Bilaga 1b Metaanalyser.

PES vs SES

All déd, OR (fixed, random)

PES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 6 40 5 80 40% 1.21[0.36,4.13] -
Dibra 2005 (Isar diabetes 6 125 4 125 36% 1.53[0.42 554] -1
Fukumoto 2011 0 400 0 400 Not estimable
Galloe 2008 (Sort out 11) 4) 1033 41 1065 30.6% 1.01]0.65,1.57] -
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 0 102 Not estimable
Juwana 2009 5 20 7 196 45% 069[0.21,221] -
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 3 264 31% 1.90[047, 767 -1
Kim 2006 (Long des Il) 0 250 20250 07% 0200001408 ¢
Kim 2008 1 &4 1 85 08% 1.01[0.06,16.45 - 1
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 9 154 5 154 48% 1.85[0.61,565) T
Lee 2011 10 200 6 200 57% 1.70[061,477 I
Mehili 2006 4 180 3 180 26% 1.34[0.30,6.08] -1
Mehilli 2008 (Isar left) 28 302 25 305 19.0% 1.14[0.65 2.01] T
Morice 2006 (Reality) 9 685 16 701 8.9% 0.57[0.25,1.30] -7
Park 2010 {21B) 10 884 7 878 6.4% 142[0.54,3.76) 1T
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 46 Not estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 11 509 5 503 63% 220[0.76,6.38) T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.13[0.89, 1.45] )
Total events 145 130

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 8.75, df= 13 (P = 0.79), P = 0% 0 o
Test for overall effect: Z=1.00 (P = 0.32) '
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PES SES Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 5% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 6 90 5 90 40% 1.21]0.36,4.13] -
Dibra 2005 (Isar diabetes 6 125 4 126 36% 153042, 554] -1
Fukumato 2011 0 400 0 400 Not estimable
Galloa 2008 (Sort out Il) 40 1033 41 1065 30.6% 1.01[0.65, 1.57] -
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 0 102 Not estimable
Juwana 2009 5 201 7 196 45% 069[021,221] 1
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 3 264 31% 190047, 767 -1
Kim 2006 (Long des 1) 0 250 2 B0 07% 0200001445 ¥ T —
Kim 2008 1 84 1 8 08% 1.0110.06, 16.45] -1
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 9 154 5 154 48% 1.85[0.61, 5.65] T
Lee 2011 10 200 6 200 57% 170061, 477 T
Mehili 2006 4 180 3 180 26% 1.34]0.30, 6.08] -1
Mehilli 2008 (Isar left) 28 302 25 305 19.0% 114065, 201] .
Morice 2006 (Reality) 9 685 16 701  89% 0.57[0.25, 1.30] T
Park 2010 (21B) 10 884 7 878 64% 142054, 3.76) T
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 46 Mot estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 11 508 5 503 53% 2.20[0.76, 6.38] T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.13[0.89, 1.45) ;
Total events 145 130

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Ch = 8.75, df = 13 (P = 0.78); I* = 0% 0 01
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.00 (P = 0.32) :
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PES vs SES

All dod, RR (fixed, random)

PES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 6 a0 5 90 42% 120[0.38,379 -
Dibra 2005 {|sar diabetes 6 125 4 125 36% 150[043 5.19] -1
Fukumote 2011 0 400 0 400 Not estimable
Galloe 2008 (Sort out II) 40 1033 41 10656 304% 1.01[0.66, 1.54] -+
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 0 102 Not estimable
Juwana 2009 5 201 7 196 43% 070[0.22 2.16] N
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 3 264 29% 188[047 7.44] -1
Kim 2006 {Long des I1) 0 250 2 250 06% 020001444 YT
Kim 2008 1 &4 1 8  07% 1.01[0.086 1591]
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 9 154 5 154 48% 180[062 525) T
Lee 2011 10200 6 200 56% 167[062 450 T
Mehili 2006 4 180 3 180 25% 133[0.30,587] -r
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 26 302 25 305 209% 1.13[0.68,1.89) .
Morice 2006 (Reality) 9 685 16 701 84% 058[0.26,1.29) -7
Park 2010 (21B) 10 884 7 878 6.0% 142[054,371] -
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 4 Not estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 11 509 5 503 50% 217[0.78,6.21] T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.13[0.89, 1.43] )
Total events 145 130 . .
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 8.72, df= 13 (P = 0.79); 7= 0% 'O.El1 0:1 1 1'0 1[}0'
Test for overall effect: Z=1.00 (P = 0.32) Favours PES Favours SES

PES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (pasec) 6§ 5 90 42% 1.20[0.38,3.79] -
Dibra 2005 (Isar diabetes 6 125 4 125 36% 1.50[0.43,5.19] N
Fukumoto 2011 0 400 0 400 Not estimable
Galloe 2008 (Sort out Il) 40 1033 41 1065 30.4% 1.01[0.686, 1.54] *
Goy 2005 (TAX) 0 100 0 102 Not estimable
Juwana 2009 5 201 7 196 4.3% 0.70[0.22, 2.16) -
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 3 264  29% 1.88[0.47, 7.44] B
Kim 2006 {Long des 1) 0 250 2 250 06% 0200001, 444 T
Kim 2008 1 o 1 8 07%  1.01[0.06 15.91) -1
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 9 154 5 154 4.8% 1.80[0.62,5.25) T
Lee 2011 10200 6 200 56% 1.67[0.62,4.50]
Mehili 2006 4 180 3180 25% 1.33[0.30,5.87] -1
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 28 302 25 305 209% 1.13[0.68,1.89] T
Morice 2006 (Reality) 9 685 16 701 8.4% 0.58[0.26, 1.29) -7
Park 2010 (21B) 10 834 7 818 6.0% 142[0.54,3.71] N
Weassely 2007 0 45 0 46 Not estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 11 509 5 503 5.0% 217]0.76,6.21) T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.13[0.89, 1.43] )
Total events 145 130 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 8.72, df = 13 (P = 0.79); = 0% I T T 1
Test for overall effect: 2= 1.00 (P =0.32) 0ot Fav%t]rs PES 1 Favour; %ES 100



PES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

PES SES Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 85% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2008 (paseq) 5 90 6 90 23% 082[0.24,2.80] -
Dibra 2005 {Isar diabetes 3 125 5 125 16% 059[0.14,2.52] - 1
Fukumoto 2011 0 400 1 400 03% 033[0.01,8.19]
Galloe 2008 (Sort out II) 53 1033 45 1066 209%  1.23[0.82 1.84) ™
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 3100 2 102 11%  1.55(0.25,9.46] -1
Juwana 2009 § 201 6 196 26% 087[0.31,3.07 -1
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 6 264 26% 094[0.30,2.95] N
Kim 20086 {Long des II) 21 250 22 250 98% 1.25[0.89,227) ™
Kim 2008 1 & 1 8 04% 1.01[0.06, 16.45]
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 3 154 0 154 04% 7.14[0.37,139.37) -
Lee 2011 2 200 3 200 11%  066([0.11,4.01] - 1
Mehili 2006 § 180 T 180 28% 085[0.28,2.59] 1
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 16 302 14 306 64% 1.16[0.56,2.43) T
Morice 2006 (Reality) 40 685 3 701 159%  118[0.74,1.88) ™
Park 2010 (21B) 62 884 65 B78 245%  113[0.78,1.64) T
Wessely 2007 0 45 1 46 03% 033[0.01,8.40]
Windecker 2005 (685) 18 509 14 503 69% 1.28[0.63,2.60] T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.14[0.94,1.37 ]
Total events 281 223 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Chiz = 4.91, df = 16 (P = 1.00); F= 0% ! ! !
Test for overall effect: Z=1.35 (P = 0.18) 0ot Fav%lrs PES 1 Favcurfj gES o
PES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 5 90 6 90 23% 0.62 [0.24,2.80] T
Dibra 2005 (Isar diabetes 3 125 5 125 1.6% 0.59[0.14,2.52) - 1
Fukumoto 2011 0 400 1 400 0.3% 0.33[0.01,8.19]
Galloe 2008 (Sort out 1) 53 1033 45 1065 20.9% 1.23[0.82, 1.84] ™
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 3100 2102 11% 1.55[0.25, 9.46) R
Juwana 2009 6 201 6 196 2.6% 0.87[0.31,3.01
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 6 264 26% 0.94 [0.30, 2.95] -1
Kim 2006 (Long des II) 21 250 22 250 9.8% 1.25[0.69, 2.27) T™
Kim 2008 1 84 1 85 04%  1.01[0.06 16.45] -1
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 3 154 0 154 04% T7.14[0.37,139.37) I
Lee 2011 2 200 30200 11% 0.66 [0.11,4.01] - 1
Mehili 2006 6 180 T 180 28% 0.85[0.28, 2.59] B
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 16 302 14 305 64% 1.16 [0.56, 2.43) T
Morice 2006 (Reality) 40 685 3/ T01 15.9% 1.18[0.74, 1.88) ™
Park 2010 (21B) 62 884 55 878 24.5% 1.13[0.78, 1.64] ™
Wessely 2007 0 45 1 46 0.3% 0.33[0.01,8.40]
Windecker 2005 (565) 18 509 14 503 6.9% 1.28 [0.63, 2.680) T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.14 [0.94, 1.37] }
Total events 261 223 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? =491, df =16 (P = 1.00); = 0% 'ﬂ.ﬂ " 0: ] ] 1'0 i [}0'

Test for overall effect: Z=1.35 (P =0.18)
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PES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

PES SES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 5 80 6 90 23% 083[0.26,2.63) =1
Dibra 2005 (Isar diabetes 3 128 5 126 16%  060][0.15, 2.46) N
Fukumoto 2011 0 400 1 400 03% 033[0.01,8.16)
Galloe 2008 (Sort out I1) 53 1033 45 1065 205% 1.21[0.82 1.79] ™
Goy 2008 (TAXI) 3 100 2 102 1.0%  1.53[0.26,8.96] -1
Juwana 2009 & 21 6 196 25% 098[0.32 2.97] ]
Kaiser 2005 (basket) 6 281 6 264 25% 094[0.31,2.88] 1
Kim 2006 {Long des |I) 27280 22 250 108% 1.23[0.72 2.10] ™
Kim 2008 1 B4 1 85 04% 1.01[0.06 15.91] - 1
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 3 154 0 154  04% 7.00[0.36,134.39] R
Lee 2011 2 200 3 200 10% 067[0.11,3.95] - 1
Mehili 2006 & 180 T 180 27%  0.86[0.29,2.50] =1
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 16 302 14 306 63% 1.15([0.57,2.32) T
Morice 2006 (Reality) 40 @85 3 701 159%  147[0.75,1.82] ™
Park 2010 (21B) 62 B84 55 878 251%  1.12[0.79,1.59] i
Wessely 2007 0 45 1 46 03% 034[0.01,8.15)
Windecker 2005 (685) 18 509 14 503 65%  1.27[0.64, 2.53) T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.13[0.95, 1.35] J
Total events 251 223 ) . . )
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 4.87, df = 16 (P = 1.00); I? = 0% '0.0 1 0.' 1 1 1'0 10-0'
Test for overall effect: £ =1.36 (P = 0.17) Favours PES Favours SES
PES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 5 90 6 90 23% 0.830.26, 2.63] -1
Dibra 2005 (Isar diabetes 3 125 5 125 16% 0.60[0.15, 2.46) -
Fukumoto 2011 0 400 1 400 03% 033[001,818) —
Galloe 2008 (Sort out I1) 53 1033 45 1065 20.5% 1.21[0.82,1.79] ™
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 3 100 2 102 1.0% 1.53[0.26, 8.96] N
Juwana 2009 6 201 6 196 25% 0.98(0.32, 297 -1
Kalser 2005 (basket) 6 281 6 264 25% 0.94 [0.31, 2.88] -1
Kim 2006 (Long des II) 21 250 22 250 10.8% 1.23[0.72,2.10] ™
Kim 2008 1 8 1 85 04%  1.01[0.06 1591 - 1
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 3 154 0 154 04% 7.00([0.36, 134.39] -
Lee 2011 2 200 3 200 1.0% 0.67[0.11,3.95] - 1
Mehili 2006 6 180 7 180 27% 0.86[0.29, 2.50] -1
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 16 302 14 305 6.3% 1.15[0.57,2.32 T
Morice 2006 (Reality) 40 685 3/ 701 159% 117075, 1.82) ™
Park 2010 (21B) 62 884 55 878 25.1% 1.12[0.79, 1.59] ™
Wessely 2007 0 45 1 46 03% 034[001,818 — |
Windecker 2005 (685) 18 509 14 503 6.5% 1.27[0.64, 253 T
Total (95% CI) 5523 5544 100.0% 1.13[0.95, 1.35] }
Total events 251 223 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 4.87, df =16 (P = 1.00); = 0% r T T 1
Test for overall effect: Z=1.36 (P=0.17) 061 Fav%t]rs PES f Favour;%ES 10




