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Supplement Table S1. Literature search.

a.

Library Search Strategy: Cochrane Library.

Search
No

Search Strategy

(GIB OR ((gastrointestinal OR esophageal OR oesophageal OR
gastric OR duodenal OR gastroduodenal OR intestinal OR colonic
OR rectal OR peptic) AND (bleed* OR re-bleed* OR rebleed* OR

# hemorrhag* OR haemorrhag* OR hematemes* OR haematemes*
OR melena* OR melaena*))) AND (non-variceal OR nonvariceal
OR arter*):ti,ab,kw

4o (embolization* OR embolisation* OR embolism* OR
embolotherap*):ti,ab,kw

43 (NBCA OR "N-Butyl-Cyanoacrylate" OR "N-Butyl-2-Cyanoacrylate"
OR *coil*):ti,ab,kw

#4 | #1 AND #2 AND #3 AND english:la

#6

#4 CDSR




b. Library Search Strategy: PubMed.

Search
No

Search Strategy

#01

("Gastrointestinal Hemorrhage"[MeSH] OR Hematemesis[MeSH]
OR Melena[MeSH] OR GIB[TIAB] OR ((gastrointestinal[TIAB] OR
esophageal[TIAB] OR oesophageal[TIAB] OR gastric[TIAB] OR
duodenal[TIAB] OR gastroduodenal[TIAB] OR intestinal[TIAB] OR
colonic[TIAB] OR rectal[TIAB] OR peptic[TIAB]) AND
(bleed*[TIAB] OR "re-bleed*"[TIAB] OR rebleed*[TIAB] OR
hemorrhag*[TIAB] OR haemorrhag*[TIAB] OR hematemes*[TIAB]
OR haematemes*[TIAB] OR melena*[TIAB] OR melaena*[TIAB])))
AND ("non-variceal"[TIAB] OR nonvariceal[TIAB] OR arter*[TIAB])

#02

"Embolization, Therapeutic"[MeSH] OR embolization*[TIAB] OR
embolisation*[TIAB] OR embolism*[TIAB] OR
embolotherap*[TIAB]

#03

Enbucrilate[]MeSH] OR NBCA[TIAB] OR "N-Butyl-
Cyanoacrylate*'[TIAB] OR "N-Butyl-2-Cyanoacrylate*'[TIAB] OR
coil[TIAB] OR microcoil*[TIAB]

#04

2000/01:2023/08[DP] AND english[LA]

#05

#1 AND #2 AND #3 AND #4

#06

#5 AND ("Meta-Analysis"[PT] OR "Meta-Analysis as Topic"[Mesh]
OR "meta-analysis"[TIAB])

#07

#5 AND ("Cochrane Database Syst Rev"[TA] OR "Systematic
Review"[PT] OR "Systematic Reviews as Topic"[Mesh] OR
"systematic review"[TIAB])

#08

#5 AND ("Practice Guideline"[PT] OR "Practice Guidelines as
Topic"[Mesh] OR "Consensus"[Mesh] OR "Consensus
Development Conferences as Topic"[Mesh] OR "Consensus
Development Conference"[PT] OR guideline*[Tl] OR
consensus|[Tl])

#09

#6 OR #7 OR #8

#10

#5 AND ("Randomized Controlled Trial"[PT] OR "Randomized
Controlled Trials as Topic"[Mesh] OR (random*[TIAB] NOT
medline[SB]))




#11

#5 AND ("Clinical Trial"[PT] OR "Clinical Trials as Topic"[Mesh]
OR "Observational Study"[PT] OR "Observational Studies as
Topic"[Mesh] OR ((clinical trial*[TIAB] OR case control*[TIAB] OR
case comparison*[TIAB]) NOT medline[SB]))

#12

(#10 OR #11) NOT #9

#13

#5 AND ("Epidemiologic Methods"[Mesh] OR "Comparative
Study"[PT] OR "Multicenter Study"[PT] OR "Validation Study"[PT]
OR (("survival analysis"[TIAB] OR cohort*[TIAB] OR "comparative
stud*[TIAB] OR "follow-up stud*"[TIAB] OR "prospective
stud*[TIAB] OR "Retrospective study*'[TIAB] OR sensitivit*[TIAB]
OR specificit*[TIAB] OR "retrospective analytical stud*[TIAB] OR
"Retrospective Evaluation"[TIAB]) NOT medline[SB]))

#14

#13 NOT (#9 OR #12)




C.

