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SCEREX 2

Oshaughnessy JA 2001

. Stockler MR 2011
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0.71 ( 0.56-0.91 ) P=0.007

Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratio]

Hazard Ratio
SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl Year

Hazard Ratio
IV, Fixed, 95% CI

Oshaughnessy JA

-0.4005 03241 151% 067 ([0.35,1.26) 2001

Stockler -0.3285 01367 B84.9% 0.72[0.55, 0.94] 2011 .
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.71[0.56, 0.91] L 2
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SCEREX 2

Oshaughnessy JA 2001
Stockler MR 2011
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ETIL At
L & a5 A
WMRIEE HR =N (] 0.80 ( 0.64-1.01 ) P=0.06
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Oshaughnessy JA -0.8108 0.2657 18.48% 0.60([0.36 1.01] 2001
Stockler -0.1508 01266 81.8% 0.86 [0.67,1.100 2011
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.80 [0.64, 1.01]
Heterogeneity: Chif=1.50, df=1 (P=022); F=33% f t 1 t |
74+ L X b 2 N 0.01 01 1 10 100
Test for averall effect Z=1.90 (P = 0.06) Favours 144 20 Favours CMF
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SCEREX 2

Oshaughnessy JA 2001
Stockler MR 2011

5= [
EFIL 7V RLMRETIV At
L & a5 A
WMRIEE RR afE 1.17 ( 0.79-1.74 ) P=0.42
A AEL CMF Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Evenis Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Oshaughnessy JA 20 61 9 32 382% 1.17[0.60,2.26] 2001
Stockler 44 214 19 109 G54.8% 1.18[0.73,1.92] 2011
Total (95% CI) 275 141 100.0% 1.17 [0.79, 1.74]
Total events 64 28
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SCEREX 2

Smorenburg CH 2014
Harbeck N, 2017
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ETIL 7k
L & a5 A
WMRIEE HR =N (] 0.88 ( 0.66-1.77 ) P=0.37
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Smaorenbury CH -0.1393 0255 33.0% 0.87[0.53,1.43] 2014
Harheck M -0.1278 01788 67.0% 0.88[0621.28) 2017
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.88 [0.66, 1.17]
Heterogeneity: Chi®= 0.00, df=1 {F = 0.97); F= 0% I t 1 1 |
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Smorenburg CH 2014
. Harbeck N, 2017
a—F
ETI 7k
MRIET HR meME [ 0.83 ( 0.63-1.11 ) P=0.20
Hazard Ratio Hazard Ratio
Study or Subgroup log[Hazard Ratio] SE Weight IV, Fixed, 95% Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Smaorenburg CH -0.3857 0.2433  356% 0680421100 2014
Harheck M -0.0726 01807 G64.4% 093[0651.33] 2017
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 0.83 [0.63, 1.11]
74 L X b Heterogeneity: Chi*= 1.07, df=1 (P = 0.30); = 5% l l ! ’ |
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SCEREX 2
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Smorenburg CH 2014
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1.35 ( 0.69-2.64 ) P=0.39

Capecitabine
Study or Subgroup _ Events  Total

EOiteDE¥EE
Events

Risk Ratio
Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Year

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% CI

Smorenburg CH T 40 v 38 491% 0.95[0.37, 2.45] 2014
Harbeck N 12 87 B 82 509% 1.88[0.74, 4.78] 2017
Total (95% Cl) 127 120 100.0% 1.35 [0.69, 2.64]
74+ LR }~ Total events 19 13
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SCEREX

Hatscheck T 2012
Lam SW 2014

a3—F )
Luck HJ, 2015
T 7Y EXLMRET IV ik
WMRIER RR malE 1.21 ( 1.05-1.38 ) P=0.58
C thEFmEE  C e Risk Ratio . Risk Ra(io:

74 L X b
A=A

Hatscheck T 78 134

Larn 4 a1 158
Liick HJ 57 11
Total (95% CI) 401
Tatal events 226

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 1.09, df= 2 (P = 0.58), F=0%
Test for overall effect Z=2.73 (P = 0.006)

B4 133 354%

il 1586  3B.3% 1.30[1.04,1.62] 2014
55 116 263% 1.08[0.83,1.41] 2015
405 100.0% 1.21[1.05,1.38]

189

1.21[0.96,152] 2012

* Te

oot

011 1:0 1
Favours EMiiDIEFEE  Favours EOMDIE¥EE+Cape

0o

aAXV b

aAXV b

Z Db DR

XEYT
Lyrav

RRE DT

L‘ﬂ

aAX> b




[SR-10 Xz 7+ R]

HERZ2EZMER - BRIEICHN T2 —R - ZREFREL LTROZ vke) 2

CQ \ ,
PUIIHEREINDE D ?

P HER2[2M &% - BHILE I ARV RZEV+Z DD FEE

C BB DL E+Z DD EE 0 ORR

HWERTYA >~  |RCT SCRREL 8

Mavroudis D 2010 Bachelot T 2011 Seidman AD 2011 Vici P 2011 Luck

S g HJ 2013 Fan, 2013 Langl, 2013 Rochlitz C 2016

EFIL ZVERLMBRETIV TEs

MRIET RR SN =} 0.92 ( 0.73-1.15 ) P=0.0002

Cape+Z DIt FEE IO FFIERE 2 ODIE¥F &k Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI_Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Mavraudis D 72 136 70 136 157%  1.03[0.82,1.29) 2010 —+
Bachelot T 2 3 17 35 12% 131085201 2011 B
Seidman AD 8 191 72 207 161%  147[0.91,1.51] 2011 T
Viei P 14 36 15 36 87%  0.93[0.53,1.64 2011 —
Luek HJ 78 168 69 185 154%  112[085,143) 2013 -
Fany 4 E 17 27 44%  024[0.09,063 2013 e
Lang | 7 279 125 285 155%  0.62[0.48,073) 2013 —
Rechiitz G ar 4 42 73 140%  087[0.64,1.17] 2016 —r

7 * I/ Z }‘ Total (95% CI) 943 964 1000%  0.92[0.73,1.15] -
Total everts 381
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.07; Chi= 28,26, df= 7 (F = 0.0002); = 75% o0
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