PES vs SES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

Study or Subgroup

Odds Ratlo

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Galloe 2008 {Sort out I1)

Juwana 2009

Kaiser 2005 (basket)
Kim 2006 (Long des )

Kim 2008
Lee 2011

Morice 2006 (Reality)
Park 2010 (218)
Windecker 2005 (685)

Total (95% CI)
Total events

Heterogeneity: Chi# = 20,80, df = 8 (P = 0.008); F = 62%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.70 (P < 0.00001)

Study or Subgroup

32.7%
5.8%
5.4%
5.5%
3.2%

10.3%
6.5%

12.9%

17.6%

100.0%

PES SES
Events Total Events Total Weight

75 1033 62 1065
13 20 11196
17 281 8 264
19 250 8 250
6 84 8 85
28 200 19 200
12 685 14 701
67 884 16 878
47 509 30 503
21 4142

284 176

127[0.89, 1.79]
116 [0.51, 2.66]
2.06 [0.87, 4.86]
2491107, 5.80]
0.74[0.25,2.23]
155 [0.64, 2.88]
0.67 [0.40, 1.91]
4.42 256, 7.69]
160 [1.00, 2.58]

1.61[1.32,1.97]

QOdds Ratio

Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI
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QOdds Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

10 100

Galloe 2008 (Sort out Il

Juwana 2009

Kaiser 2005 (basket)
Kim 2006 (Long des 1)

Kim 2008
Lee 2011

Morice 2006 (Reality)
Park 2010 (21B)
Windecker 2005 (685)

Total (95% CI)
Total events

PES SES
75 1033 g2 1065
13 21 11 196
17 281 8 264
19 250 8 250
8 & 8 8
28 200 19 200
12 685 14 701
67 884 16 878
47 509 30 503
27 4142

284 176

16.4%
9.3%
9.0%
9.1%
6.6%

12.1%
9.9%

13.1%

14.4%

100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.16; Chi* = 20.80, df = 8 (P = 0.008); I* = 62%
Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.72 (P = 0.006)

1.27 [0.89,1.79]
1.16[0.51, 2.66)
2.06 [0.87, 4.86]
2.4911.07, 5.80]
0.7410.25,2.23]
1.55[0.84, 2.88)
0.87[040,1.91]
442254, 789
1,60 [1.00, 2.58]

1.62 [1.15, 2.300
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PES vs SES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

Study or Subgroup

Risk Ratio

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratia
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Galloe 2008 {Sort out I1)

Juwana 2009

Kaiser 2005 (basket)
Kim 2006 (Long des )

Kim 2008
Lee 2011

Morice 2006 (Reality)
Park 2010 (218)
Windecker 2005 (685)

Total (95% CI)
Total events

Heterogeneity: Chiz = 20.74, df = 8 (P = 0.008); IF = 61%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.63 (P < 0.00001)

Study or Subgroup

32.9%
5.7%
5.1%
5.3%
34%

11.6%
6.0%

12.1%

17.9%

100.0%

PES SES
Events Total Events Total Weight

75 1033 62 1065
13 20 11196
17 281 8 264
19 250 8 250
6 84 8 85
28 200 19 200
12 685 14 701
67 884 16 878
47 509 30 503
21 4142

284 176

125[0.90, 1.73]
1.15[0.53, 2.51]
2,00 [0.88, 4.55]
2.3811.08,5.32)
0.760.28, 2.09]
147 [0.85, 2.55]
0.88 [0.41, 1.88]
4.16[2.43,7.12)
155[1.00, 2.41]

1.55[1.29, 1.87]

Risk Ratio

Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI
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Risk Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

10 100

Galloe 2008 (Sort out Il

Juwana 2009

Kaiser 2005 (basket)
Kim 2006 (Long des 1)

Kim 2008
Lee 2011

Morice 2006 (Reality)
Park 2010 (21B)
Windecker 2005 (685)

Total (95% CI)
Total events

PES SES
75 1033 g2 1065
13 21 11 196
17 281 8 264
19 250 8 250
8 & 8 8
28 200 19 200
12 685 14 701
67 884 16 878
47 509 30 503
27 4142

284 176

16.5%
9.3%
8.8%
9.0%
6.8%

12.7%
9.5%

12.9%

14.5%

100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.14; Chi* = 20.74, df = 8 (P = 0.008); I* = 61%
Test for overall effect: 2= 2.71 (P = 0.007)

1.25[0.90,1.73]
1.15[0.53, 2.51)
2.001[0.88, 4.55]
2.3811.06, 5.32]
0.76[0.28, 2.09]
1.47 [0.85, 2.55)
0.880.41, 1.88]
4.16[243,7.12]
1.55[1.00, 2.41)

1.57 [1.13, 2.18]
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PES vs SES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

PES SES Odds Ratio Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2008 (paseo) 190 0 90 1.0% 3.03[0.12 75.486]
Fukumoto 2011 1 400 1 400 13%  1.00[0.06, 16.04] -
Galloe 2008 (Sort out 1) 30 1033 27 1065 355%  1.15[0.68,1.94) N
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 1 102 10%  0.34[0.01,8.386)
Juwana 2009 120 2 196 17%  048[0.04,539)
Kim 2008 (Long des I1) 0 250 2 250 11% 020[001,4185 Y
Kim 2008 6 84 8 85 B81% 074025223 e
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 2 14 0 154 11% 5.07[0.24, 106.38] N B —
Lea 2011 268 200 19 200 258%  1.55(0.84,2.88) ™
Mehilli 2009 (Isar left) 1302 3 305 19% 033003323 I
Morice 2006 (Reality) 13 685 5 701 92%  2.69[0.95 759 _'_
Park 2010 (21B) 7 &84 0 878 1.2% 15.021[0.86, 263.34] T
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 46 Not estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 8 509 0 503 11.2%  0.79[0.31,201) T
Total (95% CI) 4937 4975 100.0%  1.22[0.89, 1.68]
Total events 98 78
Heterogenelty: Chiz = 12.41, df = 12 (P = 0.41); 2= 3% 0 o 0 P 110 1 m:

Test for overall effect: Z=1.26 (P=0.21)

Favours PES Favours SES

PES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Dilorenzo 2009 (paseo) 1 80 0 90 11%  3.03[0.12 75.46]
Fukumato 2011 1 400 1 400 14%  1.00[0.06, 16.04] -
Galloe 2008 {Sort out I1) 30 1033 27 1065 33.3% 1.15[0.68, 1.95] "
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 1 102 11% 0341001838 — — [
Juwana 2009 1 20 2 196 19% 0.48[0.04,5.39) R
Kim 2006 (Long des |1) 0 250 2 580 12% 020[0.01,4195) ¥
Kim 2008 6 &4 8 85 B86% 0.74[0.25,2.23) -
Lea 2008 (Prosit) 2 154 0 154 12% 5.07[0.24, 106.38] I
Lee 2011 28 200 19 200 253% 1.55[0.84, 2.88] ™
Mehilli 2008 (Isar left) 1 302 335 21% 0.33[0.03,3.29)
Morice 2006 (Reality) 13 685 5 701  9.8% 2.691[0.95,7.59] |
Park 2010 (21B) 7 884 0 878 13% 15.02[0.86, 263.34] |
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 46 Not estimable
Windecker 2005 {685) 8§ 509 10 503 11.8% 0.79[0.31,2.01) T
Total (95% CI) 4937 4975 100.0% 1.22 [0.88, 1.70]
Total events 98 78 ) . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau? =0.01; Chiz= 1241, df =12 (P = 041); F = 3% '(J_m 0_'1 ] 1'9 100'

Test for overall effect: 2= 1.18 (P = 0.24)
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PES vs SES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

PES SES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Di lorenzo 2009 (pasec) 190 0 90 09% 3.00[0.12 72.68)
Fukumoto 2011 1 400 1 400 1.2%  1.001]0.06,15.93] - 1
Galloe 2008 (Sort out Il) 30 1033 27 1065 338%  1.15[0.69,191] "
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 1 102 098%  034[0.01,8.25)
Juwana 2009 1 2N 2 196 16%  049[0.04, 5.33] I
Kim 2006 (Long des 1) 0 250 2 250 10%  0.20[0.01,4.14) *
Kim 2008 68 &4 8 85 B86% 0760028 2.09] -
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 2 154 0 154 1.0% 5.00[0.24,103.30] ‘
Lee 2011 26 200 19 200 295%  147[0.85 2.56) T
Mehilli 2008 (Isar left) 1302 3 305 17%  034[004,3.22) - 1
Morice 2006 (Reality) 13 685 5 T01  B84% 2660095742 I
Park 2010 (21B) 7 884 0 878 1.1% 14.90[0.85, 260.46) —*
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 46 Not estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 8 509 10 503 108%  0.79[0.31,1.99] T
Total (95% CI) 4937 4975 100.0%  1.21[0.90, 1.64] »
Total events 98 78 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Chi? 2.12'.32' df = 1:2 (P=042) 7= 3% 'ﬂ.ﬂ 1 I.’}! 1 ] 1'0 10-0'
Test for overall effect: Z=1.28 (P = 0.20) Favours PES Favours SES

