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Retrospective

Tam 2017, Abi Jaoude 2020, Abdel-Rahman 2019, Zeidan 2018, Duraker 2012,
Haung CJ 2012, McBridge 2014, He 2015, Chang 2015, Shen 2016, Yeon-Joo

3= ¢
Kim 2017, Miyashita 2017, Yin 2017, Luo 2018, Muhsen 2018, Gilmore 2020,
Tang 2020, Kusti¢ 2020, Li 2020
ETIL Random Effects Jik  |Inverse Variance
ShERFEIE Hazard Ratio HBAE 0.37 (0.27 - 0.51) P<0.00001
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Tam 2017 -1.8971 06744 3.6% 0.15[0.04, 0.56]
Abi Jaoude 2020 -1.273 04323 9.6% 0.28[0.12, 0.69]
Abdel-Rahman 2019 -0.9621 0.2636 7.5% 0.57 [0.34, 0.98) -
Zeidan 2018 -1.2379 0.4502 5.4% 0.29[0.12,0.70] h—
Duraker 2012 -1.3863 03336 B.7% 0.25[0.13, 0.489] I
Haung CJ 2012 -1.5702 05484 4.5% 0.21 [0.07, 0.61) [——
McBridge 2014 0.3436 0.4992 9.0% 1.41[0.43, 3.79) I —
He 2015 -26173 1.0142 2.0% 0.07 [0.01, 0.53)
Chang 2015 -06931 07725 3.0% 0.50100.11, 2.27) -1
Shen 2016 -0.9676 03275 B.7% 0.38[0.20,0.72) e
Yean-Joo Kim 2017 -0.1863 09365 4.6% 0.83[0.29, 2.39) [ —
Miyvashita 2017 -1.3083 05144 4.8% 027 [0.10,0.74] —
Yin 2017 -2.1456 0.7296 3.3% 0.12[0.03, 0.49)
7 7 I/X ]\ Luo 2018 -1.3943 0.3681 B.3% 0.25[0.12, 0.51) —_
o Muhsen 2018 -0.3867 0.3537 B.5% 0.70[0.35,1.40] I
7 ] Vi I‘ Gilmaore 2020 -2.2073 11304 1.7% 0.11 [0.01, 1.01]
Tang 2020 -1.3083 01793 8.3% 0.27[0.19,0.38) -
Kustic 2020 -0.8916 0.42 9.7% 0.41[0.18,0.93] I
Li 2020 -0.1393 01487 9.6% 0.87 [0.645, 1.18) -
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.37[0.27, 0.51] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.29; Chi*= 58.70, df = 18 (P < 0.00001); F=69% in 0 D=1 t 1DD}

10
Testfor overall effect: Z=6.08 (P = 0.00001) Favours [PMRT] Favours [no PMRT]

aXY b i BEEHY. McBridge 201413 later erad#ER D A% 1%H. Miyashita

2017OHRIGEH % R (1% £ 7oA 7% W MEZ FRA)

D”SE(Ing[Hazard Ratiay

o§ o
g ¢ %
® 0
051 o0 | o ©
0° io
1 o] §
o
77 VR |
Ay k 154 §
\ i Hazard Ratio
o [ 1 10 100
aX > b A5 H4Publication Biasld gt & 4L
McBridge 2014DHRIZ, XBR1) &Y 2 BHOBKARARZBE TN —FELENA axXv b
ZDMDIEN  |pr wmmeAbEE2ho( <> MEREAS D > TLEHBE] EALTE
H, Muhsen 2018, Gilmore 2020, Kusti¢ 2020, Li 2020DHRIL, X#k1) &Y [2
AR T HOBBNRBDBETNY — FLLENABEE RBHEZEGbE-2F0 MRV MR

Ly>arv

B E PEHIPDD>TVBEGE] ZRVTEH,
DAY — Pl ASHRIBIZE LIZETEIHOX X TF U T X, HREBKR,HUL A - <
Vol.35-3 (2014)




[SR-10 x&7F+ YU R]

AEEVBRMRICKE Y > HEE1~3EORE T, LBEEVIRMRESREE

cQ (PMRT) #8503 H ?

