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T Fo|AE ARFYH R 1~23] A= Al&olth 5 7148 20154 A9 57 ]& 87 EARA S 114
A2015-65.2015.01.14.) I79H &, H|FA = FAHEAEAHF 14| A|2016-1695(2016.8.29.)=]
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Wt Hatdhe 802 A7 FAA| 2] F-8o] oA 45, FaA 2 diAl ez &8
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wavelength, CO2 #[°]A] 5°] It CO2 Flol#l= 71 2eid lojA AzR o= Zat S Hlujsio]



NEC HO|HE 0|23t AUETIFE X2

AAsAY It TaEZA| Y] B JFE EoFe H 2= ARBEH. Nd:YAG #|°JA, dual
wavelength Zo]#h= oF2] &Rt 717302 BRI QRANRL #0142 g g sfalgoz Qlsh &S]
T upee] 27t 2R A At Akg-S She Ale® . 1 9 whAdo] SRl FlojA 7} 2t
AlzzEof] b= Fapdoll 451, FabS AASK= T-cell HIAUZN Ad-do] Q= debdald H-E50]
FEeMgol 28l AA =] ol e el-FL 5, 2013; Apfelberg et al., 1984).
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5 |o] A& o]- 83t &HFE 45 X|Z&(Laser Therapy for Onychomycosis) & ©F2f
1.1 9 F 1.29} Zo] AZEAAAE7FIS 2-35(S7035), HIFY 5522 SA =] Ut

1.1 ALEY 2 204H20 HIE S5 S &
RS Ic ]

R3% a9l HZ0| 22
HIOR M7 U 442 S
H1H M7 L 422
GEREES)

OIXE 0|83t £USTTDS =

- .
35 52035 Laser Therapy for Onychomycosis
H 1.2 AZEAMUANEIHE DA[SS 2
HB2MHS X35 H3EDIZE  S7035 =0{0% H|Z0]
Z2HHAA BAZEX|E 1A M2016-1695(2016.08.29.) XX} 2016-09-01
sHAH(E3) [O|KE 0185t 2UELIHS RIE MEZ 2 SHHSS
OIH(HR)  Laser Therapy for Onychomycosis o223 &2 o
(MNZH) 2UETIHEO| B4 T
Ho| U MS=
< —T1oo
(MSB) 47 &XldH 20| 278 2UEXIHES At
(A
I Xz ™M 2LEN IUFN S X=0| &2 01E £ U= QAES HAsL, X2 B9 HA|Lt 2
718 M8t £ 20|NE ARRUZ 1~23] ZAFE
LN MolRT|=9| HY - K& HWIHENEHEXE TA H2015-65, 2015.1.14.)
EX|: ALESAANLI I QU7 |[MARIE: hitps://biz.hira.or.kr/index.do?sso=0k
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1.2.4 0|2 3ig

%5 742 ulgo] o2 Hoke T ol % 2 H1§-S SJQI3t 4+ glovk ik ofie} o] St
A RBANEAUY BACI 2Bl ALY B HFelzr] o] ANE Azo] mEg,
20209 7|20 2 3 X gH]|7F H 133,492U(2A 10,600~2]1 1,000,000 HERAA. A7F
B9 A% 20204 71202 F 997 Bte] 90170] Syl Ao Hotelglt

202041 109, H%7} oI 2719 o2 vlgo] Wul & B/ AEAES Mol 23}
F7hoNE} 2139 710] 714 Ao)7} 2 = o] g SRITSET, 15 ol S ol 84
A5 Az F7F30T H33oo0] of 200e) Yoks 5 Axpt 2 Ao EAECHAy
2020.12.22.).
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EUENASS &5l dato] AHHo] Yehtes Ao g W0l WAsks 2e 5 oF 20%S

AAhs S5t Ao g, FHES 2~8%71A Bl HAlH T 9lon, HZoe =AY ST,
A A, 54 B EES QRH 57t eI AlsAId T2 o802 Zato] 9l

=% 7Fsdo] AR whet &E RS0l S5k QtiFinch and Warshaw, 2007; AEgH5-2005).



NEC HO|HE 0|23t AUETIFE X2

Y A7 & Y= HH 7900 7HE wo | HAstRal 6, 89 =02 WA HIEE Hof A2 o} 5H0]
w H'4{Nenoff et al., 2012; ¥4% 5, 2004). FAN= F= SHES FH=C1A gol T3 ‘ﬂ
EHEREo] F2 Htjqo] 2 AYYotE 55 ol sh= odEolAA 1L AUrtkEte|HAE FA,
2021.7.24.).

l

P

SHEFNAB35]) A o= AZE 120878 HEeE Holal /lom JgHl= HE3] S715tal Ut

H 1.4 22EUM XS U NRH| $E
22 20164 20174 20184 20194 20204 20214
SX(H) 1,178,211 1,205,139 1,195,720 1,202,391 1,183,886 1,182,200

HIPAHZ(H) 3,025,764 3,140,398 3,149,513 3,266,521 3,338,852 3,423,037
QorZ0jH|Z

soyaiey | 42203421 | 45437.668 | 47396001 | 50190196 | 52764932 | 55698457
EX: B9 H]H|0|E7HEIAIAH

o2 AMIsHdermatophytes), B vHyeasts), B|HFAMH AFdwH(nondermatophytic molds)
5ol o8 FEEE I8 FESLE EUEATEY 90~93% = HREAMIHS! Trichophyton
rubrum} Trichophyton mentagrophytes©l] 2Jsf] &Hglct. SUEXITFS0] A= glo] AR W=
7397 E=0 Yol 22 Holtt,

o] A 3= IHE T Hol= HS- 92.5%, & WY Hol= He7}5.5%, EI &5
A et 47 2.0%HTHNenoff et al., 2012; Y45, 2004). SHFENFZ2 o] HHSH
£HEE0] Bolol o] met Y 9)SE Y (distal and lateral subungual onychomycosis),

WA EA G (white superficial type), &H&EELH(proximal subungual onychomycosis),

i

d

b

EHFE ¥ (endoyx onychomycosis), A 0] 4% (total dystrophic onychomycosis), <3 (mixed

pattern onychomycosis), A& (spike type) 5 2] 7IK] Fej7} QUct. £E59] YYHEH
ELEEI25E(subungual hyperkeratosis)©] WAt} &8F0] T4 YA 1, 24 0] Mz wslo}
M| &E0] TSR] il SEIR|H 2 RAR A= EAA A3 Hol= HEETgo] i

- O 1

t

EIEATFS Adoli= KOH =EAAR el APE 7S g e 240]al Qlom 7 HARS] Rizt=+= KOH
=GAE 80%, EIYAAE 59%% =4 7] wizell o 7HA AHARIA /o] Uil siA
EERTFF0] o ek AehkE T = glojAl, = HARS A WHEA 0 & gk Ao] Srhal 3ttt

ol dulF HAR} Periodic Acid-Schiff (PAS)°] ATtHWeinberg et al., 2003; Kwon et al.,



SHER G0 QXA 0 7 Wil M(tinea pedis)O] Y- & HhAYSHT, $12% dof|ut A7) 797} o}
H| A A At 4= Q1= Fglo|thHay, 2011; %ﬂ , 2009). Carney (2011)2 £UEAHSS
Onychomycosis Severity Index (OS)Z A|5Foto] S EE ERotA=t, &5 W A E,
&EiE THRERE HEZ A7 A4 A=, RA ‘E& A EENZS}H5-2 sl 7 992
RE ibsto] Aitsto] 247 1~582 8%, 0~1582 5655, 16~3572 %i ratHCarney
et al., 2011).

£HERAFSO] AR2E 95l Scoring Clinical Index for Onychomycosis (SCIO)7}F ARE-E 7]
Sk=t, SCIO= &38E% F’*—/] WY, B AL, 3 F =, HHY 914, 2Rk Yozt
33F=0] Jlo] ELFEAHFY FFEE Uro] TR A5 AlZE Al o] 1-85HA 22 &= (gt
5. 2011; Sergeev et al., 2002).

.
il
™
p
olN
™
m)
o

, A 5L, TR 540 what X mR o] AT, A PRIFA|2} B8
e, dof et £ ABAE HEsHAY M BERQHS AN &
ool gt =83 A =HE2 of=fiel 2t
It Al|(systemic antifungal agentsq= Hi= A BA = TS 56 A AE &850 EE5p]
12717 &5 9 A 5-80] =& HO & mF7, 40| FARE- 50 550 = WAk, A&
]Exﬂ PAR E= 75, AoF 7RIS §kA} 500 A| F-8&o] AP gre|%lets] o)A,
2022). El¥|YH(terbinafine), °|E2}2U={(itraconazole), %—‘:"—ib‘r—é—(ﬂuconazole) 5o AREEH
T ZojoREolt). At YRIA| E-8-2 EUEATS 1 X mHolur &E0] 1o ZHdof H]s|
LA Aal AL &850 SE5] 2Fste] 28517 FEoiA oo Sl Xlaksol Hs &Al&o]
a1, A msk=d ¥ Q5 Algto] A A7 [THE-E3Sfok shH, oFAl| 7 g2 ARE B Tt 715 AlstE Zeeial
A ArHElewski, 1998).

FRAHFA|(topical antifungal agents)= FAFAS G Eo] AH vl2 = X EA| 2 oF AJHo]
& oS Bkt 3, 7 B0l Tl Je-E WPk JHE 34 2o R 7 tiAr 2 ks
J2A-go] A om ﬂﬁ‘ HE 587, &9 Fg, =X A AREE o7 ARG Ho 5ol Ao 7t

Aoz AdHA YrHHgtelAHsrs] EHo|X], 2022). omuFUE(efinaconazole),
ot EH(amorolfine), AlZFZIEA(ciclopirox) 5 52 ARESIT 4 EXEA|9) G52 £HHE0
Tl At JAIE et FA] 55 oo & FAE= Aol Fa%H], 4] sk olstE
HolFS o] 71 850] AR R EHlFo| gF B2 A A= olelEollA B Gupta et al., 2013;
Flagothier et al., 2005).
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SfehA 2e2 A1t UE QS AREolo] H|QTHA 0 2 £REE-S A Aoh= A 0 F H|-8o] A}
of&] 7§2] £LE-E BAI) AlPT = 9o A7te] @2 A1 BHsi= o] H1EQItHGupta
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DI BAHE] 7|9kste] Adk 9 A& 7lo|=aiQlE AlRH20179)ste] 34 W FetATHE

2018). i 7lo|EaiRloA = SERITFS ol et A& 242 Al 714 4] - (1) 354 A 8Ho 2=

TAA E= GT-E A B8, (2) F7HQ 9o 2 &R AAE, (3) tikE 3o 2 Fo|A

A5, FAREY - 5 AASIL ). s 7Hel =il #lo]A X =:&of tiste] A5 W=

ofZje} At

o glo|A A7 AL &UEXTSO T Eek= AdHglo] ZEA QI X =mHo] Hed 4= g2 o,
AZket HARg- glo] Aefgh 4= Q= tioka] g ¥olgkal AJA|

¢ BT ARE2GE E8o| o5 s, E7] kel WY AokAL, 1Y A=) iste] 58
U

o o)A AlolR7|&H 7o) 7Rkete] &ETFSO tiste] glolA] 7171& AR 4= A ==
(9. Neodymium-doped Yttrium Aluminum Garnet Crystal (°]5} Nd:YAG), dual wave
length)

o AFE H|ERRY] AtoflA A Rl titt A E Holsl o, BE Qo HEv ke XAy
2] E{mycological cure)S HFH Fol%S