PES SES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 35% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Di lorenzo 2009 (paseo) 1 90 0 9 1.0%  3.00[012 7268
Fukumoto 2011 1 400 1 400 1.3%  1.00[0.06,15.93] -
Galloe 2008 (Sort out Il) 30 1033 27T 1065 32.3% 1.1510.89, 1.91] "
Goy 2005 (TAXI) 0 100 1 102 0.9% 0.34[0.01, 8.25]
Juwana 2009 1 20 2 196 1.7% 0.49[0.04, 533 - 1
Kim 2006 (Long des II) 0 250 2 250 1% 0.20[0.01,4.14] *
Kim 2008 6 & 8 B85 9.1% 0.76[0.28, 2.08] -
Lee 2008 (Prosit) 2 154 0 164 1.1%  5.00(0.24, 103.30] :
Lee 2011 28 200 19 200 28.7% 1.47 [0.85, 2.55] ™
Mehilli 2008 (Isar left) 1 302 3 305 1.9% 0.34[0.04,3.22] - |
Morice 2006 (Reality) 13 685 5 701 8.9% 266095, 7.42] |
Park 2010 (21B) 7 884 0 878 1.2% 14.90[0.85, 260.46] T
Wessely 2007 0 45 0 46 ot estimable
Windecker 2005 (685) 8 509 10 503 10.9% 0.79[0.31, 1.99] B
Total (95% CI) 4937 4975 100.0% 1.21 [0.89, 1.65] *
Total events 98 78 . . . .
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.01; Chi* =12.32, df = 12 (P = 0.42); IF = 3% '{J_m 911 ] 1';} 10{]'

Test for overall effect: Z=1.20 (P =0.23)

Favours PES Favours SES



EES vs SES

All dod, OR (fixed, random)

EES 5ES QOdds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 85% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 1 715 1 75 05% 1.00[0.06, 16.24]
Byrne 2011 (36 méan) 56 652 66 652 26.8% 0.88[0.61,1.28) L
Hofma 2012 8 403 T 221  35% 062[0221.73 =1
Jensen 2012 71 1380 66 1384 31.4% 1.07[0.76, 1.52] *
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 25 T 28 TTh 123% 0.89[0.51,1.54] -1
Kirn 2011 (12 man) 2 149 5 151 14% 0.40[0.08, 2.08] - |
Kirmura 2012 15 1597 40 1600 104% 0.37[0.20, 0.67] -
Park 2011 7 1067 4 361 24% 0.58[017, 203 = 1
Velders 2013 26 498 22478 1M3%  1.24[0.70,2.19)] ™
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.86 [0.71,1.05) '
Total events 215 238

] 2= = - 2 = aRs i : : i
Heterogeneity: Chi® = 12.46, df = 8 (P = 0.13); I = 36% 001 04 1 0100
Test for overall effect: 7= 1.49 (P = 0.14) Favours EES Favours SES

EES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 1 75 1 78 08%  1.00([0.08,16.29]
Byrne 2011 (36 man) b8 652 65 652 21.5% 0.88[0.61, 1.28] |
Hofma 2012 B 403 7221 5.9% 0.62[0.22,1.73] -1
Jensen 2012 71 1380 66 1384 22.9% 1.07[0.78, 1.52) 8
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 25 714 2B 775 14.7% 0.89[0.51, 1.54] 1
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 2 149 5 151 25% 0.40[0.08, 2.08] - |
Kimura 2012 15 1587 40 1600 13.2% 0.37[0.20, 0.67) -
Park 2011 7 1067 4 361 4.3% 0.59[0.17,2.03) - 1
Velders 2013 26 498 22 479 139% 1.24 [0.70, 2.19] T
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.82 [0.62, 1.07) ¢
Total events 215 238

. i= ' i= = = = A% i : : |
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chi? = 12.46, df = 8 (P =0.13); I7 = 36% 001 01 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: Z=1.46 (P =0.14)

Favours EES Favours SES



EES vs SES

All dod, RR (fixed, random)

EES SES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 85% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 1 715 1 75 04% 1.00[0.06, 15.68]
Byrne 2011 (36 méan) 56 652 66 652 29.2% 0.89[0.64,1.25] LI
Hofma 2012 8 403 T 221 33 063[0231.7] AR
Jensen 2012 71 1380 66 1384 31.0% 1.07[0.77,1.44] *
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 25 T 28 7T 11.8% 0.89[0.53,1.57) -
Kirn 2011 (12 man) 2 149 5 151 1.3% 0.41[0.08, 2.06] - |
Kirmura 2012 15 1597 40 1600 9.5% 0.38[0.21, 0.68] -
Park 2011 7 1067 4 361 22% 058[017 2.01] =1
Velders 2013 26 498 22478 NM2%  1.22[071,2.17] T
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.87 [0.73,1.05) L]
Total events 215 238

] 2= = - 2 = aRs i : : i
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 12.55, df = 8 (P = 0.13); I = 36% 001 04 1 0100
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.45 (P = 0.15) Favours EES Favours SES

EES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 1 75 1 7% 08%  1.00([0.08,15.69]
Byrne 2011 (36 man) b8 652 65 652 22.5% 0.89[0.64, 1.25] *
Hofma 2012 B 403 7221 58% 0.63[0.23,1.71] 1
Jensen 2012 71 1380 66 1384 23.0% 107 [0.77, 1.44] T
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 25 714 2B 775 14.5% 0.89[0.53, 1.52) -1
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 2 149 5 151 24% 0.41[0.08, 2.06] - |
Kimura 2012 15 1587 40 1600 12.8% 0.38[0.21, 0.68] -
Park 2011 7 1067 4 361 41% 059017, 2.01] -1
Velders 2013 26 498 22 479 141% 1.22[0.71,2.11] T
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.82 [0.63, 1.07) ¢
Total events 215 238

. i= ' i= = = = A% i : : |
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.05; Chi? = 12.55, df = 8 (P =10.13); I* = 36% 001 01 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: Z=1.44 (P = 0.15)
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EES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

EES 5ES QOdds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 85% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) K 1 75 1.1% 3.08[0.31,30.34] -1
Byrne 2011 (36 méan) 26 652 30 652 206% 0.86[0.50,1.47) =
Hofma 2012 2 403 3 221 18% 0.36(0.06 2.14] - |
Jensen 2012 25 1390 3 1384 A.0% 0.80[0.47,1.36] .
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 13 774 7 T T0% 187[0.74,4.73 T
Kirn 2011 (12 man) 0 149 2 181 06% 0.20[0.01,4.20] ¢
Kirmura 2012 47 1597 56 1600 38.0% 0.B5[0.57,1.27] L
Park 2011 15 1067 5 361 &7% 1.02[0.37 281] -1
Velders 2013 4 498 B 479 41% 0.48[0.14,1.59] B
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.87 [0.68, 1.11] ﬂ
Total events 135 142 . . .

Heterogeneity: Chi® = 6.78, df = 8 (P = 0.56), I*= 0% I
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.13 (P = 0.26)

0.01

04 1 10 100

Favours EES Favours PES

EES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 3 75 1 78 1%  3.08[0.31,30.34] |
Byrne 2011 (36 man) 26 652 30 652 206% 0.86[0.50, 1.47] -
Hofma 2012 2 403 321 1.8% 0.36[0.06, 2.19] - 1
Jensen 2012 25 1380 31384 21.0% 0.80[0.47, 1.36] =
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 13 774 7 T8 T.0% 1.B7[0.74,4.72] T
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 0 149 2 151 06% 0.20[0.01,4.20) 4
Kimura 2012 47 1587 55 1600 38.0% 0.85[0.57,1.27] +*
Park 2011 15 1067 5 361 5T% 1.02[0.37, 2.81] -1
Velders 2013 4 498 B 479 41% 0.48(0.14, 1.59] - |
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.87 [0.68, 1.11) 4
Total events 135 142 . .

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Ch? = 6.78, df = & (P = 0.56); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.13 (P = 0.26)
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EES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

EES SES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 85% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) K 1 75 1.1% 3.00[032 28.19] T
Byrne 2011 (36 méan) 26 652 30 652 21.3% 0.87[0.52 1.45] -
Hofma 2012 2 403 3 221 18% 0.37[0.06 217] - |
Jensen 2012 25 1390 3 1384 207%  0.80[0.48, 1.35] -
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 13 774 7 T 6.7% 1.86[0.75 4.64] T
Kirn 2011 (12 man) 0 149 2 151 06% 0.20[0.01,4.19] ¢
Kirmura 2012 47 1597 556 1600 38.3%  0.86[0.58, 1.26] L
Park 2011 15 1067 5 361  56% 1.01[037 277 =1
Velders 2013 4 498 B 479 39% 0.48[0.15 1.59] B
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.87 [0.69,1.11] ¢
Total events 135 142 . . .

Heterogeneity: Chi = 6.76, df = 8 (P = 0.56), I* = 0% I
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.13 (P = 0.26)

0.01

04 1 10 100

Favours EES Favours PES

EES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 3 75 1 78 1%  3.00[032 28.19)] T
Byrne 2011 (36 man) 26 652 30 652 21.3% 0.87[0.52, 1.45] -
Hofma 2012 2 403 321 1.8% 0.37[0.06, 2.17] - |
Jensen 2012 25 1380 3 1384 20.7% 0.80[0.48, 1.38] .
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 13 774 7 715 6.7% 1,86 [0.75, 4.64] T
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 0 149 2 151 06% 0.20[0.01,4.19) 4
Kimura 2012 47 1587 55 1600 38.3% 0.686 [0.58, 1.26] +*
Park 2011 15 1067 5 361 5.6% 101037, 2.77) -1
Velders 2013 4 498 B 479 39% 0.48[0.15, 1.59] - 1
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.87 [0.68, 1.11) 4
Total events 135 142 . .

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Ch? = 6.76, df = & (P = 0.56); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.13 (P = 0.26)
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EES vs SES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

EES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 5 T8 5 T8 14% 1.00[0.28 3.61] -1
Byrne 2011 (36 méan) 77 G52 95 652 21.9% 0791057, 1.08] -
Hofma 2012 10 403 8 221 27% 060[0.24,1.50] 1
Jensen 2012 76 1380 BE 1384 225% 0.B7[0.64,1.20] w
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 28 7 33 775 88% 0.88[0.53,1.46] -
Kim 2011 {12 man) 1 148 6 181 08% 04600213 — |
Kimura 2012 106 1587 106 1600 29.1% 0.99[0.75,1.37] ¥
Park 2011 33 1087 8 361  37% 141064, 3.08] T
Velders 2013 35 408 3479 95% 0.99[0.61,1.61] T
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.90[0.77, 1.04] '
Total events an 382

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 5.85, df = 8 (P = 0.66), I* = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.41 (P =0.16) .