= EEVRMG RS ) >/ EiEEEl~ | PMRT %175
3MEDEE
C PMRTZ T4 7 Ly 0 EEEREOET
e 1 > |Retrospective SHREK 11
Abi Jaoude 2020, Zeidan 2018, Duraker 2012, Haung CJ 2012, He 2015, Chang
i 2015, Shen 2016, Yeon-Joo Kim 2017, Luo 2018, Gilmore 2020, Tang 2020
:I —
ETIL Random Effects #Hixt |Inverse Variance
hERIgE Hazard Ratio HAE 0.89 (0.71-1.11) P=0.30
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
AbiJaoude 2020 -0.2877 02172 10.2% 0.751[0.49,1.14] T
Zeidan 2018 00953 01784 11.7% 1.10[0.78, 1.54] T
Duraker 2012 -0.2231 02005 10.8% 0.80[0.54,1.19] a
Haung CJ 2012 -0.4943 02733 8.4% 0.61 [0.36, 1.04] I
He 2015 -0.1863 0.2794 8.2% 0.83[0.48,1.44] b
Chang 2015 -0.6162 0.4581 4.5% 0.54100.22,1.33] ——
Shen 2016 0ATEAE 01722 11.8% 1.78[1.27, 2.449] —
Yean-Joo Kim 2017 -0.3285 03828 58% 0.72[0.34,1.57] T
Luo 2018 -0.4943 01844 11.3% 0.61[0.42 0.88] -
74+ L Xk Gilmare 2020 08671 05824 3% 238 [0.76, 7.45) -
o Tang 2020 -0.0834 01042 141% 092100.751.13] -
7Ry b
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.89[0.71, 1.11] ﬂ'

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi®= 28.89, df=10 (P =0.001}; F= 65% B0t 01 1 1 100

Testfor overall effect Z2=1.03 (P = 0.30) Fa'u'E-Llls [PMRT] Favours [no PMRT]
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Zeidan 2018, Chen 2020, Luo 2018

a—F
ETIL Random Effects 73k  |Inverse Variance
B fetE Hazard Ratio mas | 098 (0.90-1.06 ) P=0.60
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Zeidan 2018 -0.0202 0.2085 1.3% 0.98 [0.65, 1.48]
Chen 2020 -0.0101 00374 92.0% 0.99[0.92 1.07]
Luo 2018 -0.3355 02239 IT% 0.71[0.46,1.11]
Total (95% CI) 100.0%  0.98 [0.90, 1.06]
74 L X b Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi# = 2.05, df= 2 (P = 0.36); F= 3% f f f t |
. 0.01 01 1 10 100
o Testfor averall effect 2= 052 (P = 0.60) Favours [PMRT] Favours [no PMRT]
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Abi Jaoude 2020, Abdel-Rahman 2019, Zeidan 2018, Haung CJ 2012, He 2015,
Chang 2015, Shen 2016, Yeon-Joo Kim 2017, Yin 2017, Muhsen 2018, Gilmore

3=
2020, Tang 2020, Kusti¢ 2020
ETIL Random Effects 735£ |Inverse Variance
= -
SHEReIE Hazard Ratio BEEE 0.83 (0.70-0.98) P=0.03
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Abi Jaoude 2020 -0.462 0.2447 T.6% 0.63[0.39,1.02] I
Abdel-Rahman 2018 -0.0481 01459 12.7% 0.95[0.72,1.27] -
Zeidan 2018 -0.1393 01896 101% 0.87 [0.60,1.26] -
Haung CJ 2012 -0.3638 0308 6% 0.70[0.38,1.27] e
He 2014 -0.1508 0.3305 5.1% 0.86 [0.45, 1.64] i
Chang 20148 -0.7765 0425 3.4% 0.46[0.20,1.06] "
Shen 2018 0.27 01481 125% 1.31[0.98,1.79] ™
Yeon-Joo Kim 2017 0131 0.44975 2.6% 1.14[0.43 3.03] — T
Yin 2017 -01278 0.2884 B.1% 0.88 [0.50,1.55] T
Muhsen 2018 -01278 01787 10.7% 0.82 [0.62,1.29] -
7 * I/X |\ Gilmaore 2020 -0.0943 03583 4. 4% 0.91 [0.45,1.84] i
® Tang 2020 -0.4943 01233 142% 0.61 [0.48 0.78] -
70y k Kustic 2020 S0.4155 033894 4.8% 0.66 [0.34,1.28] —
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.83 [0.70, 0.98] +

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.04; Chi®= 21.41, df= 12 (F = 0.04), F= 44% ID T

Testfor overall effect Z=2.20 (F=0.03)
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