« AR S, AR AAlE, 3, BAXEAIZD o] HEks] Aol o] A g

o B AAE TR BB S AHRCTs)S 0] F7HE0foF g2 A4



Faix
Diagnosis

sUEe
Nail variables
{severity)

2R o
Patient variables

HE
Treatment

B Y o

Monitoring
&Preyention

U MFGH (Clinical diagnosis)
LU E Tro| MEHE SN, g F e, U E
{Nail discolaration, thickening, friability, onycholesis)

l

A 25= ACH{Mycological diagnosis)

KOHE AL+ T FHTE A £ He| TEH A
{{KOH examination + Culture + Histopathologic analvsis)

CHE 2UEEE
(Other nail disorders)

SR LUELH aun0| s 2
(DLSO = 50% nail involvement)
2 EUEEHE (P
== adrEnla 5oy 00k &H 70| E L= (TD0)

(DL30O « 50% nall involvement)

FETHEH S (S0 0| 5 A& E E (dermatophyioma)

E7E (spike)

omm 0| & 2 E U ICEEE
{hvperkeratosis (=2mm))

! l

AFEIIH T2 32N B
(Contraindications to systemic antfunasl therapy)

HIFUHAIHY UEHNTHE0| U=EUHE SR FUN AT
{Fisk of drug-drug interactions with systemic antifungal therapy)

©° o o o

T NEHE IR £

FAETAH I TR FAUTIHE TR R

(Topicsl agerts + (Systamic agents+
topical agents+

adiuvant treatments
adiuvant treatments)

= AT 2|
=BT 2 ZE FMETI2H
{Topical agents) {Topical agents or

swstemic agents)

|

Az ol EF ¥rE E 7} (Evaluation of treatment response)

FEZE F 36 12 18 HE0CH0|THE & HFTHE A A
(At 3 6 12 18 months after the completion of treatment)

l

s st TA(Patient education for prevention)

EFFW S (Maintain hands and feet clean and dry, avoid sharing nail clippers or nail files,
use foobwear at public place, treat tinea pedis or manus at eady stage)

LERE JH0|S2Y WY (1T, 2017H)
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NEC HO|HE 0|23t AUETIFE X2

1.5 HAN 2HTY U ANAT HY

Han 5(2021)9] AollA= —’i—‘fl-_}% 25 AL O E AAA| AR&ol CO2 HolA] =5 71t
739-9] 231= H7Is9tt. PubMed, Cochrane Library, Embase, Ovid databases& ©]-85to] RCT
=0l gk AAZA U":"i ?:_}% *}Fj’gﬁ]‘oq a3 A A H(clinical response, mycological
clearance rate)4 49| do] B 1 ¥ F3HS xotoiqict. BrHAT dE £ 8HS Aokl
o] F AP0l olgt AXR| H5 H % 5%«] A o= HEREAE =385t FlofA] E a4
&g B& A7t =4 AA 8 B AREY a7t FUTHOR 5.38; 95% CI: 3.20-9.04:;
p<0.001). FH#eHd AALS(Mycological clearance comparison rate)= -8 oA ¢ 3FAsH
Ao 2 e, B8 AR UEE T o A UERATHOR 4.56; 95% ClL: 2.78-7.49: p<0.001).
AEH0E FAAA ARSI CO2 HolA9Y HEAETE 5% oMY &F Xdts SAlelA
aAo| ]Itk
Gupta 5(2021) d7olA= £8FE i3S TAE o= oA ARE sh= ﬁo 29| av=
B7¥skoitt. 20209 749 7120 = o)A T A= gk RCT =30l thet AAY 212 3

Bl A FXE&{complete cure), WA 74 (clinical cure), Z1#e 22 &(mycological cure)
T2 EA% w32 Eelginh B7F 23 9o I ZRIES AEstitt. A @Al (complete
cure rate) 5 HIRH 32 I, 1719] &3 oflA] A =dF-E(mycological cure 2 A 10%

u]gt 20216, 7% ST BAXEEE B s e EaS0] glo] Brpt Askaolgls
golgt g 7 oA Ak AAIskS=T], A4 A EE(clinical cure rate) 1Fgo] -2
FoJAE AR 9 13.0-16.7%, 3Fdo] 71 Flo]AE AR 9= 25.9%= WP sid AAR=
A FAGA7E 271G AY D, 7F U/ AZF A3 So] ZEH= SRSof tst ZAjZQ1
ARHOZA 9 7Hs/dS AT
Foley 5(2020) A7ollA= £ tigh =42 9l 717] 714t X524 Zto] gigh 7|12 AA14 £ ae
o] EstSit. B7to] ok 3 5, 3HY] A7H(112%8)+= 1064-nm Nd: YAG #|o]#] X|=e}
SrotA) RS ARAA] i sham)S ITSISIT. 289) ATE5H)oIA BT H2hG X 5o
ot w7t Atol= £ (low-quality evidence) = B7I5HT. 5252F ZItoH] @2]&(mycological
cure)olAE 7+ 595t XJo|7F JIATHRR 1.04; 95% CI 0.59-1.85; 2Ho] A+, 857 A7k

low-quality evidence). Y42 YA E{complete cure}> S =X ¥t

RCT 13(Zhang et al., 2021)°4= 45 XS T 2R 2940-nmEr YAG #o]#] X529t
918 FAHA|(5% amorolfine lacquer) HHHEAD T )& FAUHA GEARETHH] )2 B w5
A, FAE 84.2%0] B 55-E Ao, 102 W 550] 23T, 1L 9] 417e P52
TASHA] Tt Hlwtof A= S H oldRE-So] EAgsHA| 0}0}‘:} 12570} 245 Aol SA-9]
RS S5E ASOS)7F vl Eoh FoloHA] = Qlom, 245 Al SA-e] X+teH]
A AE(mycological clearance rate, MCR)®| B|uH ot -F-2J5HA] =] ALt




L
flo

Ci 5 1¥1o] BEFOI 8] Vishe RIS 12,598 H 1okt O BT 087 778
A7, wLEE AANT, AAAQ) BT 5 Al e EEE BIsiel, tix) 4Holas

o, =249 ST, 2= d &Ed1T pul [e)
5ol WAYSHA] k2 A o2 H A5tk
A2 A AAE, AFH HAE, DA S48 7 H, 4 EEC] 444, OSl-score),
AEE, A ST 2 Hrhotlet. 2419 QAAE A 38 5 280l A Xeha Hx|&o] ST
FA 5t 9 shamet} H]L A] f-9]8k 2jol & HolR] Qlokal, o] F 1HolA = /g4 A& 5S4
FX| g51to] Ralgt Alolg Kol ekttt g4t £HHE9] g2 1|4 SR FX| 2ol F2lgl
ZfolE HolA] Iok 1 , VP ] 2H0fA= FA0] shamet BT} A4 <5 3mm o1de] g4k B gt
Hlgo| f-ofsHA %—5 SAEo] FX| Bt ot A £1HE 0] 3mm f-oJokA| Ag4eh 2 0= Haistoict.
S A A 148 F 9HolA = XF5H A& thF-E 80~100%= B 16, 43HOA = A4
k8- 13H(13. 5‘V)~ qefetaL 50~100%= EsHtt. /4<] H4 = 8HollA Halst L,
=]

T AT HE 50% o1l AHES BISrE. et o] F 1R B4 8.3%0A B4
&S P4 ARE BUSIHT, O TS O8I score WKE B4 213%0H 4ol
ANSIHOM, 14.3%0014] 390! oshel Zapt et 3RO1H BT FLEL 0~6.5% ¥ A

7Vash HolAE ol 88 LUEATE A ue e A7 PAPA E8o] BT TS oz By
1 93] 3t A A A Sl BB
5 23S BTG O DR LHEAFEO] AL 7|dje 4 9l oA B Sa Al st 27 Y

o1571¢2 B/RIACHATS B).

2. 4=

i

SAEATS A0 AR ol Xm o] QA Qb W Fbgel et ofafsha A
58] mAYRAY) LM AES T HUA oA S AUk B
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H 2.1 PICO-TS M& LHE

+& MHIELHZ
Patients (CH% &HXp) 2BEXIAZ(Onychomycosis) X}
Intervention (SXHH) = HIEEN 20|KE 0|8 £UEXES XS
» SIXIHA| X2 E

Comparators (H|ilX|2H)

27 SR
- 24 S

Sham A|§
Xz
oIx k=an P
ANz Hd B8 = FHEH X|Z&(mycological cure)
m QMM X|2(clinical cure)
— QAN HI2=
OO 1 o
Outcomes (ZTHz) - ==o| H3)
(0ll. Onychomycosis severity index, OSI¥)
- Fy EUEl 4
. XHHrE
= SR} PR (4 A
Time (FX7IZhH HStotR| o4

Setting (ME!)

HBI5IX| 22

By

Study Designs (H71Q3) Hlw

Qo1 Of

AT Hst

HIetotk| =

*onychomycosis severity index (OSI): 0 = no onychomycosis, 1-5 = mild onychomycosis, 6-15 = moderate

onychomycosis, and 16-35 =

1.3 2aM
1.3.1 =LY

=4l HlolE#jo] A o] 57 AA

H 2.2 = HX+ HIO|E{H|0] A

severe onychomycosis

AL o]g

Sto] FRYSIATHE 2.2).

2 23 7Y

rio

URL F&

KoreaMed

http://www.koreamed.org/

O|&H=20|0| E{Hi| 0| A A (KMBASE)

http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/

Sh&H|O|E{H| 0| AZM(KISS)

http://kiss.kstudy.com/

SR U Y2 HRISS)

http://www.riss.kr/

ScienceON

https://scienceon kisti.re.kr/
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NEC HO|HE 0|23t AUETIFE X2

1.3.2 =229

=9 dlo]gf#|o]AE= Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, Cochrane CENTRALZ o]-&5to] A|A|4
TAE Al 8 HAYoR TEE HolEHo|AE EIISIITHE 2.3). HMol= Ovid-
Medlineof| A ARGE AMOIE 7|20 = 7} A0 E/gof| SHA| 45131 2™ MeSH term, =2 A4,
Ak AN 59 HM7152 24 5] S8o19lt). TAIAR] AN U AAA = [R5 3]0 AXSHS T

H 2.3 =2 HA+ HIO|E{H|0] A
S =2 HAME URL F&

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed
Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R)

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://www.thecochranelibrary.com

13.3 #M 7|2t
A LEA BHO T AT, S Aol AR ke
1.3.4 27|24

HAAL0) AARAE B $I5te] A AAH TR 9 B Azold SelsAL &
| YR 5 B, £ 57te] Ae/uA] 7120] A3 B8 712 AEstol

o
N
g
T
r:a
&

D
Ao
ro
rx
0%

M P LE BSe] Bel £ Hel AEArE SyHom Syt 1% Ak
AN AT} 222 FEslel & Bhe] FAIot B o] QIrky HetE BAL djAIsL, 27
AT A IO 2Z ol S Qe 0] MRS AESt] Aol ot B 4177150 g
DAL At oA BUATE A AS, A 34 AE U 29915 3]0} £8) oAUX S o] 2EE
shoick. PAIAS] AL Ad 2 w4 7128 E 2,49 2k
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EH
N
~
Ho
I'_._

of MEH Z H{K| 7|

MEHT|Z=(inclusion criteria) H{H|7|=(exclusion criteria)
o 2HE XFS SKIE A2 5t 37 o OE MX(0). A&, 2= S)2t HAl=RA=E, 201K X|
+ 20INE 0|25t X|2E &S HH E“fol SIE FE| 3R 22
o MESt o2 Zuprt SHt Oy B E o ZEH YO|X XZ(0. CO2 2lojX)2l AL
o APHO| Mot HLMA O siikdhe AT o QIZtChHA ‘E‘—TU fOf ARASECT = MUNHT)
o 52 E= YOZ EIHE o o X7t 0K ATHBH, letter, comment &)

o 3MZF 4(’<§Dr LHE O, Sfl=g, 7IHEIM S
peer-reviews HX[X| 22 H2)

o S0 I PUZ ETEX| U2 231

o YD st 27}

o IE EUE 29 AR =21
T 3YstAL

1.5 H=2QYS L}

TN AAIFEAHRCT) U B2 AGAIEAHNRCT)Y vEEAE H7ke
Cochrane?] Risk of Bias (RoB)& Ar&-5to] &+ 1§ o] AEAT 58402 Aot T4+
vl QAFA| ] dTLo]| ARRE]= Cochrane@] Risk of Biast & 77l B30 2 o|FojF .o zF B30

3l ‘low/high/unclear’ 9] 37}A] FE| = H71Ht. Risk of Bias H7F23} ‘low o|H BHIEH o]
AL 710 2 wrkstyrt, F2 A AgH LA BHES AR SI=A], i 297 A A 3=A], = ol

YA, BEA 52 M7 AT A, A A e QIleA|o 71 HiEE FEOlA=
UZE714] AHH] Ad SAE Elsto] 75kt RoB =79 A1 Q1 B P [ 419 Ett.

