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Supplementary Material

Supplementary Figure 1 — Forest Plots of OHCA & IHCA (Both) Groups
Forrest Plot of correlation between NFD with Neurological Outcomes
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b) Forrest Plot of correlation between CA to ECMO Duration with Neurological Outcomes
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Forrest Plot of correlation between NFD with Survival at Discharge
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Forrest Plot of correlation between CA to ECMO Duration with Survival at Discharge
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Supplementary Figure 2 — Forest Plots of OHCA Only Groups
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b) Forrest Plot of correlation between CA to ECMO Duration with Neurological Outcomes

Author and Timing

250 minutes

Murakami et al. (54£15 min)
Fjolner et al. (12136 min)

Fu etal. (50£10 min)

Dennis et al. (62+27 min)

Shih et al. (9632 min)

Ubben et al. (6813 min)

Puolakka et al. (83£34 min)

Rob et al. (62¢11 min)

Subgroup, DL (I = 13.8%, p = 0.322)

<50 minutes
Takahagi et al. (45:15 min)
Yukawa et al. (4712 min)

Subgroup, DL (I = 0.0%, p = 0.563)

Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.035
Overall, DL (" = 29.6%, p = 0.173)

Effect
(95% Cl)

0.16 (0.08, 0.24)
033 (0.13,0.53)
028 (0.04,0.52)
041(0.13,0.69)
0.18 (0.10, 0.26)
0.15 (0.03,0.27)
030 (0.15, 0.44)
022(0.13,0.30)
0.21(0.16, 0.25)

0.10 (0.01,0.20)
0.14 (0.06, 0.22)
012 (0.07,0.18)

0.18 (0.14,0.23)

%
Weight

16.12
3.88
2.93
2.14
15.44
8.95
6.65
14.75
70.86

12,63
16.51
29.14

100.00

NOTE: Weight

model



Available online at: www.jccm.ro

The Journal of Critical Care Medicine 2026;12(4) « 3

c) Forrest Plot of correlation between NFD with Survival at Discharge
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d) Forrest Plot of correlation between CA to ECMO Duration with Survival at Discharge

Author and Timing

250 minutes
Fjolner et al. (122+36 min)
Fu etal. (50410 min)
Dennis et al. (62+27 min)
Shih et al. (96+32 min)
Ubben et al. (6813 min)
Puolakka et al. (8334 min)

Subgroup, DL (I = 25.1%, p = 0.246)

Heterogeneity between groups: p =

Overall, DL (I = 25.1%, p = 0.246)

Effect

(95% CI)

0.33 (0.13, 0.53)
0.35 (0.10, 0.60)
0.41(0.13, 0.69)
0.29 (0.20, 0.39)
0.15 (0.03, 0.27)
0.35 (0.20, 0.50)
0.29 (0.21,0.36)

0.29 (0.21, 0.36)

%

Weight

11.54
7.99
6.59

31.86

24.36

17.66

100.00

100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random-effects model

Supplementary Figure 3 — Forest Plots of IHCA Only Groups

a) Forrest Plot of correlation between NFD with Neurological Outcomes
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b) Forrest Plot of correlation between NFD with Survival at Discharge

Supplementary Figure 4 — Risk of Bias and Quality Assessments
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Risk of bias for non-randomized studies

Study

Risk of bias domains
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Domains:

D1: Bias due to confounding.

D2: Bias due to selection of participants.
D3: Bias in classification of interventions.

D4: Bias due to deviations from intended interventions.

D5: Bias due to missing data.
D6: Bias in measurement of outcomes.
D7: Bias in selection of the reported result.
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b) Risk of bias for non-randomized studies

Risk of bias domains

3 ® © & & e O
»
® € © & e O
Domains: Judgement
D1: Bias arising from the randomization process.
D2: Bias due to deviations from intended intervention. = Some concerns
D3: Bias due to missing outcome data. . Low

D4: Bias in measurement of the outcome.
D5: Bias in selection of the reported result.
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