04 1 10 1
Favours EES Favours SES

Odds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

00

EES SES Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 5 75 5 T8 14% 1.001[0.28, 3.61]
Byrne 2011 (36 man) 77 652 95 652 21.9% 0.79[0.57, 1.08]
Hofma 2012 10 403 § 21 27% 0.60[0.24, 1.50]
Jensen 2012 76 1380 B6 1384 225% 0.87 [0.64, 1.20]
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 29 774 33 775 BA% (.88 [0.53, 1.46]
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 1 148 6 151 05% 0.16[0.02, 1.37)
Kimura 2012 106 1587 106 1600 29.1% 0.85[0.75, 1.31]
Park 2011 33 1067 B 361 37% 1.41[0.64, 3.08]
Velders 2013 35 498 3 479 95% 0.93[0.61,1.61]
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.90 [0.77, 1.04)
Total events an 382

i

g

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Ch? = 5.85, df = 8 (P = 0.66); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.41 (P =0.16)
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EES vs SES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

EES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 5 T8 5 T8 14% 1.00[0.30,3.31] 1
Byrne 2011 (36 méan) 77 G52 95 652 24.7% 0.81[0.61,1.07 b |
Hofma 2012 10 403 8 221  25% 061025 1.48] — 1
Jensen 2012 76 1380 BE 1384 21.6% 0.BB[0.65, 1.19] b
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 28 7 33 775 81% 0.88[0.54,1.43] -
Kim 2011 {12 man) 1 148 6 151 04% 04A7[002139) — T
Kimura 2012 106 1587 106 1600 28.5% 0.99]0.76,1.29] ¥
Park 2011 33 1087 8 361 33% 140[0.65 2.99] T
Velders 2013 35 408 3479 94% 0.99]0.63, 1.56] T
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.90[0.79, 1.04] '
Total events an 382

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 5.74, df = 8 (P = 0.68), I* = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.44 (P =0.15) .

04 1 10 1
Favours EES Favours SES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

00

EES SES Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 5 75 5 T8 14% 1001030, 3.37]
Byrne 2011 (36 man) 77 652 95 652 24.7% 0.81[0.61,1.07]
Hofma 2012 10 403 § 24 25% 0.61[0.25, 1.48]
Jensen 2012 76 1380 B6 1384 21.6% (.88 [0.65, 1.19]
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 29 774 33 T8 B1% (.88 [0.54, 1.43]
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 1 148 6 151 04% 0.17[0.02, 1.39]
Kimura 2012 106 1587 106 1600 28.5% 0.89[0.76, 1.29]
Park 2011 33 1067 B 361 33% 1.40[0.65, 2.89]
Velders 2013 35 498 3479 94% 0.990.63, 1.56]
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0% 0.90 [0.79, 1.04)
Total events an 382

g

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 5.74, df = & (P = 0.68); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.44 (P = 0.15)
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EES vs SES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

QOdds Ratlo

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

QOdds Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

EES SES

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 0 75 0 75

Byme 2011 (36 man) 9 652 12 652 21.2%
Hofma 2012 5 403 6 221 1.2%
Jensen 2012 10 1380 17 1384  26.2%
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 5 T4 6 775 114%
Kim 2011 {12 man) 1 149 1151 21%
Kimura 2012 6 1597 6 1600 125%
Park 2011 4 1067 3 31 T1%
Velders 2013 3 498 6 479 83%
Total (95% Cl) 6605 5638 100.0%

Total events 43 57
Heterogeneity: Chit = 1.78, df =7 (P = 0.97), I?= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.11 (P = 0.04)

Mot estimable
0.75[0.31,1.78]
0.45[0.14, 1.49]
0.58[0.27,1.28]
0.83[0.25, 2.74]

1.0110.06, 16.35]

1.00[0.32, 3.11]
0.450.10, 2.02)
0.4810.12, 1.92)

0.65 [0.43, 0.97)

QOdds Ratlo

R H| [414

0.01

0.1
Favours EES Favours SES

—

Odds Ratlo

10

IV, Random, 95% CI

100

Mot estimable
0.75[0.31,1.78]
0.45[0.14, 1.49]
0.58[0.27, 1.28]
0.83[0.25, 2.74]

1.01[0.06, 16.35]
100032, 3.11]
0.45[0.10, 2.02)
0.48[0.12,1.82)

0.65[0.43, 0.97)

EES SES

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 0 75 0 75

Byrne 2011 (36 man) 9 652 12 682 212%
Hofma 2012 5 403 6 224 11.2%
Jensen 2012 10 1380 17 1384 26.2%
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 5 714 6 775 114%
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 1 148 1 151 21%
Kimura 2012 6 1587 6 1600 12.5%
Park 2011 4 1067 3 31 7%
Velders 2013 3 498 6 479 8.3%
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0%

Total events 43 57
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi# = 1.78, df = 7 (P = 0.97); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.11 (P = 0.04)
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EES vs SES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

Risk Ratlo

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

EES SES

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 0 75 0 75

Byme 2011 (36 man) 9 652 12 652 21.4%
Hofma 2012 5 403 6 221 11.4%
Jensen 2012 10 1380 17 1384 26.1%
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 5 T4 6 775 113%
Kim 2011 {12 man) 1 149 1151 21%
Kimura 2012 6 1597 6 1600 124%
Park 2011 4 1067 3 31 T1%
Velders 2013 3 498 6 479 83%
Total (95% Cl) 6605 5638 100.0%

Total events 43 57
Heterogeneity: Chit = 1.77,df =7 (P = 0.97), I? = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.11 (P = 0.03)

Mot estimable
0.75[0.32,1.77]
0.46[0.14, 1.48]
0.59[0.27,1.27]
0.83[0.26,2.72

1.0110.06, 16.09]

1.00[0.32, 3.10]
0.45[0.10, 2.01]
0.4810.12, 1.91]

0.65 [0.44, 0.97)

Risk Ratio

R H| |41

0.01

0.1
Favours EES Favours SES

—

Risk Ratio

10

IV, Random, 95% CI

100

Mot estimable
0.75[0.32,1.77]
0.46[0.14, 1.48]
0.59[0.27,1.27]
0.83[0.26, 2.72)

1.01[0.06, 16.08]
1.00[0.32, 3.10]
0.45[0.10, 2.01]
0.48[0.12,1.81]

0.65[0.44, 0.97)

EES SES

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght [V, Random, 85% Cl
Burzotta 2011 (18 man) 0 75 0 75

Byrne 2011 (36 man) 9 652 12 682 214%
Hofma 2012 5 403 6 2241 114%
Jensen 2012 10 1380 17 1384 26.1%
Kaiser 2010 (24 man) 5 714 6 775 11.3%
Kirn 2011 (12 méan) 1 148 1 151 21%
Kimura 2012 6 1587 6 1600 124%
Park 2011 4 1067 3 31 7%
Velders 2013 3 498 6 479 8.3%
Total (95% CI) 6605 5698 100.0%

Total events 43 57
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Ch = 1.77, df = 7 (P = 0.97); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.11 (P = 0.03)
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EES vs PES

All dod, OR (fixed, random)

EES PES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Flxed, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) 16 668 14 332 151% 063[0.31,1.28) T
Grube 2012 3k 215 17 104 19.0% 1.00[0.53, 1.87] 'T‘
Ribichini 2013 1 103 1 97 1.0% 0.94[0.06, 15.26)
Smits 2011 (Compare) 30 897 2T 903 273% 1.12[0.66,1.90]
stone 2011 (spirit V) 49 2458 32 1228 376% 0.76[0.48 1.19)]
Total (35% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.87 [0.66, 1.14]
Total events 133 01

Heterogeneity: Chif = 2.22 df=4 (P = 0.70); P = 0%

Test for overall effect: £=1.01 (P =0.31)

0.0

01 1 10 100

Favours EES Favours PES

EES PES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir Ill) 18 669 14 332 151% 0.63[0.31, 1.28] B |
Grube 2012 3 215 17104 19.0% 1.00[0.53, 1.87] -
Ribichini 2013 1 103 187 1.0%  0.84[0.06 15.26)
Smits 2011 (Compare) 30 8av 2T 903 27.3% 1.12 [0.66, 1.80] _;r
stone 2011 (spirit V) 49 2458 32 1229 37.6% 0.76[0.48, 1.19]
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.87 [0.66, 1.14] ¢
Total events 133 a1

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 2.22, df =4 (P = 0.70); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: 2= 1.01 (P =0.31)
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EES vs PES

All dod, RR (fixed, random)

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

EES PES

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght
Applegate 2011 (spir ) 18 668 14332 14.4%
Grube 2012 ¥ 25 17 104 24.1%
Ribichini 2013 1 103 191 09%
Smits 2011 (Compare) 30 ee7 21 803 25.8%
stone 2011 (spirit V) 49 2458 32 1228 34.9%
Total (95% Cl) 4342 2665 100.0%
Total events 133 91

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 2.28, df =4 (P = 0.68); P = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z£=0.98 (P = 0.33)

0.64[0.32, 1.27)
1.00[0.59, 1.69]
0.94 [0.06, 14.85]
1.12[0.67,1.87)
0.77[0.49, 1.19]

0.88 [0.68, 1.14]

g
¢

0.0

01 1 10 1

Favours EES Favours PES

00

EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir Ill) 18 669 14 332 144% 0.64[0.32,1.27] ™
Grube 2012 3 215 17 104 241% 1.00[0.59, 1.69] -
Ribichini 2013 1 103 187 0.8%  0.84[0.06 14.85)
Smits 2011 (Compare) 30 8av 27T 903 25.8% 1.12 [0.67, 1.87] _I
stone 2011 (spirit V) 49 2458 32 1229 34.9% 0.77[0.49,1.19]
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.88 [0.68, 1.14] 4
Total events 133 a1

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 2.28, df = 4 (P = 0.68); = 0%
Test for overall effect: £ = 0.98 (P = 0.33)
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EES vs PES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

Odds Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

EES PES
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight
Applegate 2011 (spir lll) 24 669 20 332 16.7%
Grube 2012 7 215 8 104 6.0%
Ribichini 2013 1 103 30097 1.2%
Smits 2011 (Compare) 35 897 68 903 35.2%
stone 2011 (spirit IV) 60 2458 47 1229 &1.0%
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0%
Total events 127 147

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.66, df =4 (P = 0.80); P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z =4.74 (P < 0.00001)

0.58 [0.32, 1.07)
0.3 [0.13, 0.98)
0.310.03, 3.00]
0.50 [0.33, 0.76)
0,63 [0.43, 0.93]

0.55[0.43, 0.70]

Odds Ratio

B

g

"
1]
¢

001 04 1 10 1

Favours EES Favours PES

QOdds Ratio
IV, Random, 85% CI

00

EES PES

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) 24 669 20 332 16.7%

Grube 2012 7 215 g 104 6.0%

Ribichini 2013 1103 39T 1.2%

Smits 2011 (Compare) 35 BO7 66 903 35.2%

stone 2011 (spirit V) 60 2458 47 1229 41.0%

Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0%

Total events 127 147

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 1.66, df = 4 (P = 0.80); = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.74 (P < 0,00001)
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0.581[0.32,1.07
0.36[0.13,0.98]
0.311[0.03,3.000
0.501[0.33, 0.78]
0.63[0.43,0.93]

0.55 [0.43, 0.70]
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EES vs PES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir I11) 24 668 20 332 16.9% 0.60[0.33, 1.06] Bl
Grube 2012 T 215 9 104 61% 038[0.14,058) =
Ribichini 2013 1 103 3897 1% 031003287 —
Smits 2011 (Compare) 35 897 66 903 35.8% 0.52[0.35 0.77] *
stone 2011 (spirit V) 60 2458 47 1229 40.0% 0.64[0.44, 093 *
Total (85% ClI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.56 [0.44, 0.71] 4
Total events 127 147
Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.57, df = 4 (P = 0.81); 1= 0% : l l :
Test for overall effect: 2 =4.75 (P < 0.00001) OmFavng EES 1 Favou r;.E;JES 10
EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) 24 669 20 332 16.9% 0.60[0.33, 1.06] a
Grube 2012 7 215 g 104 61% 0.38[0.14, 0.98] ]
Ribichini 2013 1103 39 1% 0.31[0.03, 2.87] .
Smits 2011 (Compare) 35 BO7 66 903 35.8% 0.52[0.35,0.77] *
stone 2011 (spirit V) 60 2458 47 1229 40.0% 0.64 [0.44, 0.93] L
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.56 [0.44, 0.71] ¢
Total events 127 147