HZE /3 Risk of Bias (RoB) o7z}
SIRFO|HH AL A AJAHAL
et ]2y SR a=A AN
Hi &2
Al HIEH =/t 3 Lto
=]
2ol HIEE 20t I thst =7 3 2544/
- Lo
e HIEE =dst 2k o0
H1 HIEH MEHN AR
7|E} HIEH DIZt7|g2] A X|¢
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NEC HO|NE 0|25t 2USTIRE X2

1.6 XI2FxE
AP0l oA A FE A4S E8slo] T o] HEATL YA 08 AR 55519 u} 3} o]
HAEA}L LA 08 Ag3E oo uet 2L Hest & o2 3 §o] HEA) & 7=

1__ =
S92 PEGL AS} SITUg ol o] QAT K0 ST o B
2 79 sol2 Ea) =ofslel Folskaict
AREEPAS AP 2942 2T T, AAUSHE Bolo] 2 BT, FR AnrE Yol
AFEA, A7, FAIE, HAG A, A Ay 5ol 2.

1.7 Xtz2ghd

#lo]A 2| =2&d} o2 X 2Hyke] A vlwo] thalA A AR HQ] A5t X =8 Wﬁ‘#
¥ E4(quantitative analysis)°] 7Fs 4-9- F4 EA(HEHEA)S FPst9oH, 7T 4
A& HE(qualitative review) S 2-8513tt. t2 A EE o= 28 AE ‘:‘“ﬂa
8519t

AIFHGAE 018y Mof= risk ratio (RR)Z 24513 0] 4¢ TAAA St me-da
W (Mantel-Haenszel method)& ARE3H HgFa g (random effect model) 2.2 FA519iTt.

HEHEA A, o] A4 (heterogeneity)°ll tiet Th 94 A|ZH2 0 & < I %(forest plot) ERI5tL
Cochrane Q statistic(p<0.10 € ZL-2 5417 594 Td7]|F0 2 715)7} % statisticS AR5}
£ 7HEAE oS Tskoltt I* BAE 50% ol A5 AAH 0 & o]-Ao] okl 5
4 Ao T (Higgins et al., 2008) & AollAl= o1& 7|02 £3 7HEAA o] &g wtsiit.
A2 B2 RevMan 5.3 ©]&5t3 o, o7t &3 2jo]9] EA1F Fo42 Fo+F 5%0lA

TS

1.8 2= Gt

E gGrlof| A 985 A A1A F1 108 27H0] 24 52 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation (GRADE) F #H0 & 751949 5, 2011). o] S 55
U] A EA U A5 @GS 13 38 AR FO| theE ZASE AA E F Atet wtt
o] & A AlstaLAt s3It
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Nk QAR ORMA T ST T4V SR(EANGHT, I 9 BIIB=E TGS O AIRS B

QAN OFETL T TSt 271 L AD WIS Tefol0] SHETTAHE M| BL) Ei

x7s st | ES - AR E=
BUE | S ORI T ZR)0IM oY OJ27I20) CfEt A8 S MeiHo g

ADSK| S | HI WSS SN0 T2iol0] oY 92712 UTGH 84S
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g7HE4dt

1. 2sidd A
1.1 SsE I
VAR B TS 3] 9ol o) Aatlolello]AS Abg o] BAlE BRle & 1,157
6528, = 505H)0] ERI=| 3o, 7} glo|EH|o] A0 & HMEH 294713 A| 23t 863710 =&
e 9ol ARg= i
FTEAA T EA2 Al 9 253 A Est] B75A12 A3 = B3 1A 02 A6t o]
s Y2 AET & E Ag7]Eo] mE A IS A 2EH 0= 14383 Aot 2 H571]
& T R == WiAA-E Zobete] 111 3,100 AAJ5] 7|&stelon, S ASEd 552
SUAE =02 [FHE]o] AA|5] 7|astlt. & 204 viAlE 32 B3 2] 7|5ttt
22| H0|E{H|0|A (n=652) ZLff GO|E{H|0]A (n=505) 27|44 (n=0)
+ 320t = (n=15) *KISS (n=228) *Google Scholar (n=0)
*MEDLINE (n=230) *RISS (n=24) +ScienceOn (n=29)
«EMBASE (n= 422) «KMBASE (n=209)
*Cochrane Library (n=0) :
i% U HIE HE S HiXIE 221 & (n=849)
USTTS 27 fEH**O ot ¢3¢ (n=38)
'E1|0|X1 K27t K| 42 AT (n=307)
* I 2(0|X X|=7} Of 7o$( =19)
ZEYA & U 25 -CI2 HR7} HAE0] 201K X|RTQ aIS

O

(n=863)

[l

Zloj ey

Oo& A
T'__OL-IT

(n=14)

16

J8 3.1

a4

FE5P7| 042 HTF (n=9)

XHsH o2 AW} HUEX| Y2 AF(n=
520 U Foj2 EMEX| 2 o7 (n
.E%AI& oj XJOE!AFMcH O=|__rl (n 11)
<SMEH (n:199)

«#X7t opd ¢t (n=176)

« AFEI0| Q|5 LM 7} OFY (n=37)
SE2ALN=13)

Y01 7|71} Hl @ (n=5)

LO\_/
=

EAAMMERO| Mt WIHof MERE 25



H, =9] 128)°101L, A Vg A= F 14578013
Hli’-%l*o o“FL(RCT) 139, 8727 v
%

1 FPERE FolA Aledt A7 FAlatA| Bl 31, H|olA] Aledt =
FATA 8ol HoA Alegg 71t Hﬂd‘lﬂ‘%ﬂﬂ T%‘}Jv}xl =89

=2eA0] 371 4H), FHlolA
2H) o2 LEIHTHE 3.1).

AFI PR v 38, A 19, 59
EERSSEDEIEE

14, olJE

2%7

7% 5¥(sham 7} v] 1 3H

% 198, 3= 29, Hi= 19,

oick

WIFAHNRCT) 1Ho|ch

A} Hl R AT 3,

lﬂ GHE(FTA 371 24,

H, FA 2|2 Hl L

O

S 24,

H 3.1 Hu RS MEEH oig
=5 NS EF =eis* Eod 77| 3R STTH EF
a4 Q-switched 1064nm Nd:YAG itraconazole
SRIHARE 201N vs. ET 3 long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG itraconazole
Hlw long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG terbinafine
e long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG amorolfine lacquer
SRIAARE 20K vs. FA 3 long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG 10 mg/ml naftifine HCI spray
Hlw long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG terbinafine
long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG terbinafine
74 74
Ao vs. B 2 longpulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG itraconazole
A . .
oA s
ongpulse nm Nd: 6 efinaconazole
g A A i
0K =4 vs. = 4 long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG naftifine HCI spray
short—-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG 5% amorolfine lacquer
long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG)
g0|X vs. sham 3 short-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG) -
SXR|2t dual wave length (870/930nm)
H| !
201K vs. 2XX|(no 2 short-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG

Tx)

long—pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG

[0

*17] 0] Bl uEHHO| 171 O1fQl HLS0[

0
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H 3.2 MEi23d EM(RCT 13H, NRCT 1H)

TS

Loj =1 ~ 5
A - SXi/H| TS gl01H s HIZAE A =
A e I3 wA ewgy SR gy WU waue it B oy a1 B
b o N
= *EE/LE0H)
A7 STFH HlD: AW
itraconazole
_ . FHLA .
pus 100 T .. - ride  -ERUS: mycologica
Kandpal ~ 2021 Ql= Eg, s (50/50) AOK()  Nd:YAGlaser gz 5 3{)@%( %Ci 1208 apEr o 0g) st
== SRt o 172 11 7R Aol VAS H3t
x 13 & 123 S2U0i| 51= 23]
200mg E<t
long-pulsed .
76 1064nm itraconazole — |
At _ «HITSN: fungal cure
. .. RCT GEE GO NA:YAG laser 27 BERH oo joimo;  pam  tadverse ?
Li 2014 3:'_:|L Ctol I_IE'O “ | -I(A) (B) 2 o /2o 5l events
o= EN ¥230 gz o} 79] 5l& 28| 200mg +UAA: efficacy rate
(112/118) J17oE o Fof
40 *ZIFEHA: mycological
RCT s (15/13/12) 1) oI long-pulsed 3) A7 terbinafine madverse e arance r;/te (I\%CR)
Xuoo2014 B g HES Do+ | NOIM o gpigy  200mgME L 2F - sde oyt dinical
[y S| . oL
SR} (31/*295/30) AT SRR Nd:YAG laser T effects  lcarance rate (CCR)
itraconazole
long—pulsed U= RIFBHE: m ;
XSt mycological -
P MO + A7 1064nm = . = 20| oA
Hamed 2000 opme  NRCT o= 30 %{'Eﬁi NAYAG laser &1 Soal = p %C.’_t o adverse .geliggnse | i S
Khater == oy ey (15/15) 0 (group 1) P events 2dH: clinical H17b e
SEX} (group response, OS| #&}
37Ezt 20tk S0l OfE 23|

