Intervention Control
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total

Weight

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.14.1 time of assessment upto 6 months

Huikuri 2008 i 40 1 40
Janssens 2006 1 33 0 KL
Quyumi 2017 1 100 3 45
Raoncalli 2011 1 52 0 44
Tendera 2009 2 160 1 40
Traverse 2011 0 58 1 249
Wang 2014 1 28 2 a0
Wollert 2017 1 71 1 26
Subtotal (95% CI) 542 343
Total events T 12

Heterogeneity Chif= 4141, df =7 (P=0.77), F= 0%
Test for overall effect £=1.81 (P =0.07)

1.14.2 time of assessment upto 12 months

Chodry F 2016 1 a4 0 44
Grajek 2010 1 K} 1] 14
Laguna 2018 0 10 1 10
Piepali MF 2010 2 14 4 14
Gueumi 2011 1 16 0 14
Roman 20145 1] a4 1 £
Surder 2016 4 133 1] 67
Traverse 2018 3 T4 0 41
Zhang 2021 1 21 0 22
Subtotal (95% CI) 422 293
Total events 13 B

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 473, df =8 (P =0.79); F=0%
Testfor overall effect £= 065 (P=052)

1.14.3 time of assessment more than 12 months

Azsmus 2014 ¥ 101 15 103
Can 2009 i 41 1 45
Chullikana 2015 i 10 1 10
Delewi 2014 1 G| 2 Ba
Gano 2013 1 21 1] 21
Gano 2015 i 58 1 a7
Haddad 2020 i 17 1 20
Mathur A 2020 f 184 7140
Mever GF 2008 2 a0 2 a0
Maszeri 2018 1 a1 i 26
Penicka 2007 3 17 i 10
Plewka 2004 2 40 2 20
Whorle J 2010 1 24 1 13
Subtotal (95% CI) 669 610
Total events 24 K]

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 471, df =12 (P=0497); F=0%
Testfor overall effect £=157 (P=012)

Total (95% CI) 1633

Total events 44 A1
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 1581, df= 29 (P = 0.98); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect, Z=1.70 (P = 0.09)

1246

2.4%
0.8%
9.7%
0.8%
2.5%
3%
3.0%
2.3%
24.6%

0.9%
1.1%
2.4%
6.3%
0.8%
2.3%
1.0%
1.0%
0.8%
16.5%

23.3%
221%
24%
312%
0.58%
2.4%
2.21%

10.9%
3%
1.0%
1.0%
4.2%
2.2%

58.9%

100.0%

0.33 [0.01, 7.95]
3.08 [0.13, 73.20]
0.6 [0.02, 1.24]
2.83[0.12, 67.87]
0.50 [0.05, 5.38]
0.17 [0.07, 4.04]
0.54 [0.05, 5.50]
0.37 [0.02, 5.64]
0.46 [0.20, 1.06]

2.45[0.10, 56.80]
1.41 [0.0B, 32.53]
0.33 [0.02, 7.32]
0.50 [0.10, 2.41]
2.62 [0.12, 64.39]
0.34 [0.01, 8.29]
457 [0.25, 8360
3.67 [0.19, 69.48]
3.14[0.13, 72.96]
1.31[0.58, 2.92]

0.48 [0.20,1.12]
0.37 [0.02, B.72]
0.33 [0.02, 7.32]
0.47 [0.04, 5.07]
3.00[0.13, 69.70]
0.33 [0.01, 7.86]
0.39 [0.02, 5.97]
0.88 [0.30, 2.57]
1.00 [0.15, 6.64]
1.56 [0.07, 36.96]
4,70 [0.24, 75.20]
0.50 [0.08, 3.29]
0.45 [0.03, B.63]
0.68 [0.41, 1.10]

0.73 [0.50, 1.05]

Testfor subagroup differences: Chi®= 327, df= 2 (P =0.20), F=38.8%
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Supplementary Fig. 1A This forest plot shows the subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality in patients with acute myocardial infarction,
comparing stem cell therapy with control, stratified by the timing of outcome assessment.