. i= ' 2= = = 2= I : : i
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 1.57, df =4 (P = 0.81); = 0% 001 041 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: 2 = 4.75 (P < 0.00001)
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EES vs PES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

Odds Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

EES PES
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight
Applegate 2011 (spir lll) 79 669 B4 332 28.2%
Grube 2012 26 215 8 104 57%
Ribichini 2013 3 103 5 91 19%
Smits 2011 (Compare) 21 Bav 69 903 19.1%
stone 2011 (spirit IV) 107 2458 B2 1229 45.1%
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0%
Total events 242 218

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 10.40, df =4 (P = 0.03), = 62%
Test for overall effect: 2 =4.71 (P < 0.00001)

0,69 [0.47, 1.00]
165[0.72,3.78)
0.55[0.13,2.37]
0.38 [0.24, 0.59]
0.64 [0.47, 0.86)

0.62[0.51, 0.76]

+I'
‘

001 04 1 10 1

Favours EES Favours PES

00

EES PES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) 79 669 B4 332 2% 0.69[0.47, 1.00] B
Grube 2012 26 215 B 104 131% 1.65[0.72, 3.78) T
Ribichini 2013 3103 5 97 56% 0.55[0.13, 2.37] S
Smits 2011 (Compare) 27 BoT 69 903 24.0% 0.38[0.24, 0.59] -
stone 2011 (spirit V) 107 2458 B2 1229 30.2% 0.64 [0.47, 0.86] +
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.64 [0.44, 0.94] ¢
Total events 242 218

« TaE = PhE = = = 2= gt [ | | {
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.10; Chi® = 10.40, df = 4 (P = 0.03); I* = 62% 001 041 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: £ = 2.31 (P = 0.02)
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EES vs PES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir I11) 79 668 54 332 324% 0.73[0.53, 1.00] ®
Grube 2012 26 25 8 104 58% 157[0.74,3.35] T
Ribichini 2013 3 103 5 87 17% 0A47[0.14,230) - 1
Smits 2011 (Compare) 27 8y 69 903 17.5% 0.39[0.25 0.61] -
stone 2011 (spirit V) 107 2458 B2 1229 426% 0.65(0.49, 0.86) L]
Total (85% ClI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.65[0.54, 0.78] ¢
Total events 242 218

. 2= = = R =R i : : i
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 10.81, df = 4 (P = 0.03), F = 63% 001 04 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.65 (P < 0.00001) Favours EES  Favours PES

EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) 79 669 54 332 28.1% 0.73[0.53, 1.00] -
Grube 2012 26 215 B 104 135% 1.57[0.74, 3.35) i
Ribichini 2013 3103 5 97 53% 0.57[0.14, 2.30] - 1
Smits 2011 (Compare) 27 BoT 69 903 234% 0.39[0.25, 0.61] -
stone 2011 (spirit V) 107 2458 B2 1229 20.7% 0.65[0.49, 0.86] *
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.67 [0.47, 0.95] L
Total events 242 218

. i= ' 2= = = | = pae I : : |
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi# = 10.81, df = 4 (P = 0.03); I* = 63% 001 041 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: £ = 2.27 (P = 0.02)
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EES vs PES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

EES PES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir I11) 8 669 5 332 192% 079[0.26, 2.44)
Grube 2012 0 215 2 104 26% 0.10[0.00,2.00] *
Ribichini 2013 0 103 [ T ot estimable
Smits 2011 (Compare) 8 B97 36 903 40.6% 0.22[0.10,0.48) &
stone 2011 (spirit V) 10 2458 16 1229 37.6% 0.33[0.150.74) —
Total (85% ClI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.32[0.20,0.53] &
Total events 26 a7

; i= = = = i : : i
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 3.94, df = 3 (P = 0.27); 7 = 24% 001 04 1 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.50 (P < 0.00001)

Favours EES Favours PES

EES PES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) B 669 5 332 222% 0.79[0.26, 2.44] —a—
Grube 2012 0 215 2 104 3T% 0.40[0.00,2000 ¥
Ribichini 2013 0 103 0 @ Mot estimable
Smits 2011 (Compare) B 897 35 903 3IT9% 0.22[0.10, 0.48] &
stone 2011 (spirit V) 10 2458 15 1229 36.1% 0.33[0.15,0.74] -
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.33[0.18, 0.60] . 2
Total events 26 57

Toyd = R = = = 2= I | | i
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.09; Chi* = 3.94, df =3 (P = 0.27); I? = 24% 001 01 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.63 (P = 0.0003)
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EES vs PES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir I11) 8 669 5 332 193% O079[0.26 2.41) ——
Grube 2012 0 215 2 104 26% 0.10[0.00,201] *
Ribichini 2013 0 103 [ T ot estimable
Smits 2011 (Compare) 8 B97 35 903 40.8% 0.23[0.11,0.44) —&
stone 2011 (spirit V) 10 2458 16 1229 37.3% 0.33[0.15,0.74) —
Total (85% ClI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.33[0.20,0.53] &
Total events 26 a7

; i= = = = i : : i
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 3.89, df = 3 (P = 0.27); I = 23% 001 04 i 0 10

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.48 (P < 0.00001)

Favours EES Favours PES

EES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Applegate 2011 (spir lIl) B 669 5 332 222% 0.78[0.26, 2.41] ——
Grube 2012 0 215 2 104 36% 0.40[0.00,201) ¥
Ribichini 2013 0 103 0 @ Mot estimable
Smits 2011 (Compare) B 897 35 903 38.2% 0.23[0.11,0.49] L
stone 2011 (spirit V) 10 2458 15 1229 36.0% 0.33[0.15,0.74] —
Total (95% CI) 4342 2665 100.0% 0.34 [0.19, 0.60] . 2
Total events 26 57

Toyd = R = = = 2= I | | i
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.08; Chi* = 3.88, df =3 (P = 0.27); I* = 23% 001 01 1 0 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.65 (P = 0.0003)

24

Favours EES Favours PES



BES vs SES

All déd, OR (fixed, random)

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

SES Qdds Ratlo

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 an 1229
Kadola 2012 2 190
Total (95% CI) 1419
Total events 32

27 1238 97.1%
0 128

1.12[0.66, 1.90]
29% 3.41[0.16,7159]

1367 100.0% 1.16[0.69, 1.95]
27

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.50, df =1 (P = 0.48); F = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.56 (P = 0.57)

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI

SES Qdds Ratle

N

*

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

QOdds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 30 1228
Kadota 2012 2 1490
Total (95% CI) 1419
Total events 32

27 1239 97.1%
0 128 29%

1367 100.0%
27

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.50, df = 1 (P = 0.48), I = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.56 (P = 0.57)
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1.16 [0.68, 1.95]

1.12[0.686, 1.90]
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BES vs SES

All déd, RR (fixed, random)

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

SES Risk Ratio

Risk Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 an 1229
Kadola 2012 2 190
Total (95% CI) 1419
Total events 32

27 1238 97.2%
0 128

112 067, 1.87]
28% 3.381[0.16, 69.76]

1367 100.0% 1.16[0.70,1.92]
27

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.50, df =1 (P = 0.48); F = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.56 (P = 0.58)

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI

SES Risk Ratio

i

*

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 30 1228
Kadota 2012 2 1490
Total (95% CI) 1419
Total events 32

27 1239 97.2%
0 128 28%

1367 100.0%
27

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.50, df = 1 (P = 0.48), I = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.56 (P = 0.58)
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3.380.16, 69.76]

1.16 [0.70, 1.92]

112[0.67,1.87
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BES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES SES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight
Christiansen 2012 19 1229 11 1239 T76.5%
Kadota 2012 8 190 3 128 23.5%
Total (95% CI) 1418 1367 100.0%
Total events 27 14

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.00, df =1 (P = 0.96); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.72 (P = 0.09)

1.75[0.83,3.70]
1.83[0.48, 7.04]

1.77 [0.82, 3.40]

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

BES SES QOdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 85% CI
Christiansen 2012 19 1228 11 1238 76.5% 1.75[0.63, 3.70]
Kadota 2012 8 190 3 128 23.5% 1.83[0.48, 7.04]
Total (95% CI) 1419 1367 100.0% 1.77[0.92, 3.40]
Total events 27 14

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.00, df = 1 (P = 0.96), I = 0%
Test for overall effect: 7= 1.72 (P = 0.09)
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BES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

BES SES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Christiansen 2012 19 1229 11 1238 75.8%
Kadota 2012 B 190 3 128 24.2%
Total (95% Cl) 1419 1367 100.0%
Total events 27 14

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.00, df =1 (P = 0.97); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.71 (P = 0.09)

BES SES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

1.74[0.83, 3.64]
1.80[0.49, 6.64]

1.75[0.82, 3.34]

0.01

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

01 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 85% CI

Christiansen 2012 19 1229 11 1238 75.8%
Kadota 2012 8 190 3 128 24.2%
Total (95% CI) 1419 1367 100.0%
Total events 27 14

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.00,df =1 (P =0.97), P = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.71 (P = 0.09)
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1.74 [0.63, 3.64]
1.80[0.49, 6.64]

1.75[0.92, 3.34]
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BES vs SES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 52 1229
Kadota 2012 5 190
Total (95% Cl) 1419
Total events a7

39 1239 89.9%
§ 128 10.1%

1367 100.0%
44

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.11,df =1 (P = 0.29); I = 10%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.15 (P = 0.25)

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

136 [0.89, 2.07
0.66 [0.19, 2.34]

1.26 [0.85, 1.89]

eom

*

0.01

QOdds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

01 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

QOdds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 b2 1228
Kadota 2012 5 1490
Total (95% CI) 1419
Total events o7

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.03; Chi* = 1.11, df = 1 (P = 0.29); I = 10%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.83 (P = 0.41)

39 1239 B5.9%
§ 128 14.1%

1367 100.0%
4

29

1.36 [0.89, 2.07
0.66[0.19, 2.34]

1.23 [0.75, 2.00]

e

*
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BES vs SES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 52 1229
Kadota 2012 5 190
Total (95% Cl) 1419
Total events a7

39 1239 89.9%
§ 128 10.1%

1367 100.0%
44

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.11,df =1 (P = 0.29); I = 10%

Test for overall effect: Z=1.15 (P = 0.25)

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

1.34[0.89, 2.02]
0.67 [0.20, 2.28]

1.25 [0.85, 1.85]

e

*

0.01

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

01 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 b2 1228
Kadota 2012 5 1490
Total (95% CI) 1419
Total events o7

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,02, Chi* = 1.11, df = 1 (P = 0.29), I = 10%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.83 (P = 0.41)

39 1239 B6.0%
§ 128 14.0%

1367 100.0%
4

30

1.34 [0.69, 2.02)
0.67[0.20, 2.24)

1.22 [0.76, 1.95]

eewl

*
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BES vs SES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

