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MENIMBANG ¢ 1. Balwa untuk kelancaran kegiatan Bimbingan Karga limiah Akkic Mers [KLAN) pedu
diangkal pembimbing Karya lImiah Akhic Mers (KIAN).
2. Bahwa unluk legalilas pembimbing dalarm rmelakukan kegiatan birmbingan Karya llmiah
Akhir Mers perlu di lerbitkan Sural Keputusan Dekan.
MENGINGAT £ 1. Undang-undang Momor 12 Tahun 2012 tentang Pendidilkan Tinggi;
1. Peraluran Pemerinlah Nomor 4 Tahun 2014 lemtang Penyelanggaraan Pendidian Tingg
dan Pengelolaan Pendidikan Tinggi;
2. Permendikbud nomar 3 Tahun 2020 tentang Standar Masional Perguruan Tinggi,
3. Kepulusan Menlerd Pendidikan Masgional Momor 1840002001 lenang  Pedoman
Pengawasan, Pengendalisn dan Pembinaan  Program  Diplorma,  Sarjana  dan
Pascasarjana di Perguruan Tinggi,
4. SBural Keputusan Yayasan Pendidikan Galuh Clamis Nomore 1 Tahun 2025 lentang Statuta
Universitas Galiih;
5. Persturan Rektor Universitas Galul Momor 1 Tahun 2025 tentang Pedosan Akadermil
Universitas Galuh Tahwn 2025;
6. Sural Kepubuzan Rekior Universitas Galuh Momer | 26261 23SKGVIIZ023 Tanggal 26
Agustus 2023 tentang Pemberhentian dan Pengangkatan Dekan Fakultag Ny
Kesshatan Universitas Galuh Masa Jabatan 2023-2027;
MEMPERHATIKAN - Sural Ajuan dan Ketwa Program  Studi limua Keperawalan Fakullas Bimu Kesehalan
Universilas Galuh Momar 881450 SPAKKa. Prodi_Kep/XI2025 perihal Permohonan SK
Pembimbing KI&N.

MEMUTUSKAN
MENETAPHKAN H
PERTAMA ! Mama © YUYUN RAHAYU
Nasmor Pakak ¢ 1490125025
Frogram Studi o Pendididkan Profesi Mers
KEDUA ¢ Mengangkal Pembimbing KIAN mahasiswa seperti yang leriulis pada dikiurm periama
sebapai berikul
Pambimibing | :  Siti Rohimah, 5 Kep.. Ners,, M. Kep.
Pembimbing I . Mina Rosdiana, S.Kp., M.Kep.
KETIGA ¢ Tugas dan wewenang permbismbing KLAN:
a. Pembimbing KLAN dilugaskan unlul membimbing dan mengarahkan, dan mernberian
masukan kegada mahasiswa dalam proses penulisan KIAN hingga selesai.
b. Dosen Pembimbing wajib memastken bahwa KIAN yang disusun eesuai dengan
stamdar akadesmii yang berlaku di Pragram Siud Prales Mess Fakullas linu Kesehatan
Uriversitas Galuh
c. Pembimbingan KIAM dilaksanakan secara berkala sesual dengan ketenbuan yang
beerlaiiu.
KEEMPAT ¢ Bural Kepulusan ini berlakye sejak tanggal ditetapkan hinpga mahasiawva menyelesaikan

KlAM dan dinyalakan lulus sidang KIAN, dan agabila di kemudian han lernyata berdapal
kekelruan dalam Surat Kepulusan ini, akan diakukan perbaikan sebagaimana meslinga.




Lampiran 2 JBI Checklist

JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu
Study Author : Maddani et al.,
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026
Study Title : Evaluation of the quality of cardiopulmonary resuscitation
provided by the emergency response team at a tertiary care hospital
Study Year 12022
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear N/A
1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the o
same population?
2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign 4
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?
3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable v
way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors V4
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the 4
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable V4
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? v
| Overall appraisal: l Include v/ l Exlude |

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (81,8%) |

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au



JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu
Study Author : Uppiretla et al.,
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026
Study Title : Effects of Chest Compression Fraction on Return of Spontaneous
Circulation in Patients with Cardiac Arrest; a Brief Report
Study Year : 2020
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the I
same population?
2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign f
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?
3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable " 4
way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors v
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the 4
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable 4
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? N
I Overall appraisal: I Include v [ Exlude

I Comments: layak dilakukan review (72,7%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au



JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu
Study Author : Alqudah et al.,
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026
Study Title : The Impact Of A High-Performance Cardiopulmonary
Resuscitation Protocol On Survival From Out-Of Hospital Cardiac Arrest Switnessed By
Paramedics
Study Year : 2022
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the 4
same population?
2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign v
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?
3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable 4
way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors v
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the v
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable o
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? v
| Overall appraisal: | Include v | Exlude

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (90,9%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au




JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu
Study Author : Chen et al.
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026

Study Title : The Effect of Implementing Mechanical Cardiopulmonary
Resuscitation Devices on Out-of-Hospital Cardiac Arrest Patients in an Urban City of
Taiwan

Study Year : 2021

No. Internal Validity No Unclear | N/A

1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the
same population?

2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?

3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable
way?

4. | Were confounding factors identified?

5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors
stated?

6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?

7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable
way?

N EEN AN RN N BN ERNERN -

8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be
long enough for outcomes to occur?

9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?

10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?