200mg &<

18



Chet R =%
ap o EWHD . HOIK L Hmg oo -
HI1 XXt il A3 PO SHAlE A HlnAlE — 23 P s sty H|D
=7t " N () = /9nel
=A SXHHQ} Hlw: 5™
=UE 1) il0|X] long—pulsed . . . XIS mycological
Bunyaratavej 2020  Ei= Eg s 20 /28 /20) 2) H0|1N + 1064nm SF)IT__“;);' amolgzlflgeernaﬂ Y| g‘z—ﬁ cure
== IRt 2 SFIFH NdYAG laser  ©°% g HSS  .olMH: dlinical cure
Io?géiulsed *Pulse energy,
nm 200 mJ; pulse
56 Nd:YAG laser* 10 mg/ml «XI78HX: mycological  width, 0.1 ms;
RCT = (19/18/19) 1) &lO|X 3) 24 naftifine HCI 53 effects spot size, 1.5
Kim Tl 2016  st= crol rAE 2) H0|A + 4% 74 33| SHxI spray 243 * adverse *AH: clinical mm;
== SHRt *217 oA SRIFA 20]K MMEIR, == events  response frequency; 30
(79/71/67) 12710 E1p7} 2477E N8 <Xt Hz; and
0|2f5HH 13] temperature,
=7} 73 4060 °C
long—pulsed
RCT PN 20 1064 nm terbinafine 55 XSt 24 %
El-Tatawy 2015 ORE [ s (20/20) 20| xi(A) Nd-YAG laser =24 SXIA| 67+ side <UL B %
== BIR} U 23|, 6717t effects
137140 Z 43|
long-pulsed " mycological "2 M) SPEK
RCT SHE 30 Z0|X + =4 1064 nm Nd: 24 BRI efinaconazole . .Sﬁ{?ﬁ. SHAF SCIO J/em? fluence,
Bonhert 2019 0= crol s (15/15) SRl A| YAG laser* sers 10% 523 = ilrzwlcTe; e 0.3-35ms
O = SIx} (group B) o Q| 13| 4827t S5 VA4O| A1 SR} A pulse duration,
470t & 62 i 1-6 Hz
2EJH frequency
_ «ZEldetA: complete
e fggérlt N%Ulfzg 5% amorolfine o sy Cure i
5 RCT o= 128 20|& + ' - lacquer ~ ST GQIARN: HH B3}
Park 2017 = A& = laser =4 ST 165 ofot 85 P
=Y A (64/64) =& STIAA cmop . (changes in lesion
= ZF 13 1657t =CE free area (%))

XOICH=E 45 -
AFOIC & 42 40| T #%} OIS
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CH&$Rf=

o =x
o - =Xi/H| oy L 1A |0] % ~ H|WAl& I -
A e I3 owA ewgy WO gy W waue ::,:,m')“é B otmy 511 il
- = [=] o
(712) *AE /M) /Mg
BHX|(E= sham)Qt Hld: sham 3M™, 2x{x| 2
*\{\ggzlength
long-pulsed o ZlreA: ﬂuencr;/rg‘o
. . iz 2gE 1064 nm microbiological cure  J/cm 2 ; spot
Nijenhuis= 54, HIZ RCT RFZ0lA] 64 20|%4 Nd-YAG sham _ gz tadverse  Lonim- (g s e 3 mm:
Rosien 2e =l oo (32/32) laser* - events s Ool Ter, size ;
o= = SH SR} A|ZEX Shaf EHEHEHSE pulse rate 5 Hz;
= o Xt 10 W; pulse
43| - duration 132
ms.
01X 7|7 _ .
oﬂol 1711 o 2725 mycological
AHIE Iljdg ;:IJ_,—, E: .
. RCT ;.'_—IE; 51 " short—pglsed X2 AIZtS - .o cure(negative
Sabbah 2019 FHLITt crol LS (25/26) 1014 1064 Nd:YAG sham AH[BILE ALK b2 AoiTt mycology)
= BIXt laser 0% = TEE SQMX: 0S| M,
1|_ M= O oo
S| k2 Tew=on
. *ZlsHA: mycological 201044 %TE'OH
RCT =) (2:;}6) dual wave 20| Al=2t advertse cure Ej%ii?ﬁﬂm
Landsman 2010 O Cg XS 2OIM  length HOIX  sham  SUswHoz  180° | gL +4: dlinical 201244 ity
T e (870/ 930 nm) Tt Q0| AiE Oeliz assessment(BY g g
Y H%) SH oo
w0 oS
RCT 2eE (1 02/21 2) short-pulsed cEX
Karsai 2017 =Y crol s 0|1~ 1064nm EXNA - 12712 - adverse 24X OS| Hat
== BIXt *91(52/39) Nd:YAG laser events
ZIREE: 24 % *1064-nm
long—pulsed (3711) Nd:YAG =
THE 1064-nm “OJAFN: Proximal nail  uence
; RCT A= 27 . * Dl _ o orsl s J/em?2, pulse
Hollmig ~ 2014 0= cro] e (17/10) 201X Nd:YAG laser S 1288 - 230k plate clearance per YL 0
o= BIR} affected nail (mm)/ milliseconds
23HA2= 23 Nails with complete spot size 6 '

clinical clearance

mm, rate 6Hz

NRCT, Non-randomized Controlled Trial; OSI, Onychomycosis Severity Index; RCT, Randomized Controlled Trial; SCIO,
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orEq}

1.3 HISESE Y712aL

7ol HF2 0= AEE 1410 94 1ol tist vIEH A F7PH Y= 724 v A
AHRC2 HIEHNE H71E A /e Z2 152 Risk of bias (RoB) =7-8 A+&310] 7249
HigeA A7, B 23, At HoiAt B ARl tigt w7k, ARl HiRt =7 H, St
AP, AEA 21, 7 9] viEH ] date] B1sigit:. o] § 1 9 HiEH e iR A
Al of o] w2t BEHAES BB, 8 E B7HEY 9 WYF 8oF ¥ 2e 19 3.29 19
3.301 A AISHAH.

g0 WrBH08, LX) oA At Qi glol

Br7lstct. E5Eet AaAtRo] digh vlEE S 11

T2 02 HrIEQnt AHE H o tfigh HEH A2 13HoA "W o2 HUE ],
FATE7|2S] R Alm7F B EA] glol ‘w5 0 & HIHE I

£ groA I Q] v EF AT O E o FEO] oA I o2 HIIeIH O 10H), 3H At
N7FAA] AL O 2 23t conflict of interest’} ERIE 0] ‘=&’ 0 & H75ITh

Fandom seguence generation (selection bias)

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance hias)

Elinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

Other bias

0% 25% 50% 75%  100%

.Luw risk of hias DUnclearrisk of bias .Highrisk of bias

O3 3.2 HSEAY 1T
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FoIAE ol & TEFLAT ArEe P2 1312 2] 235 Hige® FojA Ale ¥d

59| E7olA glo]A Alad BTt 852 YA HArsto=t] & Ar|gt 5350l thBonhert
et al., 2019; Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019' Park et al., 2017; Kim et al., 2016, El-Tatawy et
al., 2015). 139 FdofAqt Fu]et 55 o9l F55k= 552 WYL B IS THEl-Tatawy et al.,
2015).

3HO| FHA] FlolA] Al =38 A, DH- SRl A 9] I ] AZFS B St Bonhert et al., 2019;
Sabbah et al., 2019; Landsman et al., 2010).

Nijenhuis-Rosien 5(2019)2] dFLollA+= o)A /\]%v—foﬂ*i A7 B2 67do] WAgsHitt L
H 5 0 AN Y HI15HA] 2ttt &5 URE| 35 A 1= HAIskeiT
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NEC

B33 A¥Y -ENH BXNE

18X} (HE) CH &Kt 28 = |0 X= H|w =t
Z+ SrTEAQ HW
100 Wit ZH 1A 6% (3/50) 0
Kandpal (2021) (50/50) JJEr 2xe 0 074
Li (2014) (377 /%9) Bixg 07 07
Xu (2014) . 52/71 » Bixg 07 07
A SRIEA|QL H| W
Bunyaratavej (2020) (261 /020) Azt EEE 0 o
_ 38 UL ST FO0jet 85 E1
Kim Tl (2016) (19/19) == st E= B0 07 < 0
] 40 e Z0|3t 55 30.0% (6/20) N
Ei-Tatawy 2015) )90 55 Z=C EX 20.0% (4/20) 0
SRIHEN LEET = =)0 201X =7t
Xu (2014) . 32/51 » Hixg 07 07
Hamed Khater 30 — Py 4
(2020) (15/15) e od 0d
Bunyaratavej (2020) (2(? /020) oot &ES (Fa) 0
_ 37 = UL ST FO0jet 85 E1
Kim Tl (2016) (18/19) == )3_65 == 07 e oA
30 = I [VVSIPSI=2= NES RS-l o]
Bonhert (2019) (15/15) BL/ES H[st £ ﬁ: 6% 24 07
UL XL 0|X RIB &, 8
128 = ot S&53 2MAS 70
Park Q017 (eas6a) 88 susigiol, kel exs 00
0| X7t A TGt st
BXAI(EE sham)t W
Azt HAtg o P
(*0|2 Qlah YJeHKE %) 6d d
AR BN &= 1o ~
y . 28Ut 02 =H) =3 ©
Nijenhuis— 64 AHIE nIEDy SE 104 -
Rosien (2019) (32/32) =EEE=—=e - 12.9%
Ex -
£5 9.4% (3/32) (4/31)
SEG L2 19.4%
(Treatment tender) 31.3% (10/32) (6/31)
51 g0[XZ A7t 2H0|N X=
Sabbah (2019) (25/26) az E Of2iRt YAIHQ! 2EZ/Y 0
St A AN
3 Azt HAtg 07 o
L 2010
andsman (2010) (25/6) Fzf = ofel 2 o os
(tingling)
Karsai (2017) 02/21 ” sxig 07! 07!
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2.2 s

o4 o] 83t LUEATS N0 WIS 1430 RS vlgo R WStk Agehd X zg,
YA S, T, S0 Wik B EBE D), A, B USR] D) SO FEo]
B}stAet.

2.2.1. B+ STAH Xzt W

s X582 B3 & 3Ho|tKandpal et al., 2021; Li et al., 2014; Xu et al., 2014).

Q-switched 1064nm Nd:YAG oA X|&&2] AFsH] A 28-S gt 1H2] E3(Kandpal et
al., 2021)2] 7%, 1271 A1l oA A 8&2] a7t 73+t PRIA] Bt SAX 0= [-oJ6H
A YEPATH68% vs. 32%, p<0.001).

Long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG #|°o|4& ARESE 2| 2&0] G7+& H7Ist 210 F3(Li et al., 2014;
Xu et al., 2014)°N41= 16571419 A A 2&2 BF A+ FAAAY] 3P o w2 2=
UEFTE. Li 5(2014)°141= 245 Al-ollA #lo]A] X&) Xeehd 2| =80 L4asHA| ot out
EA1H 0z folgt Alol= IATHT9.5% vs. 77.1%, pr0.05). 85, 1678, 24F 3232 A1 9] AwtsH4]
A 28-S 230 B3-S 2 FAdoto] Bt Al 85, 165+ AHollE HlojA] A 5te] ZtsH] X =-g0]
Sol5HA A Yo K83 A1A: Risk ratio 0.49, 95% CI 0.35~0.68, I = 0%; 165 A14: Risk
ratio 0.72, 95% CI 0.62~0.85, I =0%), Al7to] A'd5 7 &3} 2o]7} &0l 501, 245 A1 -oA+=
o)A =} A FRIHA| Q] Ft Z}o]7} gloj A= A L= YR TH245 A1R: Risk ratio 1.01, 95%
CI 0.89~1.13, I* =0%).