SES

Qdds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Qdds Ratle
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 10 1229
Kadota 2012 0 190
Total (95% Cl) 1419

Total evernits 10
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: 2= 1.57 (P=0.12)

4 1239 100.0%
0 128

1367 100.0%

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welight

2531079, 8.10]
Mot estimable

2.53[0.78, 8.10]

-

001

Odds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

01 A
Favours BES Favours SES

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

10100

BES
Christiansen 2012 10 1229
Kadota 2012 0 190
Total (95% CI) 1419

Total events 10
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z=1.57 (P=0.12)

4 1238 100.0%
0 128

1367 100.0%

31

2.53[0.79,8.10
Mot estimable

2.53[0.79, 8.10]

-
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BES vs SES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

SES

Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES
Christiansen 2012 10 1229
Kadota 2012 0 190
Total (95% Cl) 1419

Total evernits 10
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: 2= 1.57 (P=0.12)

4 1239 100.0%
0 128

1367 100.0%

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welight

25210.79, 8.01]
Mot estimable

2,52 [0.78, 8.01]

-

001

Risk Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

01 A
Favours BES Favours SES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

10100

BES
Christiansen 2012 10 1229
Kadota 2012 0 190
Total (95% CI) 1419

Total events 10
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z=1.57 (P=0.12)

4 1238 100.0%
0 128

1367 100.0%

32

2.52[0.79,8.01
Mot estimable

2.52[0.79, 8.01]

i
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BES vs EES

All déd, OR (fixed, random)

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight
Natsuaki 2013 41 1617 40 1618 T73.2%
Smits 2013 21 1795 10 912 26.8%
Total (95% CI) 312 2530 100.0%
Total events 68 50

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.46, df =1 (P = 0.50); 1" = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.54 (P = 0.59)

1.03[0.68, 1.60]
1.38 [0.66, 2.86]

1.11[0.76, 1.62]

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours EES

BES EES QOdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Natsuaki 2013 41 1617 40 1618 73.2% 1,03 [0.66, 1.60]
Smits 2013 27 1795 10 912 268% 1.38 [0.66, 2.86]
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0% 1.11[0.76, 1.62]
Total events 66 50

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.46, df = 1 (P = 0.50); P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.54 (P = 0.59)

33

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours EES




BES vs EES

All déd, RR (fixed, random)

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Watsuaki 2013 41 1617 40 1616 T3.8%
Smits 2013 27 1795 10 912 26.2%
Total (95% Cl) 3412 2530 100.0%
Total events ] a0

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.46, df =1 (P = 0.50); 1" = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.54 (P = 0.59)

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

1.03[0.67, 158]
1.37[067,2.82)

1.1110.77, 1.60]

0.01

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

01 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours EES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Natsuaki 2013 41 1617 40 1618 73.8%
Smits 2013 27 1795 10 912 26.2%
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0%
Total events 68 50

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.46, df = 1 (P = 0.50); P = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.54 (P = 0.59)

34

1.03 [0.67, 1.58]
1.37 [0.67, 2.82)

1.11[0.77, 1.60]
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BES vs EES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight
Natsuaki 2013 53 1617 50 1618 61.7%
Smits 2013 51 1795 23 912 38.3%
Total (95% CI) 312 2530 100.0%
Total events 104 73

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.04, df =1 (P = 0.85); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.54 (P = 0.59)

106[072, 157
1.13[0.69, 1.86]

1.08 [0.80, 1.48]

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours EES

BES EES QOdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Natsuaki 2013 53 1617 50 1618 61.7% 1,06 [0.72,1.57]
Smits 2013 51 1795 23 912 38.3% 1.13[0.69, 1.86]
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0% 1.09 [0.80, 1.48]
Total events 104 73

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.04, df = 1 (P = 0.85), = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.54 (P = 0.59)
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BES vs EES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Watsuaki 2013 53 1617 50 1616 62.0%
Smits 2013 81 1795 23 912 38.0%
Total (95% Cl) 3412 2530 100.0%
Total events 104 13

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.04, df =1 (P = 0.85); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.54 (P = 0.59)

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

1.06[0.73, 155]
1.13[0.69, 1.83]

1.08 [0.80, 1.46]

001 01 1

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

10100
Favours BES Favours EES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Natsuaki 2013 83 1617 50 1618 62.0%
Smits 2013 a1 1795 23 912 38.0%
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0%
Total events 104 73

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.04, df = 1 (P = 0.85), = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.54 (P = 0.59)
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1.06 [0.73, 1.55]
1.13[0.69, 1.83]

1.08 [0.80, 1.46)
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BES vs EES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight
Natsuaki 2013 105 1817 99 1618 T1.4%
Smits 2013 67 1795 28 912 28.6%
Total (95% CI) 312 2530 100.0%
Total events 172 127

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.26, df =1 (P = 0.61); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.84 (P =0.40)

1.07[0.80, 1.41]
122[0.78,1.92]

1.11[0.87, 1.41]

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours SES

BES EES QOdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Natsuaki 2013 105 1617 89 1618 T1.4% 1,07 [0.80, 1.41]
Smits 2013 67 1795 28 912 28.6% 1.22[0.78,1.82]
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0% 1.1 [0.87,1.41]
Total events 172 127

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.26, df = 1 (P = 0.67), P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.84 (P = 0.40)
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BES vs EES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Watsuaki 2013 105 1617 99 1616 T2.7%
Smits 2013 67 1795 2B 912 273%
Total (95% Cl) 3412 2530 100.0%
Total events 172 127

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.27, df =1 (P = 0.60); " = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.84 (P =0.40)

BES EES
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

1,06 [0.81, 1.38]
122079, 1.88]

1.10 [0.88, 1.38]

001 01 1

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

10100
Favours BES Favours SES

Risk Ratio
IV, Random, 95% CI

Natsuaki 2013 106 1617 89 1618 T2.7%
Smits 2013 67 1795 28 912 2T.3%
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0%
Total events 172 127

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,00, Chi* = 0.27, df = 1 (P = 0.60), = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.84 (P = 0.40)
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1.06[0.61, 1.38]
1.22[0.79, 1.88]

1.10 [0.88, 1.38]

001 04 1 10 100
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BES vs EES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

BES

EES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Matsuaki 2013 4 1817 1 1618 12.8% 4.01[045 3582
Smits 2013 14 1795 8 912 87.2% 0.79[0.34,1.83
Total (95% CI) 3412 2530 100.0% 0.97 [0.44, 2.13]
Total events 18 10

. 2= = = 1= I : 1 : |
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.84, df =1 (P = 0.17); I? = 46% 001 01 J 0 100
Test for overall effect: Z=0.07 (P = 0.94) Favours BES Favours EES

BES EES Qdds Ratle QOdds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight

IV, Random, 95% CI

IV, Random, 95% CI

Natsuaki 2013 4 1617 1 1616 29.8% 4.01 [0.45, 35.92]
Smits 2013 14 1795 9 912 70.2% 0.79[0.34, 1.83]
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0% 1.28 [0.30, 5.51]
Total events 18 10

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours EES

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,60, Chi* = 1.84, df = 1 (P = 0.17); I* = 46%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.33 (P = 0.74)
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BES vs EES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

BES EES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Matsuaki 2013 4 1617 1 1618 12.7% 4.00[0.45, 35.77)
Smits 2013 14 1745 8 912 87.3% 0.79[0.34,1.82)
Total (95% CI) 2 2530 100.0% 0.97 [0.45, 2.11]
Total evernits 18 10

. 2= = = 1= I : 1 : |
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.84, df =1 (P = 0.17); I? = 46% 001 01 ] -

Test for overall effect: Z=0.08 (P = 0.94)

Favours BES Favours EES

BES EES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight [V, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Natsuaki 2013 4 1617 1 1618 297%  4.00[0.45 3577
Smits 2013 14 1795 8 812 70.3% 0.7910.34,1.82]
Total (95% CI) Mz 2530 100.0% 1.28 [0.30, 547)
Total events 18 10

001 04 1 10 100
Favours BES Favours EES

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0,60, Chi* = 1.84, df = 1 (P = 0.17); I* = 46%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.33 (P = 0.74)
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1:a gen ZES vs PES

All déd, OR (fixed, random)

1:a gen. ZES PES Qdds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Kirtane 2013 72 T2 66 718 89.3% 1.11]0.78, 1.58)

Park 2010 (21B) 6 883 10 884 10.7% 0.60[0.22, 1.65]

Total (95% CI) 1605 1602 100.0% 1.04 [0.75, 1.45]

Total events 78 75

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.26, df = 1 (P = 0.26); I = 22% : l ' l |

Test for overall effect: Z=0.24 (P = 0.81) Favo%?;ta ggn. 7ES ! FaunurlﬂPES 10
1.a gen. ZES PES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 85% CI

Kirtane 2013 72 122 G5 TIB B80.7% 1.11]0.78, 1.58]

Park 2010 (21B) 6 883 10 884 19.3% 0.60[0.22, 1.65]

Total (95% Cl) 1605 1602 100.0% 0.99 [0.61, 1.60]

Total events 78 78

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.04; Chi* = 1.28, df = 1 (P = 0.26); I = 22% 0 o0 o1 ¢ e mu:

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.05 (P = 0.96)
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1:a gen ZES vs PES

All déd, RR (fixed, random)

1:a gen. ZES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Kirtane 2013 72 T2 66 718 909% 1.10[0.80,1.52)

Park 2010 (21B) 6 883 10 884 91% 0.60[0.22 1.65)

Total (95% CI) 1605 1602 100.0% 1.04[0.77,1.41]

Total events 78 75

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.26, df = 1 (P = 0.26); I = 21% : l ' l |

Test for overall effect: Z=0.27 (P = 0.79) Favo%?;ta ggn. 7ES ! FaunurlﬂPES 10
1.a gen. ZES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 85% CI

Kirtane 2013 72 122 G5 TIB 82.3% 1.10[0.80, 1.52)

Park 2010 (21B) 6 883 10 884 17.7% 0.60[0.22, 1.65]

Total (95% Cl) 1605 1602 100.0% 0.99 [0.63, 1.56]

Total events 78 78

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.04; Ch? = 1.26, df = 1 (P = 0.26); I = 21% 0 o0 o1 ¢ o m:

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.04 (P = 0.96)
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1:a gen ZES vs PES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

1:a gen. ZES PES Qdds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Kirtane 2013 19 72 43 718 336% 042[0.24,074] -+
Park 2010 (21B) 47  BA3 G2 884 66.4% 0.75[0.50,1.10]
Total (95% CI) 1605 1602 100.0% 0.62 [0.45, 0.85] ¢
Total events 66 106

. 2= = = 2= I : 1 : |
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 2.68, df =1 (P = 0.10); I* = 63% 001 01 ] 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.97 (P = 0.003)

Favours 1:a gen. ZES Favours PES

1:a gen. ZES PES Qdds Ratlo Qdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 85% CI
Kirtane 2013 19 722 43 T8 439% 0.42[0.24, 0.74] L
Park 2010 (21B) 47 883 62 884 561% 0.75[0.50, 1.10]
Total (95% Cl) 1605 1602 100.0% 0.58 [0.34, 1.01] L 2
Total events g6 105