Intervention Control

Study or Subgroup  BEvenis

Total Events Total Weight

Risk Ratio

M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.15.1 Mononuclear

Assmus 2014 7 101 15 103
Can 2004 1] 41 1 45
Chodry F 2016 1 a4 1] 44
Cielewi 20145 1 A4 2 lata]
Grajek 2010 1 )| 1] 14
Haddad 2020 1] 17 1 20
Huikuri 2008 1] 40 1 40
Laguna 2018 0 10 1 10
Mathiur A 2020 3 188 71480
Mever GF 20049 2 a0 2 a0
Maseri 2018 1 a1 1] 26
Penicka 2007 3 17 1] 10
Piepali MF 2010 2 14 4 14
Plewlka 2009 2 40 2 20
Guurni 2011 1 16 1] 15
Guyurni 2017 1 100 3 95
Roman 20148 1] a4 1 fi1
Raoncalli 2011 1 a2 1] 44
Surder 2016 4 133 1] i
Tendera 2009 2 160 1 40
Traverse 2011 0 a8 1 29
Traverse 2018 3 79 0 41
Wharle J 2010 1 24 1 13
Wallert 2017 1 71 1 26
Subtotal (95% CI) 1462 1072
Total events 40 47

Heterageneity: Chi®=12.38, df= 23 (P=0.86); F=0%
Test for overall effect £=1.83 (F=0.07)

1.15.2 Mesenchymal

Chullikana 2014 1] 10 1 10
Gan 2013 1 21 1] 21
Gan 2015 1] a8 1 ar
Wang 2014 1 28 2 a0
Zhang 2021 1 21 1] 22
Subtotal (95% CI) 138 140
Total events 3 4

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 213, df=4 (P=071), F=0%
Testfor overall effect £=0.27 (F=0.79)

1.15.3 Both

Janssens 2006 1 33 0 34
Subtotal (95% CI) 33 34
Total events 1 0

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Test for overall effect £=0.70(F =0.49)

Total (95% CI) 1633

Total ewents 44 a1
Heterageneity: Chi®= 15491, df= 29 (P=0.88); F=0%
Test for overall effect £=1.70 (F = 0.09)

23.3%
22%
0.9%
32%
11%
22%
24%
24%

10.9%
I1%
1.0%
1.0%
B.3%
4.2%
0.8%
9.7%
23%
0.8%
1.0%
25%
I1%
1.0%
22%
23%

89.9%

24%
0.8%
24%
3.0%
0.8%
9.3%

0.8%
0.8%

1246 100.0%

0.48[0.20,1.17]
0.37 [0.02,8.77]
2.45[0.10, 53.80]
0.47 [0.04, 5.07]
1.41 [0.0B, 32.53]
0.39 [0.02, 5.97]
0.33 [0.01, 7.95]
0.33 [0.02, 7.37]
0.83 [0.30, 2.57]
1.00 [0.15, B.54]
156 [0.07, 36.95]
4.78[0.24, 75.20]
0.50 [0.10, 2.41]
0.50 [0.08, 3.29]
282 (012, 54.39]
0.16 [0.02,1.29]
0.34 [0.01, 8.29]
2.83[0.12, 67.87]
4.57 [0.25, B3.60]
0.50 [0.05, 5.38]
0.17 [0.01, 4.04]
267 [0.19, 59.48]
0.45 [0.03, .53
0.37 [0.02, 5.54]
0.69 [0.47, 1.03]

0.33 [0.02, 7.37]
2.00[0.13, 59.70]
0.33 [0.01, 7.89]
0.54 [0.05, 5.59]
314 (013, 72.95]
0.85 [0.27, 2.73]

2.08[0.13, 73.20]
3.00 [0.13, 73.20]

0.73 [0.50, 1.05]

Testfor subgroup differences: Chif=0.93, df=2 (F=063, F=0%
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Supplementary Fig. 1B. This forest plot shows subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality incidence in acute myocardial infarction patients,
stratified by the type of stem cells used.