71719] 57t TAGlo] mhA et 247 AL 7|20 2 3H O] EE(Kandpal et al., 2021; Li et
al., 2014; Xu et al., 2014)2] AEE5E ¥4 oS ts T o 710l Aetehd X m8o] BAZ =
SOt a3} 2ol7} JAK(Risk ratio 1.17, 95% CI 0.84~1.63, T =80%).
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H 3.4 gty - TIded X|=: Z7 XN X281 H|lw
== 2
e o @iz o GE2 (o) o vale
SAMT (N i (N
A iz auE Ji40l B auE 4 Prvalue
Q-switched 1064nm Nd: e
Kandpal (2021) YAG (50) A3 itraconazole (50)
RSN x2S o= 58% 12% -
(% negative) 1274 68% (32/50) 32% (16/50) (0.001
Li (2014) Iong—pulsed(} ?S)A'*nm MR 47t itraconazole (118)*
= 25.9% (29/112) 52.5% (62/118) <0.05
RIS 2|28
(% negative) 163 59.8% (67/112) 81.4% (96/118) <0.05
243 79.5% (89/112) 77.1% (91/118) NS, >0.05
Xu (2014) longrpulsed (130811”"‘ NAYAG 2432 terbinafine (30)*
£ 0% (0/31) 0% (0/30) -
=S 0% (0/31) 10.0% (3/30) NS
A X 2S = 16.1% (5/31) 36.7% (11/30) NS
(% negative) 12% 35.5% (11/31) 70.0% (21/30) (0.05
163 48.4% (15/31) 73.3% (22/30) {0.05
245 77.4% (24/31) 83.3% (25/30) NS
laser oral antifungals Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subaroup  Events Total Events  Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% CI 1-H. Random. 95% CI
Li2014 29 112 62 118 87.2% 0.49[0.34,0.70] _'
WU 2014 5 3 11 a0 128% 0.44[017,1.17] —
Total (95% Cl) 143 148 100.0% 0.49 [0.35, 0.68] L 4
Tatal events 34 73
Heterageneity, Tau*= 0.00; Chi*= 0.05, df= 1 (P = 0.82); F= 0% f f f f
iy 0.01 0.1 10 100
Testinrverallamert 2420 R 00T Favours [oral antifungall Favours [laser]
12 3.4 [RI78t™ X|2€] longpulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG vs. 3 SXIHFH|(8F)
laser oral antifungals Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subaroup  Events Toial Events Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random. 95% Cl
Li 2014 67 112 96 118 B5.4% 0.74 [0.62,0.88]
WU 2014 15 A 22 30 146% 0.66 [0.43,1.01]
Total {95% CI) 143 148 100.0% 0.72 [0.62, 0.85] L
Tatal events a2 118
Heterageneity, Tauk= 0.00; ChF= 0.22, df= 1 (P = 0.64); F= 0% n.&ns 0?1 ! 150 260

Testfor overall effect Z=3.93 (P = 0.

J3 3.5 [ZI#sH X|2L8] lonapulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG vs. A+
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Favours [oral antifungal] Favours [laser]

ST H(16F)



laser oral antifungals Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight K-H. Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% Cl
Liz014 89 112 9 118 T7EA% 1.03[0.90,1.18]
Huam4 24 k] 25 a0 231% 0.93[0.72,1.19
Total (95% CI) 143 148 100.0% 1.01 [0.89,1.13]
Total events 113 116
Heterogeneity; Tau®= 0.00; GhiF= 051, di=1 (P = 0.47); F= 0% ; f T f |
e B 001 01 1 10 100
Testforoverall effect. 2= 0.10 (P = 0.92) Favours [oral antifungal] Favours [laser]
12 3.6 [Fl7#etd X|28] longpulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG vs. Z7 SXI2H|(24F)
laser oral antifungals Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
Kandpal 2021 32 a0 16 a0 241% 20027, 3149 -l
Lizo14 g1 1z 91 18 407% 1.03[0.90,1.18]
Hu2014 P 25 30 3582% 083072119
Total (95% Cl) 193 198 100.0% 1.17 [0.84, 1.63]
Total events 144 132
T AR A _ Ee } } | } ]
Heterogeneity; Tau®= 0.07; Chif=1021, df= 2 (P = 0.006); F= 80% 001 0 ) 10 00

Testfor overall effect Z=0.90 (P =0.37)

Favours [oral antifungal]l Favours [laser]

18 3.7 [MH8HH X|22] 20|X vs. A7 SXIAH(ZE 7|7|, OFX| 2 2HE A|H)
2.2.1.2. AMH SY/HS
PAFA WS- E-S B 115 B3L & 2Ho|QtHLi et al., 2014; Xu et al., 2014). 2E A|FolA At
FAFA] BT} E £ A0 Uergdth
H 3.5 gihd - AMN i3 Z STFA X2 -t W
i Ol 7|= H|ZLHE ]
e i @iz () GIz2 (o) .
ER L g (o0 ) A P-value
Li (2014) Iong—pulsed(] (1)2)4*nm S T itraconazole (118)*
= 22.3% (25/112) 51.7% (61/118) {0.05
M (clinical efficacy): =
HES (response) 165 30.4% (34/112) 61.9% (73/118) {0.05
24% 62.5% (70/112) 67.8% (80/118) NS, )0.05
Xu (2014) long-pulsed (130811“ NEYAG 431 terbinafine (30)*

QA x|2E z 0% (0/31) 0% (0/30) -
(clinical clearance) = 0% (0/31) 0% (0/30) NS
(completely normal ES 3.2% (1/31) 16.7% (5/30) NS

appearance of the nail
or th%/preslenlce of 12% 29.0% (9/31) 63.3% (19/30) {0.05

<5% nail plate = 0

involvement in 163 35.5% (11/31) 70.0% (21/30) {0.05

onychomycosis) 247 64.5% (20/31) 73.3% (22/30) NS
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NEC HOIKE 0|3t USRS X|2S
2.2.1.3. gHH: SFE B35}
EHE 259 5 Wk Bt B2 1HoltHKandpal et al., 2021). o)At A+ et
At 25 A& ARt A5 o 57t -RosH S8k A& UEht
H 3.6 sy -33: Hal Z7 XA X2t H| W
= Ho|X 7|1= HlDLR _
23 B} = o =zt X0l
= * Hia *
nmae  oam RN Ceam e P
Kandpal (2021) Q—switc$:<é 1(5(38)4 ) NGk L itraconazole(50)
OS| M= Hs} 127H -3.16 (8.06 — 4.9) -1.20(9.17 — 6.95)
(0-12748) = Sk (p¢0.001) 314 (p€0.001)
2.2.1.4, Xt ST (52 E)
A} 41e] A HiSE gk £ 1Ho|tHKandpal et al., 2021). HoJA 2 A= o] H]s}o
2 5o} 410] o] HolsA aRE A0 Bt AT FABALE AR X2 Fof 4]
Zo| =L Halst o}, BAIZ R {2|okR|= LUt
H 3.7 3t - &Xt PR (A9 &) 3+ XA X2t W
- go|x 7|15 HWLHE =
234 ot o ° =7t Xlo|
2 (n)* HZZ (n)*
X Ho A AR e o) P-valuo
Kandpal (2021) Q—swr[c$zc(i; 1(23)4 ) (e L itraconazole(50)
VAS H& B3| 174 08 (1.52 —2.6) 0.68 (1.17 — 1.85)
(0-1274%) = %“ (p€0.001) NS
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2.2.2, 24 STAH Xzt W

>
Mo

2.2.2.1. ZTdetH X|=

A8 A 72-8S BIsH 232 & 3H(Bunyaratavej et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2016; El-Tatawy
et al., 2015)°|A+=Y], =% long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG Ho|HE ARESH A g58&9 ailE
B7}skodt.

13H9] F%l(Bunyaratavej et al., 2020)914+= o] A X|m2&2] AwsH4 X780 =4 FRAFA| Rt
g zlog BuEd oty tfE 2H(Kim et al., 2016; El-Tatawy et al., 2015)2] F3o|A+=Hlo|A
A 59 B3P} 4 FAAA RS oot 2 Ao = HIFE QI

INL(E= 125) FHTE AIF Y A A =283 3H ] £2(Kandpal et al., 2021; Li et al., 2014;
Xu et al., 2014)E9] A5 ¢4 FoI¥ES H= F o 1ol BAFLE [olgt 2t zjol7}
A HRisk ratio 1.22, 95% CI 0.35~4.17, I = 62%).

= 2
e o @1 (") oz @y TN
n = (n
X|E X™o| AlH *AEE Aol 2o *—’._-:L“E’E o P-value
Bunyaratavej (2020) bongr 1((2)3)4 i MRS =4 amorolfine (20)
dEN X|gg o
(% negative) 3N 35% (7/20) 60% (12/20)
long—pulsed 1064nm
Kim (2016) Nd:YAG 2A naftifine HCL (67)*
(79
RPN X282 12% 8.9% (7/79) 6.0% (4/67)
(% negative) 245 15.2% (12/79) 4.5% (3/67) (0.05
El-Tatawy (2015) longpulsed 1(28)4nm PR = terbinafine (20)
RSN x2S V)= 20% (4/20) 0% (0/20) 0.034
(% negative) 6742 90% (18/20) 0% (0/20) 0.001
laser topical drugs Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subaroup _ Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% Cl M-H. Random. 95% Cl
Bunyaratave] 2020 720 20 43.5% 058[029,1.17] —m
Kir 2016 7 79 BT 37.5% 1.4 [0.45, 4.85] —
El-Tatawny 2015 420 20 141%  9.00[0.52, 156.81] +
Total (95% CI) 19 107 100.0% 1.22 [0.35, 4.17]
Total events 18
Heterogeneity Tau®= 0.69; Chif= 5.32, df= 2 (F = 0.07); F= 62% Iu_m 0?1 3 150 100’

Testfor overall effect: Z=0.31 (F = 0.76)

Favours [topical drugsl Favours [laser]

xI22] lonapulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG vs. =24 SXIHHI(37HL)
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NEC

A R E-S B 15 232 & 3H(Bunyaratavej et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2016; El-Tatawy et
al., 2015)°]}=tl, B+ long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG #|o]#E A3t X @&9] av=E BF7Isi9ich
13H9] F(Bunyaratavej et al., 2020)°l141= glo]A] X 5&2] A4 vES-Eo] =4 FATAECE 2
Aoz ¥uEgl o), thE 219 23(Kim et al., 2016; El-Tatawy et al., 2015)041%= dlo| A 2| 5&9]
FIP =4 PRFA R} FoloHA 2 A2 F7HE Qo

HoIX 715

H W&

=i It — =zt x10|
XIE Ho) Al AR (e o) P-value
Bunyaratavej (2020) Ieiigpulked 1(28)4 i) NEFI<(9 =4 amorolfine (20)
UMH X=E 2
(clinical cure) 3 10% 30% NA
) long-pulsed 1064nm A -
Kim (2016) Nd:YAG (19) ZA naftifine HCL(19)
QAR HIS 123 70.9% 14.9% {0.05
(clinical response) 24% 76.0% 20.9% (0.05
El-Tatawy (2015) bongEtked 128;‘ i) NMERAE =4 terbinafine (20)
QAR SR (clinical 3 100% (20/20) 10% (2/20) 0.002
improvement) 670 100% (20/20) 50% (10/10) 0.002
2.2.2.3. 1Y
AEES e £3-2 1Ho|=d|(Kim et al., 2016), long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG Ho|AE
AERE A 20| AdEC] ata PRFATES] AEEET A Ve

O -
e ol 7I= H|ZLHE _
i P @z o oz @y TN
XE No| N AR A P—value
) long-pulsed 1064nm =2 naftifine HCL
Kim (2016) Nd:YAG (19) (19)
M (relapse) YES 31.6% (6/19) 21.1% (4/19) NA

(S, e, e Za)
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2.2.3. STTH Xz Hol| 0IX X|2E F7IotH] A

RIA ﬁ‘ﬂoﬂ glolA A w2 F7oto] AARE B-HETFAICN 571 11, =4Ao] 71 4H)9] avtE
E3(Bunyaratavej et al., 2020; Bonhert et al., 2019; Park et al., 2017; Kim et al.,

2016; Xu et al., 2014) BFo|A T=Q H H T} o] x| H-8-.8 O] XwohA | 7-50] T il HalsI3
t}. 0] F 3HE A 71 13, 5aA]ofl 571 2H)oA = AR S & [ofRt Aol 7t 2= H skt

(Park et al., 2017; Kim et al., 2016; Xu et al., 2014).