Heterogenelty: Tau? = 0.10; Chi? = 2.68, df =1 (P = 0.10); P = 63%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.93 (P = 0.08)
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1:a gen ZES vs PES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

1:a gen. ZES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Kirtane 2013 19 72 43 T8 325% 0.44[0.26 0.75] -+
Park 2010 (21B) 47  BA3 G2 884 67.5% 0.76[0.53,1.10]
Total (95% CI) 1605 1602 100.0% 0.64 [0.47, 0.86] [
Total events 66 106

. 2= = = 2= I : 1 : |
Heterogeneity: Chi* = 2.76, df = 1 (P = 0.10); I* = 64% 001 01 ] 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.94 (P = 0.003)

Favours 1:a gen. ZES Favours PES

1:a gen. ZES PES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 85% CI
Kirtane 2013 19 722 43 T8 43.6% 0.44[0.26, 0.75] L
Park 2010 (21B) 47 883 62 884 56.4% 0.76[0.53, 1.10]
Total (95% Cl) 1605 1602 100.0% 0.60 [0.35, 1.02] &
Total events g6 105

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,10, Chi# = 2.76, df = 1 (P = 0.10); I = 64%

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.80 (P = 0.06)
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1:a gen ZES vs PES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

Odds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Qdds Ratle
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

62.6%
IT.4%

100.0%

1:a gen. ZES PES
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight
Kirtane 2013 92 722 108 T8
Park 2010 (21B) 46 883 67 884
Total (95% CI) 1605 1602
Total events 138 175

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.68, df =1 (P = 0.41); = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.24 (P = 0.03)

1:a gen. ZES PES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI

0.82 [0.61,1.11)
0.67 [0.45,0.99]

0.76 [0.60, 0.97]

001 01 1 10
Favours 1:a gen. ZES Favours PES

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

Qdds Ratlo

100

Kirtane 2013 92 722 108 718 B2.6%
Park 2010 (21B) 46  BA3 67 B84 37.4%
Total (95% Cl) 1605 1602 100.0%
Total events 138 175

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,00, Chi* = 0.69, df =1 (P = 0.41), P = 0%

Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.24 (P = 0.03)
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0.82[0.81,1.11]
0.67 [0.45,0.99]

0.76 [0.60, 0.97] ¢
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1:a gen ZES vs PES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

66.5%
33.5%

100.0%

1:a gen. ZES PES
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight
Kirtane 2013 92 722 108 T8
Park 2010 (21B) 46 883 67 884
Total (95% CI) 1605 1602
Total events 138 175

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 0.84, df=1 (P = 0.36); I = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z=2.20 (P = 0.03)

1:a gen. ZES PES

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI

0.85[0.65, 1.10]
0.69[0.48, 0.99]

0.79 [0.64, 0.97] ¢

001 01 1 10
Favours 1:a gen. ZES Favours PES

Risk Ratlo
IV, Random, 95% CI

Risk Ratlo

00

Kirtane 2013 92 722 108 718 66.5%
Park 2010 (21B) 46  BA3 67 B84  33.5%
Total (95% Cl) 1605 1602 100.0%
Total events 138 175

Heterogenelty: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.84, df = 1 (P = 0.36); F = 0%

Test for overall effect: 2 = 2.20 (P = 0.03)
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0.85[0.65,1.10]
0.69[0.48,0.99]

0.79 [0.64, 0.97] L/

001 01 1 10
Favours 1:a gen. ZES Favours PES
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

All dod, OR (fixed, random)

Qdds Ratle
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

1:agen. ZES 3ES
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight
Byme 2010 (4) 21 339 18 338 6.4%
Camenzind 2012 181 4357 186 4352 61.6%
Kandzari 2011 16 307 14 108 47%
Maeng 2012 85 1162 69 1170 25.0%
Park 2010 {(21B) 6 883 7 B78  22%
Total (95% CI) 7048 6843 100.0%
Total events 309 294

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 8.97, df = 4 (P = 0.06); I* = 55%

1.16[0.61,2.22]
0.9710.79,1.20]
0.37[0.17,0.78]
1.26[0.91,1.79]
0.8510.28, 2.54]

1.00 [0.85, 1.18]

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.02 (P = 0.98) Favn%gta ggn. 7ES ! Favuur;%ES 190
1:a gen. ZES SES QOdds Ratio QOdds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Byrne 2010 (4) 21 38 18 335 154% 1.16 [0.61, 2.22) Nl

Camenzind 2012 181 4357 186 4352 35.7% 0.87[0.79, 1.20] L |

Kandzari 2011 16 307 14 108 12.6% 0.37[0.17,0.78] -

Maeng 2012 85 1162 69 1170 20.2% 1.26 [0.91,1.79) -

Park 2010 (21B}) 6 883 T 818 T1% 0.85[0.28, 2.54] ¥

Total (95% ClI) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.94 [0.69, 1.30] ¢

Total events 309 294

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.06, Chi* = 8.97, df =4 (P = 0.06); I* = 55% {] o1 [}I ] ] 1'0 10[]:

Test for overall effect: 2=0.35 (P =0.73)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

All dod, RR (fixed, random)

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

1:agen. ZES 3ES
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight
Byme 2010 (4) 21 339 18 338 6.5%
Camenzind 2012 181 4357 186 4352 60.5%
Kandzari 2011 16 307 14 108 52%
Maeng 2012 85 1162 69 1170 25.7%
Park 2010 {(21B) 6 883 7 B18  21%
Total (95% CI) 7048 6843 100.0%
Total events 309 294

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 9.10, df = 4 (P = 0.06); I* = 56%

1.15[0.63,2.12]
0.97[0.80, 1.19]
0.40[0.20, 0.80]
1.24[0.91,1.69]
0.8510.28, 2.53]

1.00 [0.85, 1.16]

001 04 1 10 100
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.04 (P = 0.97) Favours 1:a gen. ZES Favours SES
1:a gen. ZES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl
Byrne 2010 (4) 21 38 18 335 15.5% 1.15[0.63, 2.12)
Camenzind 2012 181 4357 186 4352 35.3% 0.97 [0.80,1.19]
Kandzari 2011 16 307 14 108 134% 0.40[0.20, 0.80] -
Maeng 2012 85 1162 69 1170 20.2% 1.24 [0.91, 1.69) -
Park 2010 (21B}) 6 883 T B/ 65% 0.85[0.29, 2.53] ¥
Total (95% ClI) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.94 [0.70, 1.28]
Total events 309 294
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.06; Chi* = 9.10, df = 4 (P = 0.06); I* = 56% {] o1 [}I ] 1' 1'0 10[]:

Test for overall effect: Z=0.37 (P=0.71)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed, random)

1:agen. ZES

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight

Qdds Ratle
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Byme 2010 (4) 13 339 18 338 50% 0.70[0.34, 1.48] T

Camenzind 2012 179 4357 203 4352 63.6% O0.B8[0.71,1.08]

Kandzari 2011 3 5 108 1.3% 020[0.05 0.87 -

Maeng 2012 43 1162 I 170 134%  118[0.75, 1.84] _I'

Park 2010 {(21B) 47 883 55 878 16.7% 0.84[0.56, 1.26]

Total (95% CI) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.88[0.75, 1.03] '

Total events 285 318

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 5.97, df = 4 (P = 0.20); I = 33% : | l :

Test for overall effect: £ = 1.55 (P =0.12) Favn%gta ggn. 7ES ! Favuur;%ES 190
1:a gen. ZES SES QOdds Ratio QOdds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Byrne 2010 (4) 13 339 18 335 9.6% 0.70 [0.34, 1.46] -

Camenzind 2012 179 4357 203 4352 43.6% 0.88[0.71, 1.08] |

Kandzari 2011 3307 5 108 28% 0.20[0.05, 0.87]

Maeng 2012 43 1162 1T 204% 1.1810.75, 1.84] _I'

Park 2010 (218} 47  BB3 55 878 23.5% 0.84 [0.56, 1.26]

Total (95% Cl) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.87 [0.68, 1.11] 4

Total events 285 318

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.03; Chi* =597, df =4 (P = 0.20); P = 33% {] o1 [}: ] ] 1:{] 10[]:

Test for overall effect: 2= 1.14 (P = 0.25)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed, random)

1:agen. ZES

SES

Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Byme 2010 (4) 13 339 18 33 50% 0.71]0.36, 1.43] T

Camenzind 2012 179 4357 203 4352 63.4% 0.B8[0.721.07

Kandzari 2011 3 5 108 1.2% 0.21[0.05 0.87 -

Maeng 2012 43 1162 I oNT0 131% 147076, 1.80] I

Park 2010 {(21B) 47 883 55 878 17.2% 0.85]0.58, 1.24]

Total (95% CI) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.88 [0.76, 1.03] '

Total events 285 318

Heterogeneity: Chi” = 5.96, df = 4 (P = 0.20); I = 33% : | l :

Test for overall effect: £ = 1.55 (P =0.12) Favn%gta ggn. 7ES ! Favuur;%ES 190
1:a gen. ZES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Byrne 2010 (4) 13 339 18 335 9.6% 0.71[0.36, 1.43] -

Camenzind 2012 179 4357 203 4352 43.7% 0.88[0.72,1.07 L

Kandzari 2011 3307 5 108 26% 0.21[0.05, 0.87]

Maeng 2012 43 1162 1T 201% 1.1710.786, 1.80] _I'

Park 2010 (218} 47  BB3 55 878 23.9% 0.85[0.58, 1.24]

Total (95% Cl) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.87 [0.69, 1.10] 4

Total events 285 318

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.02, Chi* = 5.96, df =4 (P = 0.20); P = 33% {] o1 [}: ] ] 1:{] 10[]:

Test for overall effect: 2= 1.14 (P = 0.26)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

1:agen. ZES 3ES Qdds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Camenzind 2012 J6d 4357 310 4352 T1.5% 1.18[1.02 1.39] i

Kandzari 2011 52 307 14 108 44% 137073, 2.59] T

Maeng 2012 103 1162 76 1170 18.7%  1.40[1.03,1.91] *

Park 2010 (21B) 46 883 16 878 53% 2.96[1.66 5.27] -

Total (95% CI) 6709 6508 100.0% 1.29[1.13,1.48] )

Total events 565 416

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 9.31, df = 3 (P = 0.03); 12 = 68% = | ; =

Test for overall effect: Z = 3.80 (P = 0.0001) FEVD%I?JI'H ggn. 7ES ! Fauuur;%ES 10
1:a gen. ZES SES Odds Ratlo Odds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

Camenzind 2012 364 4367 310 4352 2% 1.1911.02, 1.39] n

Kandzari 2011 52 307 14 108 15.6% 1.3710.73, 2.59] ™

Maeng 2012 103 1162 76 1170 29.6% 1.4071.03, 1.91] al

Park 2010 (218B) 46  BB3 16 878 17.5% 2.86[1.66, 5.27] -

Total (95% Cl) 6709 6508 100.0% 1.50 [1.09, 2.06] ¢

Total events 565 416

Heteragenelty: Tau® = 0.07; Chi? = 9.31, df = 3 (P = 0.03); I* = 68% 0 o0 o1 | A mu:

Test for overall effect: Z=2.47 (P =0.01)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