Intervention Control

Study or Subgroup  Pvents

Risk Ratio

Total Fvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Fixed, 95% CIl

1.16.1 Intracoronary

Assmus 2014 7 101 15 103
Cao 2008 0 41 1 15
Chodry F 2016 1 a4 I 14
Delewi 2014 1 B4 i 65
Gao 2013 1 1 1] 21
Gao 2015 0 58 1 ar
Grajek 2010 1 M I 14
Haddad 2020 0 17 1 20
Huikuri 2008 1] 40 1 a0
Janssens 2008 1 33 a 34
Mathur A 2020 B 185 T 190
Mever GP 2009 2 30 2 kli]
Fenicka 2007 3 17 I 10
Fiepoli MF 2010 2 149 4 14
Plewka 2009 2 40 2 20
Auyumi 2011 1 16 I 15
Quyyurmi 2017 1 100 G 45
Rorman 2015 Il a4 1 fi1l
Roncalli 2011 1 h2 1] 14
Surder 2016 4 133 n 67
Tendera 2008 2 160 1 a0
Traverse 2011 0 58 1 24
Traverse 2018 3 749 1] 41
Wang 2014 1 28 i a0
Whaorle J 2010 1 29 1 13
Wallert 2017 1 71 1 26
Zhang 2021 1 21 I 22
Subtotal (95% CI) 1562 1200
Total events 43 49

Heterogeneity, Chi®=14.83, df= 26 (P = 0.86), F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=158FP=011)

1.16.3 direct imtramyocardia

Laguna 2018 0 10 1 10
Maseri 2018 1 a1 I 26
Subtotal (95% CI) 61 36
Total events 1 1

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 047, df=1 (F=049); F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=033(F=0.74

1.16.4 anticubital vein of forearm

Chullikana 20145 Il 10 1 10
Subtotal (95% CI) 10 10
Total events 0 1

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect Z=0.70 (P = 0.49)

Total (95% CI) 1633 1246
Total events 14 a1
Heterogeneity, Chif=15.51, df=28{P=0088), F= 0%

Testfor overall effect Z=1.70 (P = 0.09)

23.3%
23%
0.9%
33%
0.8%
2.4%
1.1%
2.3%
2.4%
0.8%

10.9%
1%
1.0%
6.3%
4.2%
0.8%
9.7%
23%
0.8%
1.0%
2.5%
1%
1.0%
3.0%
2.3%
23%

0.8%
94.3%

24%

1.0%
3.4%

24%
2.4%

100.0%

0.49[0.20,1.17]
0.37 [0.02,8.77]
2.45[0.10, 58.580]
0.47 [0.04, 5.07]
3.00 [0.13, Ba.70]
0.33 [0.01, 7.88]
1.41 [0.06, 32.53]
0.39 [0.02, 5.87]
0.33[0.01, 7.95]
3.00[0.13, 73.20]
0.69 [0.30, 2.57]
1.00 [0.15, B.64]
428 [0.24, 75.20]
0.50 [0.10, 2.41]
0.50 [0.08, 2.29]
2082 [0.12, 64.39]
0.6 [0.02,1.29]
0.34 [0.01,8.29]
283012, B7.87]
4.57 [0.25, 93.60]
0.50 [0.05, 5.38]
0.17 [0.01, 4.04]
367 [0.19, B3.43]
0.54 [0.05, 5.59]
0.45 [0.03, B.63]
0.37 [0.02, 5.64]

314013, 72.86]
0.74 [0.50, 1.08]

0.33[0.02, 7.32]

1.56 [0.07, 36.96]
0.71[0.09, 5.53]

0.33[0.02,7.37]
0.33 [0.02, 7.32]

0.73 [0.50, 1.05]

Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=0.25,df=2 (FP=088), F=0%
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Supplementary Fig. 1C. This forest plot shows subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality incidence in acute myocardial infarction patients,
stratified by theroute of administration.



Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Pvents Total Bvents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.17.1 Autologous

Assmus 2014 7 101 15 103 233% 0.481[0.20,1.13] — &
Cao 2008 0 41 1 15 2.2% 037 [0.02, 873

Chodry F 2016 1 a4 I 14 0.9% 2445010, 58.80]

Delewi 2014 1 B4 i 65 3.2% 047 [0.04, 5.07]

Gao 2013 1 1 1] 21 0.8% 300[0.13, 69.70]

Grajek 2010 1 M I 14 1.1% 1.41[0.08, 32.53]

Haddad 2020 0 17 1 20 2.2% 0.39[0.02, 8.487]

Huilkuri 2008 0 40 1 a0 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.85]