E3.11 2ty - Moty X|2: 7 STTH X[=0 F7¢

(complete remission)

= 2
o ] B RS ze
n NTLA il (4]
XE Ho| AlH MEE E e P-value
long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG _— .
Xu (2014) + 27 terbinafine (29)* 47 terbinafine (30)
2% 0% (0/29) 0% (0/30) -
= 31.0% (9/29) 10.0% (3/30) {0.05
RSN x2S e 69.0% (20/29) 36.7% (11/30) 0.05
(% negative) 12% 93.1% (27/29) 70.0% (21/30) {0.05
163 96.6% (28/29) 73.3% (22/30) {0.05
243 100% (29/29) 83.3% (25/30) {0.05
H 3.12 24 - TAeH™ X5 =34 STFA X200 =7t
=50 m7} i o s o 22+ 30|
S n alm (n
XE Ho| AR vatre oot 2o eauts gn P-value
. long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG + N .
Bunyaratavej (2020) 224 amoroffine (20) =4 amorolfine (20)
e X =g 2
(% negative) 371 65% 60% NS
. longpulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG A .
Kim (2016) + 24 naftifine HCL (18) 2 A naftifine HCL(19)
T3 x|28 123 14.1% 6.0% NA
(% negative) 24% 22.5% 4.5% (0.05
longpulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG Al
Bonhert (2019) + 24 eficonazole (15) =4 eficonazole (15)
XA |28 48 90% 70% NA
(% negative, KOH Z1)  gpz= 92% 86% NA
short—pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG "N '
Park (2017) + 24 amoroffine (64) =4 amorolfine (64)
Ter Xz 2 162 71.9% (46/64) 20.3% (13/64) {0.0001
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NEC

2.2.3.2. AYH Y/

49H 0] B3 (Bunyaratavej et al., 2020; Hamed Khater et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2016; Xu et al.,
2014)°4 XA 8 Hof| Flo] A X g5 F7Fsto] AR A-(FFAI0l 571 28, =4A] o] 571

28] A B

B 1519t} o] % 3H E3l(Hamed Khater et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2016;

Xu et al., 2014)0l4= o] A &8 o] XA T= 2Bt {-ofsiHA o 2 83k 51901
U A] 18(Bunyaratavej et al., 2020)°14= 37} FAoichal H st

S A7 SRIFH X200 £}

H313 g8 -Ad4™ s 4
- Ol 7|1& H| L= _
e & @i () HaZ o) =2 Aol
i Al rAUE el 32 rAUE %e Pvalue
Xu (2014) '°”§"%J§‘i2rl?f;?nrg g‘;')IAG 27 terbinafine (30)*

o UM e 0% (0/29) 0% (0/30) -
(clinical clearance) ™= 20.7% (6/29) 0% (0/30) (0.05
(completely normal gz 51.7% (15/29) 16.7% (5/30) {0.05

appearance of the nail . )
or the/preslenlce of = 86.2% (25/29) 63.3% (19/30) {0.05
<5% nail plate

Wolvement in 163 93.1% (27/29) 70.0% (21/30) {0.05

onychomycosis) PLES 96.6% (28/29) 73.3% (22/30) {0.05
Hamed Khater (2020) (NRS) lon?ﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁ;{iﬁigg;e’\ﬁgAG T itraconazole (15)

o
QA BEZ(clinical
response) oy 86.7% (13/15) 53.3% (8/15) 0.001
(*2F20] ‘good O HIE)
H 314 3114 - AMH S =4 SEIHA X200 F7t
; o|lN 7|= HlZ L ;
e ot @i () GIE2 (o) 2zl
XE Ho Al™ rairE '771_?0' 5o *_J_\_%r; A P-value
Bunyaratavej (2020) long;p::llie:nlgf:jﬁ :; 'Elzd (:);(AG =4 amorolfine (20)
UNN X528 o
(Clicriical cure) 3 30% 30% NS
Kim (2016) 'O”E';‘:lfﬁ:f:igggnlfcﬁ‘%)’“; 24 naftifine HCL(19)
Ol HIS 125 73.2% 14.9% <0.05
(clinical response) 943 71.8% 20.9% (0.05
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2
28

E &

(Hamed Khater et al., 2020; Bonhert et al., 2019)°]3lt}. Bonhert
9] F3 = ASIRITFFRITA =3 0] H-H T FAX 02 [-Olo}

H 3.15 §3t4 - 53 He}h 4+ XA X=0 F7t
= #o|X 7|Z HIWLHE =
=TI S =)
T EHZ (") EIEZ (o)) el
=< = *EUE Ji40l B raus a4 vale
Hamed Khater (2020) (NRCT) Ioni-p;:l_l_ieigal(())iir;gel\l(?gAG Z7 itraconazole (15)
o
0S| ® v} - - 8.26 (13.33 — 5.07) -6.73 (13.4 — 6.67) )
(0-9718) = gk (p€0.07) 2 (p=0.01)
H 3.16 gd - S5 Hak 24 SXIHAM X =0 =7t
_ 40|14 7|= H| L -
=2 . iz (o Iz ) =2 Xl
XE Ho Al™ rairE I7_H—1‘—°| 5o e “E’E e P-value
Bonhert (2019) long{gie;ilgﬁjgye’\é? :5\)(AG =4 eficonazole (15)
SCIO (ls%orinfg Clinical 0= NA NA 0.6
Onychomycosis) &4 36% 201K HSRHO| O 3y 0.04
e 48% 201X H2LH0| o 84 0.04
(0%~) 52 0|X] BELRHO0| O 34 0.02
2.2.3.4, UMM: 2HE HEHHS|
EE IS S 18(Park et al., 2017)2] F3A dlojA &5 FHHH b7t
4 PP =R o 2 A0 Uehtor}, SAK0R ojg Aol gIsic.
H 3.17 S3p4 - &g JYHSE J4 RN X=00 F7t
e o @1z (") G2y TN
XE Ho| Al eauE Jaol Ho oA P-value
Park (2017) shor:_—p;}l\szi%(:gﬁir;rg (EZ;YAG =4 amorolfine (64)
SHH FS Hat
163 33.63+28.23 23.46+21.81 0.0705

(% changes in
lesion—free area)




HOIXE Ol £2UETIHS X gz

NEC

(Kim et al., 2016)°]=H], Hlo|A] 8-8-2 2] APdEe] = 4A FLA|

2.2.3.5. M
AES Bk FH2 1H(Ki .
=8 AUERn W2 A0 HEQr
H3.18 144 - ME: 34 XA X=00 F7t
= H0|X 7|15 H| L _
23 B} = o =zt 20|
=M (n)* H@Z (n)*
AR A2 *s(gsﬂnl#(;) %2 (1;'5 Sﬂl) Pvalue
. longpulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG "N -
Kim (2016) + 24 naftifine HCL (18) =24 naftifine HCL(19)
i TSRS oy ey 245 15.8% (3/19) 21.1% (4/19) NA
2.2.3.6. Xt MHE(4Q F)
A TS E B3 B2 1H(Park et al., 2017)0]%+=4], #lo]A ¥-8-3 %l tist A} W=7}
T4 FRFA Rl HET FAH R {5 =2 Ao E HIE QI
H3.19 S - 8iXp MEE (A9 E): 24 TR K20 F7t
= Ho|X 7|5 HIZLHE -
=84 It o >, o7t X}0|
(ExHZ (n)*) (HIZ (n)*)
A s iz e 40l 39 DA Pvalue
short-pulsed 1064nm
Park (2017) Nd:YAG =ZA amorolfine (64)
+ ZA amorolfine (64)
NS e 163 81.25% 23.44% <0.0001
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2.2.4. BEXNX|(EE= sham)t H|d

2241, TN X|&

Mo

AFsHA 2 78-S B 132 & 4Ho]tiNijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019; Sabbah et al., 2019;
Landsman et al., 2010; Hollmig et al., 2014). 3H2] E3(Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019;
Landsman et al., 2010; Hollmig et al., 2014)°l|A] #|o]#]w-9] X34 X|7-go| A AT =90
o BAA S E [2lgh Ao 7t gldtk. Sabbah 5(2019)9141= o)A A&z Bls) 714t A4
(sham)-9] X9eH4] X 7-&0] A BAE o, SAH & [F-2ofjt Zfol= Qigith

2 3.20 §1d - XH4eHA X2 FXX|Q H|W
HoIN 7|= HIWLHE =
"ot e = 7t x}0|
= e (ExiZ (n)*) (HuZ (n)*)
< Al'x:-'l *AHIE 7HAO| 7:|O *AHIE Zld_)'\_ P-value
Nijenhuis—Rosien (2019) Ionngc:Jllszcé 1(3%4 nm Sham (32)
TSN K22 =
(miarcbiologcal cure) 2% 43.8% (14/32) 41.9% (13/31) NS
Sabbah (2019) ShO”QSTJ\'(SAeGd é%?“”m Sham (26)
X|FHSHEA X 2
7(;:; H‘ezga);!\/ﬁe)g 5oz 24.0% (6/25) 42.3% (11/26) 017
dual length
Landsman (2010) (8;8/;\;38(\)/:5?86)* Sham (11)*
ziot 2|28 5
o nogative) 180Y 39% (10/26) 9% (1/11) 0.1192
Hollmig (2014) '°”gﬁ;‘f$‘2‘éz$g4”m S| (10)
Tdstd X=g I 33% (4/12) 20% (2/10) 0.49

(% negative)
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NEC

oo}, 0 BAHOR §Old Ko7t glgict.

H3.21 gabd - YA U5 FAX|Q H| L

A FAFES 13 1H(Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019)0A4 & o] A7-2] FAFEC] FA | Kt
O

d - gdH
Nijenhuis—Rosien (2019) Iong’-\lpél:lszg 1(2%4nm Sham (32)
R 21.9% (7/32) 9.7% (3/31) NS

2.2.43. A8H: S Hel

355 H3E B 113 33 (Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019; Sabbah et al., 2019; Karsai et al., 2017)
LIRofA  7ho] BAIK o= F-2Jgt Zfo|7} iict.