No.

#1

#2

#3

#4
45

#6

#7

#8

#9

#10

#11
#12
#13

#14

Library Search Strategy: Embase.

Query

'‘esophagus hemorrhage'/exp OR 'gastrointestinal
hemorrhage'/exp

gastric artery'/exp OR 'gastroepiploic artery'/exp OR 'mesenteric
artery'/exp OR 'rectal artery'/exp OR gastroS$intestin*:ab,ti OR
$esophag*:ab,ti OR gastric*:ab,ti OR gastritis:ab,ti OR
stomach*:ab,ti OR duoden*:ab,ti OR gastro$duoden*:ab,ti OR
intestin*:ab,ti OR jejunum:ab,ti OR jejunal:ab,ti OR ileum:ab,ti
ORileal:ab,ti OR coliti*:ab,ti OR enterocliti*:ab,ti OR colon*:ab,ti
OR rectal:ab,ti OR rectum:ab,ti OR proctorrhag*:ab,ti OR
proctitis:ab,ti OR rectocoli*:ab,ti OR rectitis:ab,ti OR
rectorrhag*:ab,ti OR peptic*:ab,ti

hematemesis'/exp OR 'hematochezia'/exp OR bleed*:ab,ti OR
're-bleed*:ab,ti OR rebleed*:ab,ti OR 'blood flow"ab,ti OR
bloodflow:ab,ti OR h$emorrhag*:ab,ti OR h$ematemes*:ab,ti
OR mel$en*:ab,ti OR h$ematoch*:ab,ti

#2 AND #3

#1 OR #4

‘aneurysm'/exp OR 'non-variceal":ab,ti OR nonvariceal:ab,ti OR
arter*:ab,ti

#5 AND #6

artificial embolization'/exp OR embolization*:ab,ti OR
embolisation*:ab,ti OR embolism*:ab,ti OR embolotherap*:ab,ti
OR embolus™:ab,ti

‘enbucrilate'/exp

nbca:ab,ti OR 'n butyl 2 cyanoacrylate*':ab,ti OR 'n butyl
cyanoacrylate*:ab,ti OR 'n-butylcyanoacrylate':ab,ti

#9 AND #10

'‘embolization coil'/exp OR coil*:ab,ti OR microcoil*:ab,ti

#11 OR #12

#7 AND #8 AND #13 AND 'human'/exp AND english:la AND
[2000-2023]/py






Supplement Table S2. Primary analyses and sensitivity analyses of transcatheter

arterial embolization for nonvariceal upper gastrointestinal bleeding.

Clinical success rate
Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
Technical success rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
30-day rebleeding rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
Major complication rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
30-day overall mortality rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

21
17

13
11

Clinical success rate (95% CI)

73.0 (65.3-79.6)
72.9 (64.1-80.2)

Technical success rate (95% ClI)

94.9 (91.6-97.0)
95.5 (91.7-97.6)

30-day rebleeding rate (95% ClI)

25.0 (19.5-31.3)
24.8 (19.0-31.7)

Major complication rate (95% CI)

3.5 (1.7-7.1)
3.1 (1.3-6.9)

30-day overall mortality rate (95% CI)

20.7 (13.2-31.1)
20.7 (12.6-32.5)

Cl, confidence interval; No., number



Supplement Table S3. Primary analyses and sensitivity analyses of transcatheter

arterial embolization for nonvariceal lower gastrointestinal bleeding.

