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AUC Area under the curve 
CT Computertomografie 
EBM Evidenzbasierte Medizin (Evidence-Based Medicine) 
FAST Focused abdominal sonography for trauma 
GCS Glasgow Coma Scale 
HTA Health Technology Assessment 
ISS Injury Severity Score 
KI Konfidenzintervall 
LR Likelihood Ratio 
MRT Magnet-Resonanz-Tomografie 
NNT Number needed to treat 
OR Odds Ratio 
QALY Quality-adjusted life year 
RD  Risk Difference 
ROC Receiver Operating Characteristics 
RR Risk Ratio (relatives Risiko) 
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