Janssens 2006 1 33 1] 34 0.8% 309[013, 73.20]

Laguna 2018 0 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[0.02, 7.32)]

Mathur A 2020 B 185 T o190 109% 0.881[0.30, 2.57] . E—
Mever GP 2009 2 30 2 kli] I1% 1.00[0.15, 6.64]

Maser 2018 1 a1 I 26 1.0% 1.56[0.07, 36.596]

FPenicka 2007 3 17 1] 10 1.0% 428024, 75.20]

Fiepoli MF 2010 2 14 1 14 6.3% 0.Aa0[0.10, 2.41] — 1
Plewbka 2009 2 40 2 20 4.3% 0.80[0.08, 3.29]

Quyyumi 2011 1 16 I 15 0.8% 282012 64.39]

Quyurmi 2017 1 100 f 45 9.7% 016 [0.02,1.29]

Rorman 2014 1] a4 1 A1 2.3% 0.34[0.01, 8.29]

Roncalli 2011 1 52 n 19 0.8% 283[012 67.87]

Surder 2016 4 133 I i 1.0% 457025 83.60]

Tendera 2008 2 160 1 a0 2.5% 0.580[0.05, 5.38]

Traverse 2011 1] a8 1 24 3I1% 0DA7[0.01,4.04] ¢

Traverse 2018 3 74 1] 41 1.0% 367019 63.48]

Wang 2014 1 28 2 a0 3.0% 0.584 [0.05, 5.549]

Wharle J 2010 1 29 1 13 2.2% 0.451[0.03, 6.63]

Wallert 2017 1 71 1 26 2.3% 037 [0.02, 5.64]

Zhang 2021 1 21 1] 22 0.8% 314013, 72.596]

Subtotal (95% CI) 1565 1179  953%  0.75[0.51, 1.08] a4
Total events 44 49

Heterogeneity: Chi==15.08, df= 27 (P=087), F= 0%

Testfor overall effect Z=153{F=013)

1.17.2 Allogeneic

Chullikana 2015 0 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[0.02, 7.33]

Subtotal (95% CI) 10 10 24%  0.33[0.02,7.32] — e ——
Total events ] 1

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable

Testfor overall effect Z=0.70 (F=0.49)

1.17.3 Not mentioned

Gao 20145 Il A8 1 a7 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.88]

Subtotal (95% CI) 58 57 2.4%  0.33[0.01, 7.88] e ——
Total events 0 1

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle

Testfor overall effect Z= 069 (P = 0.49)

Total (95% CI) 1633 1246 100.0%  0.73[0.50, 1.05] L
Total events 14 a1

Heterogeneity: ChiF=18.51, dfi= 298P =088}, F= 0% =D o1 011 110 1DEI=

Testfor overall effect Z=1.70 (P = 0.09)
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*= 050, df=2 (P=078), F=0%

Supplementary Fig. 1D. This forest plot shows subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality incidence in acute myocardial infarction patients,
stratified by autologous versus allogeneic stem cell therapy.
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Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Bvents Total Bwents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
1.18.1 Administration < 24 hours

Chodry F 2016 1 a4 1] 44 09% 2.445[010, 58.80]

Huikuri 2008 i 40 1 40 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.848]

Janssens 2006 1 a3 i 34 08% 309[013, 73.20]

Subtotal (95% CI) 127 118 4.0% 1.33 [0.26, 6.71] e ———
Total events 2 1

Heterogeneity: Chi*=1.15, df= 2 (P =0.96); F=0%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.34 (F=0.73)

1.18.2 Administration 1 - 21 days

Assmus 2014 T 101 18 103 233% 0.48[0.20,1.132) — &
Can 2009 0 41 1 45 2.2% 0.37[0.02,8.72)

Chullikana 2015 0 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[0.02, 7.32]

Cielewi 2014 1 69 2 65 3.2% 0.47 [0.04, 5.07]

Gao 2013 1 21 0 1 0.8% 3.00([0.13, 69.70]

Gao 2015 il a8 1 ar 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.88]

Grajek 2010 1 b i 14 11% 1.41[0.06, 32.53]

Haddad 2020 n 17 1 20 2.2% 0.39[0.02, 3.97]

Laguna 2018 0 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[0.02, 7.32)