Clinical success rate
Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
Technical success rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
30-day rebleeding rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
Major complication rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases
30-day overall mortality rate

Studies included

All articles
Articles with at least 10 cases

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

No. of
studies

17
11

16
10

14

12

Clinical success rate (95% CI)

76.5 (70.5-81.5)
75.7 (68.2-81.9)

Technical success rate (95% ClI)

91.4 (87.7-94.0)
91.9 (86.2-95.3)

30-day rebleeding rate (95% ClI)

17.1 (13.4-21.6)
17.6 (12.7-24.0)

Major complication rate (95% CI)

10.2 (7.2-13.8)
10.3 (5.7-18.0)

30-day overall mortality rate (95% CI)

11.5 (6.1-20.5)
11.4 (3.8-29.4)

Cl, confidence interval; No., number



Supplement Table S4. Sensitivity analyses of subgroup analyses of transcatheter

arterial embolization for nonvariceal upper gastrointestinal bleeding.

Proportion (95% ClI)
Technical success rate (k = 17)

Coils (k=7) 0.920 (0.761-0.977)

NBCA (k = 10) 0.972 (0.955-0.983)
30-day rebleeding rate (k = 9)

Coils (k = 2) 0.227 (0.007-0.927)

NBCA (k =7) 0.252 (0.179-0.345)
Major complication rate (k = 11)

Coils (k = 3) 0.018 (0.007-0.047)

NBCA (k = 8) 0.036 (0.012-0.106)
30-day overall mortality rate (k =9)

Coils (k = 2) 0.141 (0.003-0.914)

NBCA (k =7) 0.244 (0.146-0.378)

12

52.2%
0%

12.0%
42.0%

0%
68.6%

0.9%
50.7%

Psubgroup
0.054

0.682

0.178

0.104

Cl, confidence interval; NBCA, n-butyl cyanoacrylate



Supplement Table S5. Sensitivity analyses of subgroup analyses of transcatheter

arterial embolization for nonvariceal lower gastrointestinal bleeding.

Proportion (95% CI)
Clinical success rate (k =9)

Coils (k = 5) 0.765 (0.610-0.872)

NBCA (k = 4) 0.751 (0.594-0.861)
Technical success rate (k =11)

Coils (k = 8) 0.893 (0.822-0.938)

NBCA (k = 3) 0.977 (0.949-0.990)
30-day rebleeding rate (k =10)

Coils (k = 6) 0.187 (0.105-0.310)

NBCA (k = 4) 0.165 (0.08-0.303)
Major complication rate (k =7)

Coils (k= 4) 0.049 (0.009-0.225)

NBCA (k = 3) 0.122 (0.044-0.297)
30-day overall mortality rate (k = 7)

Coils (k= 4) 0.092 (0.020-0.334)

NBCA (k = 3) 0.148 (0.003-0.900)

12

7.1%
12.6%

0.0%
0%

16.3%
5.8%

0%
0%

19.6%
80.3%

Psubgroup
0.820

<0.001

0.678

0.100

0.611

Cl, confidence interval; NBCA, n-butyl cyanoacrylate

10



Supplement Fig. S1. Funnel plots of the pooled clinical success rates of transcatheter
arterial embolization (TAE) for nonvariceal upper gastrointestinal bleeding (UGIB) and
lower gastrointestinal bleeding (LGIB).

a. The funnel plot of the pooled clinical success rate of TAE for UGIB.
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b. The funnel plot of the pooled clinical success rates of TAE for LGIB.
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Supplement Fig. S2. Funnel plots of the pooled secondary outcomes of transcatheter
arterial embolization (TAE) for nonvariceal upper gastrointestinal bleeding (UGIB) and
lower gastrointestinal bleeding (LGIB).

a. The funnel plot of the pooled technical success rate of TAE for UGIB.
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b. The funnel plot of the pooled technical success rate of TAE for LGIB.
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C.

