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V9 update:
*Add a new button in Summary tab to synchronize results between Results and Summary tabs

V8 update:

*Added judgement-level comment in the summary table

*Removed "Double click on this column..." label in the comments after enter
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Time

2026/06/16 10.25
2026/06/16 10.28
2026/06/16 10.35
2026/06/16 10.43
2026/06/16 10.49
2026/06/16 10.54

Unique ID |Assessor |Study ID Reference Experimental Comparator Outcome Results

1 Ericarolina Kanazawa 2( Kanazawa H. Resg Azithromycin 500 No antibiotics Respiratory tract infect RTI Incidence
2 Ericarolina|Park 2011 |Park et al., 2011 |Oral amoxicillin/{No antibiotics  |Post-bronchoscopy fever and pneumonia

3 Ericarolina Yamamoto Yamamoto et al., Prophylaxis (amo: No antibiotics Infectious events requiring therapeutic antibioti
4‘Ericaro|ina‘Hayama 202‘Hayama N, et al. 'I‘Intravenous sulbactam/ampicillin fo‘HistoricaI control with<\Pneumonia: prophylaxis
5 Ericarolina Kim 2021  Kim BG, et al. Res Oral amoxicillin/c No antibiotics Infectious complicatior Infectious complications:

G\Ericarolina\Akaba 2025 \Akaba T, etal. Am\OraI prophylactic\No antibiotics \Post—bronchoscopy Iun\IPTW: OR 0.60 (95%Cl 0.4




Basic information

Aim

assignment to intervention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)

assignment to intervention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)

assignment to intervention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)

assignment to intervention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)

assignment to intervention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)
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assignment to intervention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)

Effect of adhering|Weight

NA
INA |
NA 1
INA |
NA

INA 11
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1 Domain 1. Randomization process

Sources 1.1 1.2 Note for 1.1&1.2 13 Note for 1.3 1.0 Algorithm result 1.0 Assessor's Judgemen
2
3 | Journal article(s) PY Y N Some concerns
4 N PY Nl High
5 | Journal article(s) N PY NI High
6 N N Y | High
7 N N Y High
8 N N K | High




U Vv | w x | v | Z | AA | AB | ac | AD AE

1

1.0 General note |1.0 Optional Questi¢1.0 Note for optid2.1 2.2 Note for 2.1&2.2 2.3 Note for 2.3 24 Note for 2.4 2.5
2
3 Y Y N NA NA
4 | Yooy N INA | INA
5 Y Y N NA NA
6 Y oy Y PY NI
7 Y Y Y PY NI
8 | K \i | Y Py | NI




AF | AG | AH | A | AJ AK AL Y AN | AO

1 Domain 2. Deviations from intended interventions

Note for 2.5 2.6 Note for 2.6 2.7 Note for 2.7 2.0 Algorithm result |2.0 Assessor's Judgement|2.0 Genera|2.0 Optional Ques{2.0 Note for optio
2
3 PY NA High
4 PN | PN | High | |
5 PN PN High
6 N Yo High | |
7 PY NA High
8 Py | INA | High | |




AP AQ | AR | AS | AT | AU | Av | AX | AY AZ
1 Domain 3. Mising outcome data
3.1 |Notefor3.1 3.2 Note for 3.2 3.3 Note for 3.3&3.43.4 3.0 Algorithm result 3.0 Assessor's judgement|3.0 Gerenal notes

2

3|y NA NA NA Low

4 |y INA NA | INA | Low

51Y NA NA NA Low

6 |Y INA NA | INA | Low

7Y NA NA NA Low

8 |y INA NA | INA | Low




BA | BB BC BD | BE | BF | BG | BH | Bl | BJ | BK | BM
1 Domain 4. Measurement of the outcome
3.0 Optional Ques{3.0 Note for optioj4.1 [Note for 4.1 4.2 Note for 4.2 4.3 |Notefor4.3 4.4 ([Note for 4.4&4.5|4.5 |4.0 Algorithm result
2
3 N PY NA NA NA
: | PN N Ao Ao PN |
5 PN N Y Y PN
6 | N 2 INA | INA | INA |
7 N PY NA NA NA
8 | N Py | INA | INA | INA |




