acarbose

sulphomylurea

Mean Difference

Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI I, Fixed, 95% CI
4.1.1 Acarbose 150mg'd

Chen 2004 -1.81 187 32 173 1849 ao 2E% -0.08[1.02 086 .
Subtotal (95% CI) 32 30 2.6% -0.08 [-1.02, 0.86] ~oal--
Heterogeneity: Mot applicahle

Testfor overall effect: Z=017 (F=0.87)

4.1.2 Acarbose 300ma’d

Fizcher 2003 0 163 25 1.3 1.06 27 4.0%  1.30([0.55, 2.04] —
Hanefald 2002 04 213 11 -0.8 1.62 a 0.8% 1.20[-0.49 2849

Hasegawa 2008 -0.2 044 13 -03 0349 13 224% 010022, 042 o

Hu 2012 -1.29 077 34 -1.48 081 3 16.2% 019019, 057 ™

Li 2007 -0.94 1.98 0 103 151 a0 29% 009080 098 I R
Li 2008 -26 1.21 32 -2.683 127 a0 B6.0% -0.07[-0.69, 0.55] S
Rosenthal 2002 -05 143 3z -0z 181 | 38% -030[111,041] -1
Salman 2001 -1.8 1.47 27 222 086 a0 87% 040[0.23,1.03 T
YWan de Laar 2004 -1.1 1.68 32 -1.8 154 43 40% 0.70[-0.045,1.449] —
Yiang 19949 -1.2 1.92 32 -1.21 1.4 a0 30% 0.01[-0.86 088] I R
Yang 2007 -2T 0493 O -2& 088 TR O262% -0.20[F04A0, 010 -

Yang 2010 -218 273 68 -1.86 277 66 26% -019[1.12 0.74] I
Subtotal (95% CI) 406 417 97.4% 0.10[-D.05, 0.25] »
Heterogeneity, Chi®= 20582, df=11 (P = 0.04); F= 46%

Testfor averall effect: £=1.27 (P=0.20)

Total (95% CI) 438

447 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Chi®= 20,65, df=12 (P = 0.06), F= 42%

Testfor averall effect: £=1.23(P=022

0.09 [-0.06, 0.25]

r

2

a0 1

2

Testfor subaroun difierences: ChiF= 014, df= 1 (P = 0,713, F= 0% Favours acarhose  Favours sulphonylurea

S12 Fig. Sensitivity analysis: Glucose lowering effect (reduction of HbA,.) of acarbose versus
sulphonylureas (use a fixed-effect model instead)