Mathur A 2020 G 185 T o190 109% 0.88[0.30, 2.87] . E—
Meyer GP 2009 2 30 2 30 31% 1.00[0.15, 6.64]

Penicka 2007 3 17 0 10 1.0% 428024, 75.20]

Piepali MF 2010 2 18 4 15 6.3% 0.a0[0.10, 2.41] I — E—
Plewka 2003 2 a0 2 20 4.2% 0.40 [0.08, 3.289)]

Giuyymi 2011 1 16 i 15 DA% 282[012 64.39)

Guyyurmi 2017 1 100 ] 95 9.7T% 016 [0.02,1.29)]

Rorman 2014 0 59 1 1 2.3% 0.34 [0.01, 3.29]

Roncalli 2011 1 52 0 49 08% 2.83[0.12 67.87]

Tendera 20049 2 160 1 40 2.5% 0.50[0.05, 5.38]

Traverse 2011 il a8 1 25 31% 047 [0.01,4.04] *

Traverse 2018 3 78 i 4 1.0% 3A67[019 63.48)]

Wang 2014 1 28 2 a0 3.0% 0.4 [0.04, 5.55)

Whaorle J 2010 1 29 1 13 2.2% 0.45[0.03, 6.63]

Wollert 2017 1 71 1 26 2.3% 0.37[0.02, 5.64]

Zhang 2021 1 21 0 22 0.8% 314013, F2.496]

Subtotal (95% Cl) 1322 1035 93.9%  0.65[0.44, 0.96] <
Total events ar al

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 1170, df= 24 {P=0.98);, F=0%
Testfor overall effect £= 217 (P =0.03)

1.18.3 not mentioned

Maseri 2018 1 g1 0 26  1.0% 1.56([0.07, 36.96)
Subtotal (95% CI) 51 26 1.0% 1.56[0.07, 36.96] e —
Total events 1 1]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect £=0.27 (P=0.78)

1.18.4 =1 day

Surder 2016 4 133 1] 67 1.0% 457 [0.25 83.60]

Subtotal (95% Cl) 133 67 1.0% 4.57 [0.25, 83.60] —eee———
Total events 4 1]

Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle
Testfor overall effect £=1.02 (P =0.31)

Total (95% CI) 1633 1246 100.0% 0.73 [0.50, 1.05] 3
Total events 44 a1
$Et?;ngen8|w|:| C;I ?;-j%gf;?_%{;; 0aa) F=0% 'EI.I:H Df1 1'I:| 1EII:|'
BsLTOr overall @ eu:_. =1.70¢ T ) Favours [experimentall] Favours [control]
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi®= 2.58, di= 3 (P=0.46), F= 0%
Supplementary Fig. 1E This forest plot shows subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality incidence in acute myocardial infarction patients,
stratified bythe administration time.




Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Bvents Total Bwents Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl
1.45.1 < 100

Cao 20049 1] 41 1 45 2.2% 0.37[0.02, 873

Chullikana 2015 i 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[0.02, 7.32]

Gao 2013 1 by i i 08% 300[013, 69.70]

Grajek 2010 1 )| i 14 1.1%  1.41[0.06, 32.53)

Haddad 2020 i 17 1 20 2.2% 0397002, 887

Huikuri 2008 1] 40 1 a0 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.99]

Janszens 2006 1 a3 1] KL 08% 3.09[013 73.20]

Laguna 2018 1] 10 1 10 2.4% 033002, 7.23]

Meyer GP 2004 2 ao 2 an 3% 1.00[015, FE4]

Maser 2018 1 a1 i 2B 1.0% 186 [0.07, 36.96]

FPenicka 2007 3 17 i 10 1.0%  4.281[0.24, 75.20]

FPiepali MF 2010 2 18 4 14 6.3% 05010010, 2.41] — T
Plewka 20049 2 40 2 20 4.2% 0.a0[0.08, 3.29]

Guveami 2011 1 16 1] 14 08% 2.82[012 64.349]

Traverse 2011 1] ag 1 24 1% 047 [0.01,4.04] *

Wang 2014 1 28 2 an 3.0% 044 [0.05, 5.549]

Wharle J 2010 1 28 1 13 2.0% 045 [0.03, F.E3]