11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? 4

| Overall appraisal: l Include v/ l Exlude

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (90,9%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au



JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR ASSESSMENT OF RISK OF BIAS FOR
RANDOMIZED CONTROLLED TRIALS

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu

Study Author

: Goharani et al.,

Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026

Study Title : Real-Time Compression Feedback For Patients With In-Hospital
Cardiac Arrest: A Multi-Center Randomized Controlled Clinical Trial
Study Year : 2019
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Was true randomization used for assignment of 4
participants to treatment groups?
2. | Was allocation to treatment groups concealed? v
3. | Were treatment groups similar at the baseline? > 4
4. | Were participants blind to treatment assignment? v
5. | Were those delivering the treatment blind to treatment 4
assignment?
6. | Were treatment groups treated identically other than v
the intervention of interest?
7. | Were outcome assessors blind to treatment v
assignment?
8. | Were outcomes measured in the same way for v
treatment groups?
9. | Were outcomes measured in a reliable way 4
10. | Was follow up complete and if not, were differences v
between groups in terms of their follow up adequately
described and analysed?
11. | Were participants analysed in the groups to which they v
were randomized?
12. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? v
13. | Was the trial design appropriate and any deviations v
from the standard RCT design (individual
randomization, parallel groups) accounted for in the
conduct and analysis of the trial?
| Overall appraisal: | Include v Exlude

I Comments: layak dilakukan review (84,6%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au




JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu

Study Author : Breuer-kaiser et al.
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026

Study Title

: Use of CPR Feedback Devices To Treat Out-Of-Hospital Cardiac

Arrest In Germany: Associated With Improved ROSC-Rates, But Infrequent Usage, In A
Registry-Based Analysis Of 107,548 Cases

Study Year : 2024
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the 4
same population?
2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign v
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?
3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable 4
way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors v
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the v
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable o
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used?
| Overall appraisal: | Include v | Exlude

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (90,9%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au




JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu

Study Author : Vaillancourt et al.

Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026

Study Title : The Impact of Increased Chest Compression Fraction on Survival

Jfor Out-of-Hospital Cardiac arrest Patients with a Non-Shockable Initial Rhythm

Study Year : 2021
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the o
same population?
2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign v 4
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?
3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable ¥ 4
way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors v
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the v
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable V4
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? s
| Overall appraisal: I Include v l Exlude

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (81,8%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au



JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu
Study Author : Oh et al.
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026
Study Title : ROSC Rates And Live Discharge Rates After Cardiopulmonary
Resuscitation By Different CPR Teams- A Retrospective Cohort Study
Study Year 12017
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the o
same population?
2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign v 4
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?
3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable ¥ 4
way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors v
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the v
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable V4
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? s
| Overall appraisal: I Include v/ l Exlude

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (81,8%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au



JBl & b
JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL

JBI CHECKLIST FOR ASSESSMENT OF RISK OF BIAS FOR
RANDOMIZED CONTROLLED TRIALS

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu
Study Author : Vahedian-azimi et al.
Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026
Study Title : Effect Of The Cardio First Angel™ Device On CPR Indices: A
Randomized Controlled Clinical Trial
Study Year : 2016
No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A
1. | Was true randomization used for assignment of 4
participants to treatment groups?
2. | Was allocation to treatment groups concealed? v
3. | Were treatment groups similar at the baseline? o
4. | Were participants blind to treatment assignment? v
5. | Were those delivering the treatment blind to treatment 4
assignment?
6. | Were treatment groups treated identically other than v

the intervention of interest?

7. | Were outcome assessors blind to treatment v
assignment?

8. | Were outcomes measured in the same way for v
treatment groups?

9. | Were outcomes measured in a reliable way v
10. | Was follow up complete and if not, were differences v
between groups in terms of their follow up adequately
described and analysed?
11. | Were participants analysed in the groups to which they v
were randomized?
12. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? v

13. | Was the trial design appropriate and any deviations v
from the standard RCT design (individual
randomization, parallel groups) accounted for in the
conduct and analysis of the trial?

| Overall appraisal: | Include v Exlude

I Comments: layak dilakukan review (76,9%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au



JBI.)

JBI CRITICAL APPRAISAL TOOL
JBI CHECKLIST FOR COHORT STUDIES

Assessor : Yuyun Rahayu

Study Author : Suratinah

Date of Appraisal  : 17 April 2026

Study Title : Efektivitas RJP Mekanik Dengan Manual Terhadap Kejadian
Return Of Spontaneous Circulation (ROSC) Pada Pasien Henti Jantung Di IGD RSUD
Pasar Minggu

Study Year : 2022

No. Internal Validity Yes No Unclear | N/A

1. | Were the two groups similar and recruited from the 4
same population?

2. | Were the exposures measured similarly to assign v
people to both exposed and unexposed groups?

3. | Was the exposure measured in a valid and reliable 4

way?
4. | Were confounding factors identified? v
5. | Were strategies to deal with confounding factors .
stated?
6. | Were the groups/participants free of the outcome at the v
start of the study (or at the moment of exposure)?
7. | Were the outcomes measured in a valid and reliable o
way?
8. | Was the follow up time reported and sufficient to be v
long enough for outcomes to occur?
9. | Was follow up complete, and if not, were the reasons v
to loss to follow up described and explored?
10. | Were strategies to address incomplete follow up v
utilized?
11. | Was appropriate statistical analysis used? 4
| Overall appraisal: | Include v | Exlude

| Comments: layak dilakukan review (72,7%)

© JBI, 2025. All rights reserved. JBI grants use of these tools for research purposes only. All
other enquiries should be sent to jbisynthesis@adelaide.edu.au
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