1:agen. ZES 3ES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Camenzind 2012 364 4357 30 4352 T158%  1AT[1.01,1.36] i
Kandzari 2011 52 307 14 108 5.0% 1.31]0.76, 2.26] 1N
Maeng 2012 103 1162 76 1170 18.6% 1.36[1.03,1.81] hd
Park 2010 (21B) 46 883 16 878 4.8% 2.86[1.63 5.01] -
Total (95% CI) 6709 6508 100.0% 1.27[1.12,1.43] '
Total events 565 416
Heterogeneity: Chi” = 9.43, df = 3 (P = 0.02); I = 68% 0 o n: P 110 100:
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.76 (F = 0.0002) Favuﬁrs 1a g'en. 7ES Favours SES
1:a gen. ZES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Camenzind 2012 364 4367 310 4352 36.9% 117 11.01, 1.36] n
Kandzari 2011 52 307 14 108 17.0% 1.3110.76, 2.26] ™
Maeng 2012 103 1162 76 1170 29.5% 1.36[1.03, 1.81] d
Park 2010 (218B) 46  BB3 16 878 16.5% 2.86[1.63, 5.01] Bl
Total (95% Cl) 6709 6508 100.0% 1.45 [1.08, 1.95] ¢
Total events 565 416
Heterogenelty: Tau? = 0.06; ChiF = 9.43, df = 3 (P = 0.02); I = 68% {m 1 n P 110 1m:

Test for overall effect: Z=2.44 (P =0.01)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

1:agen. ZES 3ES

Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight

Qdds Ratle
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Qdds Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Byme 2010 (4) 4 339 4 335 26% 0.99]0.25 3.98] T

Camenzind 2012 127 4357 139 4352 835% 0.91]0.71,1.18]

Kandzari 2011 2 37 1 108 08% 0.70[0.06, 7.82] -

Maeng 2012 13 1162 16 1170 9.2% 0.82[0.38, 1.70] -

Park 2010 {(21B) 6 883 6 878 39% 0.99]0.32 3.09] I

Total (95% CI) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.80[0.72,1.13] ¢

Total events 152 166

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.16, df = 4 (P = 1.00); = 0% : | l :

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.89 (P = 0.38) Favn%gta ggn. 7ES ! Favuur;%ES 190
1:a gen. ZES SES QOdds Ratio QOdds Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Byrne 2010 (4) 4 339 4 335 26% 0.89[0.25, 3.98)

Camenzind 2012 121 4357 139 4352 B3.5% 0.81[0.71,1.16]

Kandzari 2011 2 307 1 108  08% 0.70[0.06, 7.82] I

Maeng 2012 13 1162 16 1170 9.2% 0.82[0.39, 1.70] -

Park 2010 (218} 6 883 6 878 3.8% 0.89[0.32, 3.06]

Total (95% Cl) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.90[0.72,1.13] ¢

Total events 162 166

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.16, df =4 (P = 1.00); P = 0% :{]m 0:1 ] 1:{] 10[]:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.89 (P = 0.38)
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1:a gen ZES vs SES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

1:agen. ZES 3ES

Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% Cl

Risk Ratlo
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Byme 2010 (4) 4 339 4 335  25% 099]0.25 392 T

Camenzind 2012 127 4357 139 4352 841% 0.91]0.72 1.18]

Kandzari 2011 2 37 1 108 08% 0.70[0.06, 7.68] I R

Maeng 2012 13 1162 16 1170 8.9% 0.82[0.40, 1.69] -

Park 2010 {(21B) 6 883 6 878 37% 0.99[0.32 3.07] I

Total (95% CI) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.91[0.73,1.13] ¢

Total events 152 166

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.16, df = 4 (P = 1.00); = 0% : | l :

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.89 (P = 0.38) Favn%gta ggn. 7ES ! Favuur;%ES 190
1:a gen. ZES SES Risk Ratio Risk Ratlo

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Byrne 2010 (4) 4 339 4 335 25% 0.89[0.25, 3.92]

Camenzind 2012 121 4357 139 4352 B4.1% 0.81[0.72, 1.16]

Kandzari 2011 2 307 1 108 0.8% 0.70[0.06, 7.68] -1

Maeng 2012 13 1162 16 1170 8.9% 0.682 [0.40, 1.68] -

Park 2010 (218} 6 883 6 878 3.7% 0.89[0.32, 3.07]

Total (95% Cl) 7048 6843 100.0% 0.91[0.73,1.13] ¢

Total events 162 166

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.16, df =4 (P = 1.00); P = 0% :{]m 0:1 ] 1:{] 10[]:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.89 (P = 0.38)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

All déd, OR (fixed, random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Qdds Ratio Qdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 15 695 14 692 389% 1.07[051, 223
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 18 1118 3 126 61.1% 058032, 1.04]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.73 [0.46, 1.16]
Total events 3 45

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 1.64, df = 1 (P = 0.20); 7 = 39%

Test for overall effect: £ = 1.32 (P =0.19)

001 04 1 10 100
Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

2:a gen. ZES EES Qdds Ratlo Qdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Welght IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 15 695 14 692 43.2% 1.07[0.51,2.23)
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 16 1118 N 1126 56.8% 0.58[0.32, 1.04]
Total (95% Cl) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.75[0.41, 1.37]

Total events 33

45

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.07; Chi® = 1.64, df = 1 (P = 0.20); P = 39%

Test for overall effect: £=0.93 (P = 0.35)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

All déd, RR (fixed, random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 15 685 14 892 389% 1.07[0.52 2.19]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 18 1119 3 M2 611%  0.58(0.33, 1.04]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.74 [0.47, 1.16]
Total events 33 45

. 2= = = 2= } : 1 ' {

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 1.64, df =1 (P = 0.20); [* = 39% 001 o1 1 10 10
Test for overall effect: £ = 1.32 (P =0.19) Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 15 695 14 6892 43.2% 1.07[0.52, 2.19]
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 16 1119 3 1126 56.8% 0.580.33, 1.04]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.76 [0.42, 1.36]
Total events 33 45
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.07; Chi* = 1,64, df = 1 (P = 0.20); F = 38% 0 o 0: 1 1- 1:0 mu:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.93 (P = 0.35)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

Hjartinfarkt, OR (fixed random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Odds Ratio QOdds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 32 685 32 692 18.8% 1.00[0.60, 1.64]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 151 1119 163 1126 81.2% 0.99[0.78, 1.26]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.99[0.80, 1.23]
Total events 183 185

. 2= = = 2= } : 1 ' {

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.00, df =1 (P = 0.99); = 0% 001 o1 1 10 10
Test for overall effect: £ = 0.07 (P = 0.95) Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

2:a gen. ZES EES Qdds Ratlo Qdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 32 695 32 692 18.8% 1.00 [0.60, 1.64]
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 181 1119 1583 1126 81.2% 0.990.78, 1.26]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.98[0.80, 1.23]
Total events 183 185
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 0,00, df = 1 (P = 0.98); I = 0% 0 o 0: 1 1- 1:0 mu:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.07 (P = 0.95)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

Hjartinfarkt, RR (fixed random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 32 685 32 692 16.0% 1.00[0.62 1.61]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 151 1119 163 1126 B84.0% 099081, 1.22]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.99[0.82,1.20]
Total events 183 185

. 2= = = 2= } : 1 ' {

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.00, df =1 (P = 0.99); = 0% 001 o1 1 10 10
Test for overall effect: £ = 0.07 (P = 0.95) Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 32 695 32 692 16.0% 1.00[0.62, 1.81]
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 181 1119 1583 1126 84.0% 0.99[0.81,1.22]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 0.98[0.82,1.20]
Total events 183 185
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi* = 0,00, df = 1 (P = 0.98); I = 0% 0 o 0: 1 1- 1:0 mu:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.07 (P = 0.95)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

TVR, OR (fixed, random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Odds Ratio QOdds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 23 685 19 692 280% 1.21[0.65 2.25]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 56 1119 B 126 T20% 1.03[0.70,1.51]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.08 [0.78, 1.49]
Total events T8 73

001 01 1 10 100
Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.20, df = 1 (P = 0.65), I = 0%
Test for overall effect: £ = 0.44 (P = 0.66)

2:a gen. ZES EES Qdds Ratlo Qdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 23 695 19 692 28.0% 1.21[0.65, 2.25)
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 85 1118 84 1126 T72.0% 103070, 1.57]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.08 [0.78, 1.49]
Total events 78 73

001 01 1 10 100
Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi® = 0.20, df= 1 (P = 0.65), P = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.44 (P = 0.66)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

TVR, RR (fixed, random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 23 685 19 892 272% 1.21]0.66 2.19]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 56 1119 B4 126 T28% 1.02[0.71,1.48]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.07 [0.78, 1.46]
Total events T8 73

001 01 1 10 100
Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 0.21, df = 1 (P = 0.65), I = 0%
Test for overall effect: £ = 0.43 (P = 0.67)

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 23 695 19 692 27.2% 1.21[0.66, 2.19]
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 85 1118 84 1126 T72.8% 1.02[0.71, 1.48)
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.07 [0.78, 1.46]
Total events 78 73

001 01 1 10 100
Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

Heterogenaity: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 0.21, df = 1 (P = 0.65), P = 0%
Test for overall effect: 2= 0.43 (P = 0.67)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

Stenttrombos, OR (fixed, random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Odds Ratio QOdds Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 B 695 8 692 382% 0.74[0.26 2.16]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 18 1119 8 1126 61.8% 2.28[0.99, 5.28]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.49[0.77, 2.87]
Total events 24 16

. 2= = = 2= } : 1 ' {

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.64, df =1 (P = 0.10); I* = 62% 001 o1 1 10 10
Test for overall effect: £ = 1.18 (P = 0.24) Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

2:a gen. ZES EES Qdds Ratlo Qdds Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 6 695 B 692 45.5% 0.74[0.26, 2.16]
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 16 1119 B 1126 54.5% 2.26[0.99, 5.28]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.37 [0.46, 4.10]
Total events 24 16
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.39; Chi* = 264, df = 1 (P = 0.10); = 62% 0 o 0: 1 1- 1:0 mu:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.57 (P = 0.57)
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2:a gen ZES vs EES

Stenttrombos, RR (fixed, random)

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events  Total Events Total Welght [V, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% Cl
Birgelen 2012 B 695 8 692 382% 0.75[0.26 2.14]
Seruys 2010 (129 B) 18 1119 8 1126 61.8% 2.26[0.99, 5.19]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.48[0.77, 2.84]
Total events 24 16

. 2= = = 2= } : 1 ' {

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 2.63, df =1 (P = 0.10); I? = 62% 001 01 1 0 100
Test for overall effect: £ = 1.18 (P = 0.24) Favours 2:a gen. ZES  Favours EES

2:a gen. ZES EES Risk Ratlo Risk Ratlo
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 85% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Birgelen 2012 6 695 B 692 45.5% 0.75[0.26, 2.14]
Serruys 2010 (129 B) 16 1119 B 1126 54.5% 2.26[0.99,5.19]
Total (95% CI) 1814 1818 100.0% 1.37 [0.46, 4.03]
Total events 24 16
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.38; Chi* = 2,63, df = 1 (P = 0.10); = 62% 0 o 0: 1 1- 1:0 mu:

Test for overall effect: 2= 0.57 (P = 0.57)
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