H 3.22 gtd - 58 HaE 2XX|2t H|W

XE Ho| "ot goIx 7|15 HIWLHE erd PN (Y|
AlH (B2 (n) H2Z (n) P-value
.. . long-pulsed 1064nm
Nijenhuis—Rosien (2019) Nd:YAG (32) Sham (32)
= -4.5(24.7—20.2) -3.3(22.9—19.6)
A H:' =
OS| M4 Hst SYES NS 0(0.05 NS
short—pulsed 1064nm
Sabbah (2019) Nd:YAG (25) Sham (26)
e 20.9 18.9 NA
125 19.9 19.7 0.94
OSI| ™=
24z 21.1 19.3 0.49
525 20.6 16.1 0.13
. short-pulsed 1064nm o=
Karsai (2017) NGYAG (10) Tz (12)
OS| M=% Hs} 1270 2.6 (23.1—=25.2) 3.6(23.2—+26.7) 0.5531
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Landsman et al., 2010; Hollmig et al., 2014). ©]& % dual wave length oA X g2&2] §3&
B7¥eF 1H(Landsman et al., 2010)°141%F Hlo]A A EaS £33 -7 12 A 92 7390l ]}
BAA = FOlotA EEo] AT Ao = HAlsHl 1, YA 3| FRloA= SAF o E ot

#ol7} 919}

H 3.23 g8 - &U4E J3Hsk FXX|L H|W
HOIH 7|= H|ZLIE _
ot S > =2t X0
XE g9 B (n)¥ H2Z (n)*)
iz veuE a2l 39 A P-value
Nijenhuis—Rosien (2019) Iong’-\lp;lszg 1(;)2)4nm Sham (32)
H{H{EHO| 5
S st ~  -13.0(73.6% —60.6%) 9.7 (66.2% — 56.5%)
(Surface involvement of the ~ 52F 0.05 0.05 NS
target nail) Y. Y.
Sabbah (2019) Sh°”&gﬂfg (1205?4“ Sham (26)
SFHH He = 3.2 3.3 NA
(Clear nail measured from
proximal (mm)) b2z 26 38 0.11
dual wave length "
Landsman (2010) (870/930nm) (26)* Sham (11)
SAb Abe ol Aixt 1 15.4% (4/26) 54.5% (6/11)
‘ZEX?X?E(" oy 12 1802 19.2% (5/26) 36.4% (4/11) 0.0015
°ec 30/4¢ 65.4% (17/26) 9.1% (1/11)
MOAHIE AXI2
Smeis dUE 1802 0.0196 0.0021 0.0167
(mm/toe/d)
Hollmig (2014) '0”9',5’(;’:'?(‘2\%210;4”"‘ 2547 (10)
S e 374 0.44 0.15 0.18
(proximal nail plate clearance R
per affected nail, mm) 12762 0.24 0.15 0.59
2.2.45. X
AES HUSE 1¥(Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019)914% oA+t AEEo] 71

A2 (sham)ZH ot E3koH, ¥t SAE LR ot 2lo]7F gliH.

37



NEC HO|HE 0|23t AUETIFE X2

H 3.24 gibd - M FXX|Q H|W

XE Mol Bt HoIN 7|5 HIZLHE =zt X}0|
AIE (BxizZ (n) (Hlxz (n)) P-value
Ni . . longpulsed 1064nm
ijenhuis—Rosien (2019) NA:YAG (32) Sham (32)
S 2% 18.8% (6/32) 9.7% (3/31) 0.474

2.3 GRADE ZH=+& Bt

L= AR HE O HAAA(critical), @ S 5HA |9 4% 0| R] &-2(important but not critical),
@ g Z923Hof limited importance)?] 37] ¥Zo] Wt £8 % (importance)S &3, @D
AR (critical), @ F85HA|TF &4l &0l X] e-2(important but not critical) 2R #E o=
GRADE oA ERIsHH.

29430 A = FolA A mEt TiE oA, Sabd AaHSE ERlskal 7 A HSe] 2 E
thatt Zo| 245190t 2R H= S8 0] weh FRRE, Heehd A= 9
FEOE, A E= HO| A2 ‘SRR 2ol R] g2 FE 08 A9¥d]= EROIITHE

3.25).

2o R

e ZQ35}X|2t
=2 2 se SHAIZQ|X| ot SHAIXIO|
. important bu critica
importance) @ I 0 (critical) -
P not critical)
MY BAE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 critical
et X|= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 critical
UM X =
1) SA/HEE "
~ = 1 2 3 4 5 6
& 2) Z=i o 7 8 9 critical
3) &UE HEHs
WE] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  important
442 & 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  important

oA Wl mab AT} YR e ow S ATt AN, A o]l BT A9
A& (narrative) 0.2 FeEQct. dlo]4) X =e} AT FADA BlaL, Hol A Mmoh Fa FAFA
B3, 710] A AR(CAT E FA)o] dlo4S Z7Hsle] AlBshe A9 50 372 vl Al

T sto] Jefstort.
dlol4 M=ok BT PAFA et vlmolHE Ao N2, FAYEEE Ao Tt



TAGE0] Very low 2 H7IEQY, YA B, S35 W5} S} TS 5-0] EofA= LASE0]
‘Moderate’ © 2 B7}=]tHE 3.26).

o] A =7} =4 A X =ete] vl A= g thet ASE0] High' 2 =9,
sy A28, A vhSE, PAAFEZRE A 5of gt &0l = FAGE0] Low 2
7} JTHE 3.27).

T B 2l oI 3710 el 3G I B2l hob, B A
PuH URSE, FHE WS, LUE AYUS, PLE 5 BE F2 o 2 T%f«cﬂ Low &

H7LE JTHE 3.28).

39



H 3.26 GRADE ZH+& B7HEI0IX vs. B ST H)

Certainty assessment Summary of findings
No. of Study Risk of Inconsist- Indirect- Impreci- Other N St . Rk
. . . . . . Certainty
studies design bias ency ness sion considerations e HmZ AH95% Cl) =Li(95% Cl)
S - IdsH =S
/ y RR 117 113 more per 5000
randomised L, S not L 145/193  132/198 ) 1,000
3 trials serious serous serious serious none (75.1%) (66.7%) (0.84 10 (from 107 fewer Very low CRITICAL
1.63) ;
0 420 more)
BIY - AN HSE
randomised o, not not not o 2O A DRO|A A EXIHHQ S2t7t 2|0]X 0
2 trials Serous serious serious serious none X@so SMEL H £82 EU6H0 US Moderate CRITICAL
BT - AN FIE Hg
. o JHO AFOM f0[KZ e ATYTIRNE 2 X2
1 ran?qnlw|sed serious® T.Ot b not T.Ot b none NE ZEZE7 RS Aet= ATt Bt ,\??@? CRITICAL
rials applicable serious applicable 9I0L} 227k X0|0| LHBH ] m= A345|x| S oderate
B - BX BEE(NO T
o JHO ATONM 2O|KZE2 X|E ME 3Tt
randomised o, not not not S O|51A o=t EJ_ofﬂ QoL A+ 6660
1 trials SeroUs’  oplicable  serious  applicable none STBHRUN Q0p5t Ha7| YRS, B2 A0 Moderate M ORTANT
oSt Hl W= SHEX| 25
oy - mxig
o 1HOIIA 20|KZ2| 6%(3/50)0A LIt =X
. AXE HI5IQ0, 37 SXHHIZ0IA 2 2EE
3 ranc:qrrlnsed serious® serious® serr]i%tus serious® none B1E=00IUS a?%o CRITICAL
rais o LO{R| 2Ho| A0 01Nz 27 SEIRHZ yIow
BER0N 228 H1Tt GiS.
49

a. 18| &1 WA st 9150 911, =71200] 012 0{RIX| 215
)

GRADE Z#==%9| 20|

=5(high): E1te] F=FX|0| ti3t =4(confidence)Ol &lH| E ol 7HACHE AS i SHUg 4= QU
ES&(moderate): Fak| FHX|0] Th3H SIS SSE o 4 QIO F9| FHX|= oM 0] 2FE A2 HOX|2 45| TS & ATt
01| EH@ i**'ol J(Iémolllf *'Iﬂ RLPE SUEFR|e 40| TS = UL

3 (low): FHO| FHX
02 S2(very low): &
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H 3.27 GRADE ZH+& B7HEI0IX vs. =& ST H)

Certainty assessment

Summary of findings

SR k=i =
No. of Study Risk of  Inconsist- Indirect- Impreci- Other B . Rk
studies design bias ency ness sion considerations =2 H| Gl Gal Certainty
ST ™ (95% Cl)  (95% CI)
S - IdsH =S
33 more
. RR 1.22 per 1,000
3 randomised not serious® not serious® none 18/1 19 16/197 (0.35 to (from 97 S0 CRITICAL
trials serious serious (15.1%) (15.0%) Low
4.17) fewer to
474 more)
Fad - AHX BISE
2O ATLO|M BIOIN X|Z7t =4 STIAH|7t
randomised not o, not I EANOZE ROlotH a7t UTHT B0t YRS 000
3 trials serious serious serious serious none L2 1 A0 ME 24 SRITFH 2 17t Low CRITICAL
EQ0 2t
S - Ty
: 1HO| S0 20|XF| THLEO0| A
g randomised - not not not not none SRR WUBEL 5US2 21 316%vs. OO0 IMPORTANT
trials serious applicable serious applicable 271.1%) High
oMY - BXR
20| A0 A 2O MZOAIN ZOolst SE0|
randomised not o not N LAGIAILI Y E15HS 000
3 trials serious serous serious Serous none 11,_19| HOA S ZRZLT} H IR B0 Alzkst Low CRITICAL
82 AT BI5KIE
4
a. STt O 2N, St Hith
b. OIS 7|Z& U&ESIX| 2ot B2
GRADEEl +=29| 9|0
=a(high): E1+9| FHX|0f thdt &l(confidence)0| A S0l 712TH= A 01 SRS 4 UCH
zggE(moderate) SO FFX|0) el 2hlg SSEE & 4 QUL S| FHX|= AX 2utd| 2E A2 HO|X|CH AF5| OHE 4= QlCh
2 (ow): o] FHR|0)| CHSt 20| MSHHOIC MA| §it= SUFHRIRL AYS| THE 4 QlCh
012 RS(very low): Sat| FHR|0]| CHSt EHA10] 2| QiCt. K| Eit= o] FHR|L Y5 LHE A0|CH
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H 3.28 GRADE Z==Z E7HEI0IX + YT A vs. YT H|)

Certainty assessment

Summary of findings

No. of Study Risk of Inconsist- Indirect- Impreci- Other . Rk
. . . . X . Impact Certainty
studies design bias ency ness sion considerations
S - Ids =S
; HHO| AT RO (0| HEQERO| SRITH|
5 ndomised e 1O O serious? none CHE QU 517t £22 B 5t YS(3HO 9%80 CRITICAL
ATF0IM = BAXCE O—E ROt ASE ENE)
Fad - AHX BISE
2HO| AT 201X HEQHO| SXIZA|
i . . L= QHHL] 7 Il £28 21511
3 randqmlsed serious® not not serious® none 0|c_>|-|o HEH fofo 27t 2SS 2okl Se00 CRITICAL
trials serious serious Low
1ﬂ.j9| A= S0 X017t AUAMS
S - A4H: ZZE HS
randomised . not not _ 1HO| HTFO0|A 20|X HEQHO0| SEIZK| 600
1 wals "% applicable  serous  T"°Y° none H=euECt Rolopl 227 £88 B0 Low CRITICAL
S - UYN: &UE Mt
, 18| H0IM 201K HEQHO FHH FHO|
1o oMt s o ot serious® none WS} o 30T B asleiol ExoR ©000 CRITICAL
als applicable serious QOIBIRIE 942(p=0.0705)
Fakd - g
randomised o not not b 1HO| ATL0A] [O|X HEQHO| US| STIA| 000
1 trials serious serious serious serious none CH= QUHICt Lole S b5t Low IMPORTANT
S04 - X} IEE(AQ F)
. 1HO| HF0IM 20]K HEQHO F0E 2X=E9
1 randomised serious® not not serious® none UELT} AN HELHTEEL ook =0 SO0 IMPORTANT
trials serious serious e Low
oMy - B
3HO| AF0IM 20K Al&EHS Z20i ZO|st
randomised o not not b EZ0Ig HII5IYS 6600
5 trials serious serious serious serious none LIHX| 2H0M = SAZ Y H|W# ZF0IA 228 Low CRITICAL
B0t iU

