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Study or Subgrou

Risk Ratio
Random, 95% Cl

Atary 2009 (1)

Chechi 2007 {2

Oi Larenzo Circ 2009 (3)
Diaz de la Llera 2007 (4)
Dirksen 2008 (&)
HAAML STEMNT 2006 (B)
Kelbaek 2008 (1)
Menichelli 2007 (33

Pittl 2006 (4}

Spaulding 2006 (10
Stone 2009 {113
Valgimigli 20058 (12)
Yalgimigli 2008 (13)
YWan der Hoeven 2008 {14)

Total (95% CI)
Total events

DES BMS
Events Total Fvenis Total Weight IV,

4 152 B 158  34%
1 40 3 40 1.1%
1% 180 12 90 10.2%
3 54 2 B0 1.7%
21 303 27 303 17.4%
8 82 4 82 3.9%
16 313 B M3 Ta%
3 160 7160 29%
3 143 4 T4 4%
8 3485 B 357 AE%
T8 2257 26 TF49  2TA%
7 ay B 88 AE6%
11 372 15 372 8.9%
2 1488 4 152  1.8%
4656 2998 100.0%

100 124

Heterogeneity: Tau=0.00 Chi==11.80, df=13(F =057, F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.07 (P=0.23
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IV, Rando

0.69 [0.20, 2.41]
0.33 [0.04, 3.07]
0.63[0.31, 1.28]
1.67 [0.29, 9.60]
0.78[0.45, 1.34]
2.00[0.63, 6.358]
200087, 461]
0.43[0.11,1.63]
0.39[0.09, 1.69]
1.01 [0.38, 2.69]
1.00[0.64, 1.54]
0.849[0.34, 2.34]
0.73[0.24,1.58]
0.45 [0.09, 2.59]

0.88 [0.70, 1.11]
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ARGt 14 7654 IV. Random 0.88 [0.70-1.11]
MI 14 7645 IV, Random  0.76 [0.60-0.96
TVR 14 7645 IV, Random  0.48 [0.41-0.56]
TLR 9 5694 IV, Random 0.42 [0.33-0.54]
ST 12 7262 IV, Random 0.93 [0.72-1.21]
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Abat 25937 V. Random 0.75 [0.67, 0.84]
MI 16 21766 I-V. Random 0.80 [0.67, 0.96]
14 ofLh TVR 11 8197 I-V. Random 0.37 [0.24, 0.58]
TLR 6 4062 I-V, Random 0.27 [0.17, 0.42]
ST 13 10259 I-V. Random 0.56 [0.36, 0.89]
ApQt 11 16954 I-V, Random 0.76 [0.67, 0.88]
MI 7 9418 I-V, Random 0.89 [0.74, 1.07]
2'4 oLy TVR 7 6915 I-V, Random 0.68 [0.53, 0.38]
TLR 2 4931 I-V, Random 0.64 [0.49, 0.34]

ST 6 8437 I-V, Random 0.85 [0.61, 1.21]
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At p=0.381 p=0.466
MI p=0.951 p=0.770
TVR p=0.584 p=0.014
TLR p=0.118 p=0.007
ST p=0.837 p=0.599

*Possible publication bias in TVR, TLR
— nonparametric trim and fill = RR=0.52 (95%CI 0.44-0.62)
— 7|Z&9| RR=0.48 (95%CI 0.41-0.56) 1} H| W5} & H3}7 QS
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=+ d71E1} (GRADE) - in RCT

lllustrative comparative risks® (35% Cl)

Assumed risk Corresponding risk
BMS (in RCT) DES
Death Study population RR 0.88 7654 BEBS
45 per 1000 A per 1000 I:U? to 1.1 1} I:14 Etl.ldiEE]' muderate1-2-3
(31 to 50)
Medium risk population
42 per 1000 37 per 1000
(29 to 47)
i Study population RR 0.76 7645 BEed
43 per 1000 33 per 1000 (0.6 to 0.96) (14 studies) moderate 22
(26 to 41)
Medium risk population
41 per 1000 31 per 1000
(25 to 39)
TVR Study population RR 0.48 7645 P
118 per 1000 57 per 1000 (0.41 to 0.56) (14 studies) high"#3#
(48 to GB)
Medium risk population
133 per 1000 64 per 1000
(55 to 74)
TLR Study population RR 0.42 694 BEed
106 per 1000 45 per 1000 (0.33 to 0.54) (9 studies) high'234
(35 to 57)
Medium risk population
131 per 1000 55 per 1000
(43 to 71)
ST Study population RR 0.93 7262 BBBS
35 per 1000 33 per 1000 (0.72to 1.21) (12 studies) low!' %=
(25 to 42)
Medium risk population
35 per 1000 33 per 1000 19