BN BO BP | BQ BR BS | BT | BU | BV | BW
1 Doma
4.0 Assessor's Judgement |4.0 General note |4.0 Optional Quest|4.0 Note for optiona|5.1 [Note for 5.1 5.2 |Note for 5.2 5.3 Note for 5.3
2
3 |Some concerns N N N
4 [Some concerns \ \Y \Y \ \PY \
5 |Some concerns Y Y PY
6 |Some concerns \ \N \N \ \PY \
7 [Some concerns N N PY
8 |Some concerns \ \N \N \ \N \




CB CC CD

Domain 6.

BX | BY BZ CA
1 |n 5. Selection of the reported result
5.0 Algorithm result 5.0 Assessor's Judgement |5.0 Genera|5.0 Optional Quest

SN o] =R {o] o] Jd[e]sE] Algorithm's overall Judg Assessor's overall Judge
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Some concerns
\Low
Low
\Some concerns
Some concerns
\Some concerns

High
‘ ‘High
High
‘ ‘High
High
‘ ‘High
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Overall Bias
6.0 General Note

6.0 Optional Question

6.0 Note for optio
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Unique ID Reviewer Study ID Reference Experimental










Comparator Outcome Result










Effect of adhering
to intervention?

Weight

Randomization
process

Comment for
randomization
process

Deviations from
intended
interventions










Comment for
deviations from
intended

Missing outcome
data

Comment for
missing outcome
data

Measurement of
the outcome

Comment for
measurement of the
outcome










Selection of the
reported result

Comment for
selection of the
reported result

Comment for overall
bias

Overall Bias










Assignment to inten
Total number of stui

Low risk

After pressing this button, results in the
summary table (left table) will overwrite the
results in 'Results' tab. This helps you to
update results and outputs.

Some concerns

High risk

Adhering to interver
Total number of stui

Low risk

Some concerns

High risk










Deviations from

Randomization intended Mising outcome | Measurement of | Selection of the
process . i data the outcome reported result
interventions
/ention (the 'intention-to-treat' effect)
dy=0

1ition (the 'per-protocol’ effect)
dy=0

As percentage (intention-to-treat)

Overall Bias

Selection of the reported result
Measurement of the outcome

Mising outcome data

Deviations from intended interventions
Randomization process

98.4 98.6 98.8 99 99.2 99.4

Low risk Some concerns B High risk

As precentage (Per protocol)

Overall Bias

Selection of the reported result
Measurement of the outcome

Mising outcome data

Deviations from intended interventions

Randomization process

98.4 98.6 98.8 99 99.2 99.4

Low risk Some concerns M High risk

99.6

99.6
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Overall Bias

99.8 100

99.8 100






Intention-to-
treat

Unigue ID
1

2

Study ID
Kanazawa 2007

Park 2011
Yamamoto 2012
Hayama 2021
Kim 2021

Akaba 2025

Experimental Comparator
Azithromycin 500 mg/day No antibiotics

Oral amoxicillin/clavulanz No antibiotics
Prophylaxis (amoxicillin cI No antibiotics
Intravenous sulbactam/ai NA

Oral amoxicillin/clavulanz No antibiotics

Oral prophylactic antibiot No antibiotics

Outcome Weight D1

Respiratory tract infecti 1
Post-bronchoscopy fevi NA
Infectious events requii 1
Historical control witho NA
Infectious complication NA

Post-bronchoscopy lun; 1

000000:
000000:

-2

Y ! B

2
i
s

D1
D2
D3
D4

D5

Low risk
Some concerns

High risk

Randomisation process

Deviations from the intended interventions
Missing outcome data

Measurement of the outcome

Selection of the reported result



Per-protocol  Unique ID Study ID Experimental Comparator Outcome Weight D1 D2 D3 D4 D5  Overall