Zhang 2021 1 21 i 22 08% 3.14[013, 72.968)

Subtotal (95% CI) h2 408 39.7%  0.81[0.46, 1.43] -
Total events 17 17

Heterogeneity: Chi*=7.95, df =17 (F=093); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=072 (F=0.47)

1.45.2 = 100

Assmus 2014 T 101 18 103 23.3% 0.481[0.20,1.12] — &
Chodry F 2016 1 a4 i 44 09% 245[010,58.80]

Delewi 20145 1 64 2 65 3.3% 0.47[0.04, 5.07]

Gao 2014 1] ag 1 ar 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.88]

Mathur A 2020 G 185 7180 10.9% 0.88[0.30, 2.57] . E—
Cluyumi 2017 1 100 f 45 9.7% 016 [0.02,1.29] *

Faoman 2014 i a8 1 fil 2.3% 0.34 [0.01, 8.29]

Roncalli 2011 1 52 i 44 08% 283[012 67.87]

Surder 2016 4 133 i B7 1.0% 457 [0.25 83.60]

Tendera 2009 2 160 1 a0 2.8% 0.801[0.05, 5.28]

Traverse 2018 3 74 1] 41 1.0% 3.67[01% 69.48]

Wallert 2017 1 71 1 26 2.3% 0.37[0.02, 5.64]

Subtotal (95% Cly 1121 838 60.3% 0.67 [0.41, 1.09] e
Total events 27 34

Heterogeneity: Chi®= 7.76, df=11 (P=073), F= 0%
Testfor overall effect. Z=1.61 (F=0.11)

Total (95% Cl) 1633 1246 100.0%  0.73[0.50, 1.05] e 2
Total events 44 a1
?Et??genemh C#I T1ZEL:S11?ngjE_QD(E; 098, F=0% 'D.IZI1 IZIT1 1IIZI 1DIZII
estiDrmverall & ec.. =1.70¢ T ) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi®= 027, df=1 (P =0.61), F=0%
Supplementary Fig. 1F. This forest plot shows subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality incidence in acute myocardial infarction patients,
based on sample size.




Intervention Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Bvemts Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

1.53.1 < 500 million

Assmus 2014 T 101 18 103 233% 0481020112 — &
Cao 2009 i 41 1 45 22% 037 [0.02, 8.72]

Chodry F 2016 1 A4 1] 44 09% 244010, A8.80]

Chullikana 2014 i 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[0.02, 7.32]

Delewi 2014 1 fa 2 5] 32% 0.47[0.04, 5.07]

Gao 2013 1 by 1] iy 08% 300[013, 659.70]

Gao 2014 i a8 1 a7 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.88]

Grajek 2010 1 i) 1] 14 11% 1.41[0.06, 32.53)

Haddad 2020 i 17 1 20 22% 0.39[0.02, 8.97]

Huikuri 2008 i 40 1 40 2.4% 0.33[0.01, 7.95)]

Janssens 2006 1 KK] 1] 4 0.8% 3.09[013 73.20]

Laguna 20148 1] 10 1 10 2.4% 0.33[002,7.32)]

MWathur A 2020 ] 185 7180 108% Q.82 [0.30,2.87] T
Fiepoli MF 2010 2 18 4 14 6.3% Qa0 2.41) N
Plewka 20049 2 40 2 20 4.2% Q.a0[o0e, 3.249]

Qi 2011 1 16 1] 14 0.8% 282[012 64.389)]

Quyyumi 2017 1 100 ] 495 9.7 % 016002, 1.249]

Roman 2014 1] ag 1 1 2.3% 0.34 [0.01, 8.29)

Roncalli 2011 1 a2 0 44 0.8% 283[012 67.87]

Surder 2016 4 133 0 67 1.0% 457 [0.25, 83.60]

Tendera 2008 2 160 1 a0 2.5% 0.a0[0.04, 5.38]

Traverse 2011 1] ag 1 24 31% 017 [0.01,4.04] 4

Traverse 2018 K] 74 0 41 1.0% 367[0.19 69.48]
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Supplementary Fig. 1G. This forest plot shows subgroup analysis of all-cause mortality incidence in acute myocardial infarction patients,
based on dose administered.
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