42



A %

a. =/ 20| +H=X| 2 AS0| Zg

b. OIS 7|&2 &SI Zols HE4

c. o LYYHY, =71 OO0 THE KM St M&0] IS

GRADE Z27£=&9] 9|nj

=&(high): E1e] FFX|0f tiet =+(confidence)0| HX| S1H0f 7HACHE AS MR =gt 4= QI

ESE(moderate): F12| FHX|0f T3t SIS SSEE o =+ Tt &u19| FFX|= HH| 00 2HY A2 EO|X|2 45| TS & UL

|0 |
HS(low): S| FFX|0f Ciet =HMO| HIZHH0IC) x| RLPE SUFYR|t Yo TE 4 UL
02 S5 (very low): iﬂ tof =FXI0f CHEt 20| Aol Gt AN Rite Tto| FFX|et 4F0| HE A0t



glo]AE o]t EUERITS X mEE T oA AT FRITA| E-8o] BVt EUERWS SR
fog A5 Fo] Fo|AE Al &UEATEe 442 JHdske 7l&elth 20154
Ao|771EH7EABAE TA] A12015-622015.01.14.)5 12 o] % H|Fo| 2 SA|(HAER| R 74
A2016-1695(2016.8.29.)) =0} AR&E 1 QJc},

Y5 2UEPS 59 o27|eAurt A2 dEEon, 20219 xﬂ 102} 9 27]&AH 7191 43]
(2021.10.15.)014= AAA TAEE Bof HolAE o8&t &EZs XEs 9 g &
Eﬂﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁﬁ%%@ﬂﬁ&@ﬂivaéﬁéé%ﬂ% AOE PYrHAGA 9 49193
T(QRDZ A Ysieitt

AAA 2R A3, B2l B8 B 3 140l P4 9 o] AnhE Hefsi et
2
1.1 QHHA

go|AE o8t ELFET Ama ] iAol Hald 1310 £l 2HE v e & FolA Al

5H9| E3oj|A Fo|A Alex} T 559 WS HUs=d 2 4|3t 350l tHBonhert
et al., 2019; Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019; Park et al., 2017; Kim et al., 2016, El-Tatawy et
al., 2015). 1H 9] BTt A u]3t 55 o]l 35 552 WA T H 116} tHE]l-Tatawy et al.,
2015).

3] FRoA oA Al& =3 Al, LH FXJol| A T 7] G7-S H 5 THBonhert et al., 2019;
Sabbah et al., 2019; Landsman et al., 2010).

Nijenhuis-Rosien 5(2019)9] AollAl= Flo|A Al&tollA] 42et 828 67o] Aystoirtal
BTG PG RIS QT £ UEEe] 85 W4 1A Bsiet

20 FRof| A Hgt B2RE 9 o] Hkg-2 74 u|gt 05%, %‘%‘ SOt AHEE 0 2 AelE3l o)A
Hgt R2RE-= Z, glo]A] 89| =33} =] o] F5-
oHigt 7|4® 49iUshe Weksig

0 rl
o,
Lﬁs
)
Y
m (0
rE
ol
i
1
0
rlo
EQ,
9
I
Kl
2
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glo] A |52} A FRAAAE Bl +H-2 F 3H(Kandpal et al., 2021; Li et al., 2014, Xu et
al., 2014)°13it}. Flo|A 71719] SF-LF BAGlo] mpA| 8T A1 7120 2 3H 3 A=E2
A A28 FAFA st F o 7ol &3} ZFol7t ¢lltKRisk ratio 1.17, 95% CI
0.84~1.63, p=0.37, I' =80%).

Q-switched 1064nm Nd:YAG #°o]A X =2&9] AHsH X =283 H113t 119 E3(Kandpal et
al., 2021)°] A%, golA X=m&o A7t F++ FAAAY] a3ETt FAFCRE Fo5H] &
LFERATH68% vs. 32%, p<0.001).

long-pulsed 1064nm Nd:YAG Ho|AE AR&SH A 249 875 H71eE 28 E3(Li et al., 2014,

Xuetal., 2014 chstol, 8%, 165, 245 2122 A7) A2 Besto] Watots] Ao e
SR AT, X2 7)ol AT GARA) TGOl A e oL, Alzto] AREAE 21

A3} Hjo]7} ol = Aol 9L vhA|} 245 A HoIAE Hlo] 4 A me} AT F@A|) ft o7t
oA = A 0 2 YERFTH245 A1 Risk ratio 1.01, 95% CI 0.89~1.13, p=0.92, I' =0%). °]=|°|A
Am0] w7} ARko] ATA AAS] LERt] TR0 Ageishe Bekstolc,

1.2.2 m4 STiAH| X|=#at Bl

oA X 72}t T4 FAAAE v £ F 3Ho|ATtHBunyaratavej et al., 2020; Kim et al.,
2016; El-Tatawy et al., 2015). AsH 2580 gk 371E A1 AmES G4 ool ost 242
28get Ay, T 7 53k 2o 7t gls A0 R UERITHRIsk ratio 1.22, 95% CI 0.35~4.17, p=0.76,
I’ = 62%).

[\)

H E3(Kim et al., 2016; El-Tatawy et al., 2015)°14= e |58, Q2 vhEE 25 Fo|A
A 7&9 a7t o =4 YERE O, Bunyaratavej 5(2020)°14+= =4 FA4AY 37 ¢ &2
Ao 7 HIEct

1.2.3 STIH Xz #0f| 2|0|X X|=2| F7} 51

FRIAA] 8] Fo|A A 5&S F7Iste] AR 39-0] ks B71eE 5| EACEFA Ol 571 143,
=aAof 7t 4H) BFolA FolA BE&aRe Aoty Xgg&o] g=EaEY AWt 35
B 5} tHBunyaratavej et al., 2020; Bonhert et al., 2019; Park et al., 2017; Kim et al., 2016;
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Xu et al., 2014). o] & 3H] &3 (Park et al., 2017; Kim et al., 2016; Xu et al., 2014)°4+=
EAM 08 90J5} xjo]7} 9SS B sl

WA HSES Bt 419 79 5, 3H(Hamed Khater et al., 2020; Kim et al., 2016; Xu et
al, 20140144 P04 82 30| FATA SRR} FoI5P] T} $LE KT, ol
139] A7 (Bunyaratavej et al., 2020)ol4E 5L &35 Erstoirt.

LHIER 450 25T HoLE H 15 21H £33 (Hamed Khater et al., 2020; Bonhert et al., 2019)
% Bonhert 5 (2019)014+= o] A B8 Ho] XA GE BT BAIH 0= {5k 37t
7R = ekl B arskt.

Park 5(2017)°|A 4845 A HSHE S8 23, ol H-8 830 W o I b =4 RIHA]
GEQET o & A0 E Yeigod, S48 02 {23t Afol= it

Kim 5(2016)°14+= glo]A B-8-23 9] Airgo] =4 FXTA D=5 HE T ForS-S Hilsiict.
Park 5{(2017)°l14 #lo]A H8-8-8.50] ol SR=2] WISt =4 PRHA| D= ET A K=
oot =92 B arstoitth

1.2.4 2XX|(E= sham)2t H|

A8 A 782 B3 £32 % 49H 5, 3H(Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019; Landsman et al.,
2010; Hollmig et al., 2014) 9] &R10|A oA 2t A mEgo] FAXTET =Tl
Bystg o, o7 8AIF o2 FOl3k Afo| 7t Q1Itt. Sabbah 5(2019)0l41= 7F4 4 X|(sham)-2]
A8 A 7mgo] w4 HaEY oY, AR [t Atol= (i%it.
Nijenhuis-Rosien 5(2019)°ll4= #o]A] #2] F4 FdEo| FAXET =} oH, #t FAKC=
oIk zpol7} gl

T H3E H315F 33 3 (Nijenhuis-Rosien et al., 2019; Sabbah et al., 2019; Karsai et al.,
2017)13-—-1—01]*1 w7t BAF O R {23t Aol 7} it
Landsman 5(2010)°94+= oA X 5&S 33t F97T oA b2 -9 vls)] BAZo=Z
foloHA &ibEo] Attt Ao =2 HskTt
Nijenhuis-Rosien 5(2019)914+= #lo|A+9] AE-E0] sham wRTF E3tou, 7t SAFC =
folgk Zfo]7} gl
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3. BTy
3.1 =12| H|0|E{H[0]A
3.1.1 Ovid MEDLINE® 1946~S4XH77}X|
(HAY: 2022. 01. 27.)
T2 oitH ZMof HMAIKH)
1 exp onychomycosis/ 3,540
CH&RL 2 onychomycosis.mp. 4,560
3 tinea unguium.mp. 402
TR St 4 1OR20R3 4,689
5 exp lasers/ 55,982
=S
6 laser$.mp. 337,990
EN S 7 50R6 337,990
CHAIK} & SAH 8 4 AND 7 230
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3.1.2 Ovid-Embase 1974 to 2022 January 25

(A 2022. 01. 27.)
1= Gt Ao M ZADK)

1 exp onychomycosis/ 7,014
CH&RL 2 onychomycosis.mp. 7,565

3 tinea unguium.mp. 469
CHAIR} Z 5t 4 10R20R 3 7,654

5 exp lasers/ 161,675
S

6 laser$.mp. 403,376
U S 7 50R6 406,259
CHERY & S 8 4 AND 7 422
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3.1.3 CENTRAL (in Trials)

(AAY: 2022. 01. 27.)

e ot eIt HM )

CHAKE 1 onychomycosis 597
CHAKR} 2 tinea unguium 31
CHAKRF Z8F 3 #1 or #2 607
=N 4 laser 21,524
CHERE & S 5 #3 and #4 79
(Trials) N/A
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SRS o1t 2o Hu2sL H|T
< Ved 1 onychomycosis AND laser 15
oreaMe -
2 15
1 onychomycosis 206
2 dEAS "
St=10|SH=2 0|0 E{H[O]A
3 E2EAS 2 WeHE==
(KMbase) ° =4
4 EUELAS 23
| lTor2or3oréd 209
1 onychomycosis 214
2 dEAS 25
Bt
3 EELHS 2 -
(KISS)
4 EUELAS 17
A Tor2or3or4d 228
1 onychomycosis AND laser 23
2 LENAS 0
EEmEEESS L
3 EELHS 2 ets=2
(RISS) =S
4 EUELAS 2
| lTor2or3oréd 24
1 onychomycosis 29
2 dEAS 0
BB [T -
E2ENAS U=z
(NDSL) 3 S 0 =LY
4 EUELAS 0
2 29
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. Efficacy of combination therapy with efinaconazole
Bonhert K, Dorizas o . k J Cosmet Laser Ther.
1 A, Sadick NS. 10% solution and 1_064 nm Nd.YAG laser for 2019:21(3):179-83.
treatment of toenail onychomycosis.
Bunyaratavej S, . . .
Wanitphakdeedecha Randomized controlled trial comparing _
; long—pulsed 1064-Nm neodymium: Journal of Cosmetic
R, Ungaksornpairote ; . .
2 Yttrium—aluminum-garnet laser alone, topical Dermatology.
C, Kobwanthanakun . : e ) ?
. amorolfine nail lacquer alone, and a combination 2020;19(9):2333-8.
W, Chanyachailert P, for non dermatophyte onychomycosis treatment
Nokdhes YN, et al. Phy Y Y ’
El-Tatawy RA, Abd . . )
o N el mokiel o0yl pemtog et
El-Hawary EE, X 2015;26(5):461-4.
treatment of onychomycosis.
Talaat RA.
4 HamedKheter M oo sone nthe ) Dermetolog Treat
Khattab FM. SN 2020;31(4):406-9.
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Gladstone H, Tang of onychomycosis: a randomized, controlled trial. ' ’ '
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Karsai 5, Jager M’. Treating onychomycosis with the short—pulsed J Eur Acad Dermatol
Oesterhelt A, Weiss ) . :
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