(25 to 42)
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RCTs {Published)

Non—RCTs {Published)

Chechj-2007 {SELECTION)

Bose-2007

0j Lorenzo-2009 {PASED)

Erodie-2008 CCI (STENT)

Diaz de la Llera-2007

Carlsson-2009 {S0AARD

Dirksen-2008 (PASSION]

Cheneau-2005

Kelbaek-2008 (DEDICATION)

Daemen-2008 {RESEARCH, T-3EARCH registry)

Laarman-2006 (PASSI0M]

Oouglas-2009

Menichel |i-2007 (ZESAML )

Garro-2008

spaulding-2006 (TYPHOOM )

Hamirani-2008

Stone-2009 (HORIZONS-AMI )

Hannan-2008

Valgimigli-2005 {STRATEGY )

James-2009 {ICAARD

¥alqimigli-2008 (HULTISTRATERY )

Kornowski-2008

Yan der Hoewven-2008 (WISS10M)

Kukreia-2008

| Eunferwasser-2007

Lemos-2004

| Maur i-2008

| Murata-2009

[ Newel1-2006

Fercoco-2006 (REAL registry)

| PierreLouis-2009

| Planas-2008

| Romeno-2008
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| ¥ laar-2008

RCT (Abstract only)

Non-RGTs (Abstract only)

Atary-2009 (HISSI0M)

Chong-2008
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Gandhi-2008

Pittl-2006

Jensen-2008 (Western Denmark Heart Registry)

K im-2009

| Nakamura-2006

| Dnuma-2008 ({%-SEARCH)

Park-20083

[ sin-2008

VMagaonescu-2007
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Study or Subgrou

DES

BMS
Events Total Pwvents Total Weight IV,

Risk Ratio
Random, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
I, Random, 95% CI

Atary 2009 (1)

Chechi 2007 (2

Di Lorenzo Cire 2009 (3]
Diaz de la Llera 2007 {43
Dirksen 2008 (3
HAsML STEMT 2006 (8)
kelhaek 2008 (7
Menichelli 2007 (8)

Fittl 2006 (9)

Spaulding 2006 {10)
Stone 2009 {113
Yalgimigl 2008 {12)
Yalgimigl 2008 (13)
Wan der Hoewen 2008 {(14)

Total (95% CI)
Tatal events

4
1
15
3
iy
a
16
3
3
a
Ta
T
11
2

180

152
410
180
54
303
82
313
160
143
355
2257
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148

4656
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134

198 3.4%
40 1.1%
a0 10.2%
B0 1.7%

303 17.4%
B2 39%

313 T.A%

160 29%
74 24%

387 6%

749 27.5%
B8 56%

ard  8.49%

152 1.8%

2998 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi=11.480, df=13 (F=0.487) F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.07 (P =0.23)

i1y at 3years
(2 at ¥ months
(3 at 3years
(4 at 1 year
() at 2 years
(B at 1 year
("1 at 8 months
(3 at 1 year
(9 at 6 months
(107 at 1 year
(11 at 1 year

(
(
(

12 at 8 months; DES+tirofiban vs. EMS+abciximah

13 at 8 maonth
147 at 1 year

0.69[0.20, 2.41]
0.33[0.04, 3.07]
0.63 [0.31,1.28]
1.67 [0.29, 9.60]
0.78[0.45, 1.34]
2.00[0.63, 6.38]
2.00[0.87, 4.61]
0.43[0.11,1.63]
0.349 [0.09,1.649]
1.01[0.38, 2.64]
1.00[0.64,1.54]
0.89[0.34, 2.34]
0.7r3[0.24,1.58]
0.45 [0.09, 2.59]

0.88 [0.70, 1.11]
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Meta-regression Bubble Plot: TVROj| Clet clopidogrel
A& 712k (RCT)
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HC:IJ;\I- DES (M) Sirolimus AHIE Paclitaxel AH E
=T

At Kb AL Kb RR A4t Xt
[95%CI] [95%(CI] [95%CI]
AFOF
I3 0.88 0.74 0.90
14 7654 8 2865 5 4036
[0.70-1.11] [0.50-1.07] [0.67-1.22]
MI
0.76 071 0.83
14 7645 8 2865 5 4027
[0.60-0.96] [0.51-1.00] [0.59-1.16]
TVR
0.48 0.40 0.57
14 7645 8 2865 5 4027
[0.41-0.56] [0.31-0.51] [0.45-0.73]
ST
0.93 0.95 0.95
12 7262 7 2690 5 4036
[0.72-1.21] [0.54-1.66] [0.67-1.34]
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