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Author's conclusionss

effect in patients with Gram negative septicaenda,
What are the implications of the reviews+
The is no evidence of a beneficial effect of corticosteroids in patients with septic shock.
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Mo overall benefieial effect of steroids in patients with septic shock was observed. Howeser there is some evidence for a positive
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This record is a structured abstract wiitten by CRD reviewers. The original has met a set of quality criteria. Since Zeptember 1596
abstracts have been sent to authors for comment. A dditional factual information is incorporated into the record. Noted as [4 1]

This is a cleatly written review. & more extensive literature search may have revealed more relevant articles though contact with
experts i the field showld have revealed most of the relevant studies. Although the studies were assessed for quality no details are

The article review
indicates what the
original author’s
conclusions were,
what the clinical
implications of
these results are,
and also critiques
the original work.

given of the factors used to assess quality. As the authors state there are problems with the methodology of the primary studies
inclading the lack of consistent definition of septic shock, insufficient detail on the patient characteristics, mortalibty rates defined at