Standard Error

Standard Error

The funnel plot of the pooled 30-day rebleeding rate of TAE for UGIB.

30-day rebleeding for UGIB
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The funnel plot of the pooled 30-day rebleeding rate of TAE for LGIB.
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.

Standard Error

Standard Error

The funnel plot of the pooled major complication rate of TAE for UGIB.
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The funnel plot of the pooled major complication rate of TAE for LGIB.
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g. The funnel plot of the pooled 30-day overall mortality rate of TAE for UGIB.

30-day mortality for UGIB
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h. The funnel plot of the pooled 30-day overall mortality rate of TAE for LGIB.
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Supplement Fig. S3. Forest plots of the subgroup analyses of transcatheter arterial
embolization (TAE) for nonvariceal upper gastrointestinal bleeding (UGIB).

a. The forest plot of the pooled technical success rate of TAE for UGIB with coils (C) and NBCA
M.

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Eriksson et al, 2006 7 10 0.700 [0.348;0.933] 8.5%
Katano et al, 2012 12 15 _— 0.800 [0.519;0.957] 9.1%
Wong et al, 2011 23 26 — 0.885 [0.698;0.976] 9.4%
Tahtabasi et al, 2021 6 6 1.000 [0.541;1.000] 3.2%
Song et al, 2011 12 12 —il 1.000 [0.735;1.000] 3.3%
Tipaldi et al, 2018 40 41 — 0.976 [0.871;0.999] 5.6%
Sirvinskas et al, 2017 36 36 — 1.000 [0.903;1.000] 3.4%
Duvnjak et al, 2010 40 40 —— 1.000 [0.912;1.000] 3.4%
_ >
Park et al, 2009 5 5 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 3.2%
Aoki et al, 2016 5 5 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 3.2%
Alrashidi et al, 2021 5 5 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 3.2%
Lee et al, 2007 15 16 —_— 0.938 [0.698;0.998] 5.4%
Loffroy et al, 2021 75 78 — 0.962 [0.892;0.992] 9.8%
Morishita et al, 2013 15 15 — 1.000 [0.782;1.000] 3.4%
Kwon et al, 2018 15 15 il 1.000 [0.782;1.000] 3.4%
Yata et al, 2013 16 16 —i 1.000 [0.794;1.000] 3.4%
Wang et al, 2009 20 20 — 1.000 [0.832;1.000] 3.4%
Mine et al, 2013 21 21 — 1.000 [0.839;1.000] 3.4%
Huang et al, 2014 48 49 —H 0.980 [0.891;0.999] 5.6%
Jae et al, 2007 32 32 e 1.000 [0.891;1.000] 3.4%
Hur et al, 2017 152 152 - 1.000 [0.976;1.000] 3.4%
&
Random effects model 615 <> 0.949 [0.916; 0.970] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: I = 23%, v = 0.5535, p = 0.17 f T T T T T

Test for subgroup differences: y_f =3.55,df =1 (p =0.06) 04

05 06 07 08 09

16



b. The forest plot of the pooled 30-day rebleeding rate of TAE for UGIB with coils (C) and NBCA
N).

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight

Duvnjak et al, 2010 7 40 — 0.175 [0.073;0.328] 8.5%

Sirvinskas et al, 2017 10 36 —_— 0.278 [0.142;0.452] 10.7%

Tahtabasi et al, 2021 2 6 0.333 [0.043;0.777] 2.0%
e

Mine et al, 2013 0 21 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.161] 0.7%
Yata et al, 2013 1 16 —_— 0.062 [0.002; 0.302] 1.4%
Lee et al, 2007 1 15 —_— 0.067 [0.002;0.319] 1.4%
Wang et al, 2009 3 20 —_— 0.150 [0.032;0.379] 3.8%
Loffroy et al, 2021 20 75 — 0.267 [0.171;0.381] 21.7%
Hur et al, 2017 42 152 = 0.276 [0.207;0.355] 44.9%
Kwon et al, 2018 5 15 R 0333 [0.118;0.616] 4.9%
p -
Random effects model 396 << 0.250 [0.195;0.313] 100.0%

I T T T T T T 1
01 02 03 04 05 06 07

Heterogeneity: I° = 24%, +* < 0.0001, p = 0.22
Test for subgroup differences: yf =0.09,df=1(p= 0.769
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c. The forest plot of the pooled major complication rate of TAE for UGIB with coils (C) and NBCA
N).

