3050 % &1 T\ 20 HOWH AT | OESE 0 BAHAY . AR B 2 W3 M O AT T
45 | Corley et al. 2012 | Crossover ?W;‘&u”:@.i‘ NA. | NA. | 380k, WEIEBUANO FL—> | bhiz, &-72:1min, =352 (OES) vs. =609 (CES); 10min, =55 (OES)
n%‘“‘;m% #5 DM IA200mLE, L mATHE | 931403 /E150mmHg T8~10% | vs. —426 (CES); 20min, —249 (OES) vs. ~559 (CES); and
20) o DAL T AL IRI) %20 (6RHIMKE) ML, | 30min, —370 (OES) vs. ~533 (CES). Z0Mho/$5 x—5
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Mol
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13 | CAmmaACRUT] a5 | RCT | og@iRoSA | 75 | 55 | > SEEEORIL VS LS T HATD T <\ Paco, (405mmHg vs. 380mmHg) A 72 W3 150
etal Jeweni 291426052) (MAP<7OmmHg x> | BRI RIIE150~200mmHgT15 | oo 0 O e
= SR Z AR BB LRI | BHIEHL 7. e H - - M
X— A 7 D N N N
;\O ﬂ; w;m/ niii 1%:]; ;1[1; WEH T $0Spo, (OES:9480:+348% vs. CES:96.39+287%).
ﬂ?mzi* i ‘Le (G'Csf' ooe Lra, | VBT 2MII00% A & (835 L | W (OES : 10.20+5.25/min vs. CES © 1661+482/min),
3 Ebrahimian 2020 RCT ICUDAMEHE 56 5 |BP: IZJE; 3320 54m;nI:I ‘_Hi? R end-tidal CO, (OES : 33.70 =3.34mmHg vs. CES : 3550 = 2.89
etal. TR P & 0 A S HE120mmHg TL4% | mmHg) EHGRERC L7z, £72Sp0, MIRKIE

82.18+42.33/min; Spo, : 96.74
2.76%:; W% : 15.06+3.98/min;
end-tidal CO, : 36.2 =21.98mmHg)

NG L 720

WB155 % TEDENHETH o7z LA L, BPLHRIZIEN
BERNCAT A B h o 720

APACHE : acute physiology and chronic health evaluation; BP : blood pressure; CES,

ICU : intensive care unit; LIS : lung injury score; MAP : mean arterial pressure;
OES : open endotracheal suctioning; P/F : Pa0,/Fi0,; RCT : randomized controlled trial
MBI B O WTIRBIIRCE Ad o 2720 RTWRTH 5,

closed endotracheal suctioning; GCS : glasgow coma scale; HR : heart rate;
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