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight

40 —— 0.000 [0.000;0.088] 6.0%

Duvnjak et al, 2010 0
Sirvinskas et al, 2017 0 36 '— 0.000 [0.000;0.097] 6.0%
Tipaldi et al, 2018 1 41 24— 0.024 [0.001;0.129] 8.9%
Tahtabasi et al, 2021 0 6 0.000 [0.000;0.459] 5.8%
&
Hur et al, 2017 1 152 4—~ 0.007 [0.000;0.036] 9.0%
Huang et al, 2014 1 48 I - 0.021 [0.001;0.111]  9.0%
Mine et al, 2013 0o 21 — 0.000 [0.000;0.161]  6.0%
Wang et al, 2009 0 20 '-— 0.000 [0.000;0.168]  5.9%
Loffroy et al, 2021 2 75 - 0.027 [0.003;0.093] 11.9%
Morishita et al, 2013 0 15 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.218] 5.9%
Kwon et al, 2018 0 15 '—‘— 0.000 [0.000;0.218] 5.9%
Aoki et al, 2016 0 5 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 5.7%
Yata et al, 2013 5 16 0.312 [0.110;0.587] 14.0%
<
Random effects model 490 <> 0.035 [0.017; 0.071] 100.0%

r T T T T 1
01 02 03 04 05

Heterogeneity: /* = 53%, * = 1.0132, p = 0.01
Test for subgroup differences: yf =0.85,df=1(p= 0.369
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d. The forest plot of the pooled 30-dayoverall mortality rate of TAE for UGIB with coils (C) and

Study Events Total

Tipaldi et al, 2018 4 41 —0——-—

Tahtabasi et al, 2021 1 6

Duvnjak et al, 2010 7 40 —
e

Mine et al, 2013 0 21 —_—

Yata et al, 2013 1 16 —

Lee et al, 2007 2 16 —&—

Hur et al, 2017 34 152 —

Loffroy et al, 2021 19 75 B

Kwon et al, 2018 5 15

Wang et al, 2009 9 20 f—

e ——
Random effects model 402 e

Heterogeneity: I = 47%, t* = 0.1964, p = 0.05 !

Test for subgroup differences: yf =3.73,df=1(p= 0.059

0.1

T T T T 1
02 03 04 05 06

Proportion

0.098
0.167
0.175

0.000
0.062
0.125
0.224
0.253
0.333
0.450

0.207

95%-Cl

[0.027; 0.231]
[0.004; 0.641]
[0.073; 0.328]

[0.000; 0.161]
[0.002; 0.302]
[0.016;0.383]
[0.160; 0.298]
[0.160; 0.367)
[0.118;0.616]
[0.231; 0.685]

[0.132; 0.311]

Weight

10.2%
3.5%
13.1%

2.2%
3.8%
6.3%
20.7%
18.2%
9.8%
12.2%

100.0%
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Supplement Fig. S4. Forest plots of the subgroup analyses of transcatheter arterial
embolization (TAE) for nonvariceal lower gastrointestinal bleeding (LGIB).
a. The forest plot of the pooled clinical success rate of TAE for LGIB with coils (C) and NBCA (N).

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Kwon et al, 2019 5 8 0.625 [0.245;0.915] 4.4%
D'Othée et al, 2006 8 12 0.667 [0.349;0.901] 6.3%
Ahmed et al, 2015 23 32 —_— 0.719 [0.533;0.863] 15.3%
Teng et al, 2013 17 21 —_— 0.810 [0.581;0.946] 7.7%
Kwak et al, 2009 14 17 —_— 0.824 [0.566;0.962] 5.9%
Nawai et al, 2006 5 5 _— 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 1.1%
Shimohira et al, 2015 5 5 _— 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 1.1%
Horiguchi et al, 2003 6 6 _— 1.000 [0.541;1.000] 1.1%
Kinoshita et al, 2021 17 17 —_— 1.000 [0.805; 1.000] 1.2%
-
Huang et al, 2011 1 16 _— 0.688 [0.413;0.890] 8.2%
Kwon et al, 2019 60 81 — 0.741 [0.631,0.832] 36.9%
Frodsham et al, 2009 10 13 S 0.769 [0.462;0.950] 5.5%
Zhao et al, 2016 6 7 0.857 [0.421;0.996] 2.0%
Kwon et al, 2018 5 5 _— 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 1.1%
Yata et al, 2013 18 19 _— 0.947 [0.740;0.999] 2.2%
-
Random effects model 264 > 0.765 [0.705; 0.815] 100.0%

r T T T T T T 1
03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Heterogeneity: /> = 0%, t* =0, p = 0.61
Test for subgroup differences: %} = 0.04, df = 1 (p = 0.85)
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b. The forest plot of the pooled technical success rate of TAE for LGIB with coils (C) and NBCA
N).

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Ahmed et al, 2015 32 38 — 0.842 [0.687;0.940] 24.8%
Teng et al, 2013 22 26 —_— 0.846 [0.651;0.956] 17.8%
D'Othée et al, 2006 17 19 —_— 0.895 [0.669;0.987] 10.1%
Nawai et al, 2006 5 5 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 2.7%
Shimohira et al, 2015 5 5 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 2.7%
Koganemaru et al, 2016 5 5 1.000 [0.478;1.000] 2.7%
Funaki et al, 2001 25 27 —_— 0.926 [0.757;0.991] 10.4%
Horiguchi et al, 2003 6 6 1.000 [0.541;1.000] 2.8%
DeBarros et al, 2002 16 16 L 1.000 [0.794;1.000] 2.9%
Kwak et al, 2009 17 17 —_— 1.000 [0.805;1.000] 2.9%
Kinoshita et al, 2021 17 17 —_— 1.000 [0.805;1.000] 2.9%
Kuo et al, 2003 22 22 —_— 1.000 [0.846;1.000] 2.9%
R 2 P [0. v

Kwon et al, 2018 6 6 1.000 [0.541;1.000] 2.8%
Zhao et al, 2016 7 7 1.000 [0.590;1.000] 2.8%
Frodsham et al, 2009 14 14 —_— 1.000 [0.768;1.000] 2.9%
Yata et al, 2013 23 23 —_— 1.000 [0.852;1.000] 2.9%
Huang et al, 2011 27 27 —_— 1.000 [0.872;1.000] 2.9%
Random effects model 280 << 0.914 [0.877; 0.940] 100.0%

r T T T T 1
0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

Heterogeneity: /> = 0%, v* = 0.0495, p = 0.87
Test for subgroup differences: %° = 11.00, df = 1 (p <0.()1?'s
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c. The forest plot of the pooled 30-day rebleeding rate of TAE for LGIB with coils (C) and NBCA
M.

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Kinoshita et al, 2021 0o 17 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.195] 1.2%
Horiguchi et al, 2003 0 e — 0.000 [0.000;0.459] 1.2%
Shimohira et al, 2015 0 5 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 1.2%
Teng et al, 2013 2 22 —_— 0.091 [0.011;0.292] 4.7%
Funaki et al, 2001 3 25 —a— 0.120 [0.025;0.312] 6.8%
Kwon et al, 2019 1 6 ¢ 0.167 [0.004;0.641] 2.1%
Kwak et al, 2009 3 17 _ 0.176 [0.038;0.434] 6.3%
Nawai et al, 2006 1 5 0.200 [0.005;0.716] 2.1%
Ahmed et al, 2015 9 38 —a— 0.237 [0.114;0.402] 17.6%
D'Othée et al, 2006 5 17 — 0.294 [0.103;0.560]  9.0%
‘ =

Yata et al, 2013 1 23 — 0.043 [0.001;0.219] 2.5%
Kwon et al, 2018 0 6 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.459] 1.2%
Huang et al, 2011 3 27 —_— 0.111 [0.024;0.292] 6.8%
Zhao et al, 2016 1 7 0.143 [0.004;0.579] 2.2%
Kwon et al, 2019 14 74 — 0.189 [0.107;0.297] 29.1%
Frodsham et al, 2009 3 14 0.214 [0.047;0.508] 6.0%
Random effects model 309 O 0.171 [0.134;0.216] 100.0%

r T T T T T T 1
01 02 03 04 05 06 07

Heterogeneity: /> = 0%, * =0, p = 0.77
Test for subgroup differences: % = 0.25,df =1 (p = 0629
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d. The forest plot of the pooled major complication rate of TAE for LGIB with coils (C) and NBCA
N).

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Ahmed et al, 2015 0 38 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.093] 2.6%
Kwak et al, 2009 0 17 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.195] 2.6%
Kinoshita et al, 2021 0 17 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.195] 2.6%
Horiguchi et al, 2003 0 6 0.000 [0.000;0.459] 2.5%
Nawai et al, 2006 0 5 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 2.5%
Shimohira et al, 2015 0 5 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 2.5%
Koganemaru et al, 2016 0 5 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 2.5%
D'Othée et al, 2006 2 17 —_— 0.118 [0.015;0.364] 9.5%
Kwon et al, 2019 1 7 0.143 [0.004;0.579] 4.6%
<>
Frodsham et al, 2009 0 14 —_— 0.000 [0.000;0.232] 2.6%
Zhao et al, 2016 0 0.000 [0.000;0.410] 2.5%
Kwon et al, 2018 0 6 0.000 [0.000;0.459] 2.5%
Kwon et al, 2019 9 80 — 0.113 [0.053;0.203] 42.9%
Yata et al, 2013 4 23 —_— 0.174 [0.050;0.388] 17.7%
=
Random effects model 247 O 0.100 [0.072;0.138] 100.0%

r T T T T 1
01 02 03 04 05

Heterogeneity: /> = 0%, v =0, p = 0.92
Test for subgroup differences: 7_f =251,df=1(p= 0.119
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e. The forest plot of the pooled 30-dayoverall mortality rate of TAE for LGIB with coils (C) and
NBCA (N).

Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl Weight
Kinoshita et al, 2021 0 17 e, 0.000 [0.000;0.195] 5.6%
D'Othée et al, 2006 0 12 — 0.000 [0.000;0.265] 5.5%
Kwak et al, 2009 1 17 —_— 0.059 [0.001;0.287] 8.7%
Horiguchi et al, 2003 0 6 0.000 [0.000;0.459] 5.4%
Nawai et al, 2006 0 5 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 5.4%
Shimohira et al, 2015 0 5 : 0.000 [0.000;0.522] 5.4%
Teng et al, 2013 5 26 0.192 [0.066;0.394] 15.8%
Yata et al, 2013 1 23 - 0.043 [0.001;0.219] 8.7%
Zhao et al, 2016 0 7 S 0.000 [0.000;0.410] 5.4%
Frodsham et al, 2009 1 14 —a— 0.071 [0.002;0.339] 8.6%
Kwon et al, 2018 1 6 - 0.167 [0.004;0.641] 8.1%
Huang et al, 2011 12 27 0.444 [0.255;0.647] 17.5%
Random effects model 165 0.114 [0.061; 0.205] 100.0%

Heterogeneity: I° = 48%, * = 0.7454, p = 0.03
Test for subgroup differences: 3> = 0.46,df =1 (p = 0.509
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