A alpha blocker Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

r Mean Total Mean Total Weigh Ran 1 IV, Ran % Cl
1.1.1 Alfuzosin 10 mg 15t week
Beddingfield et al 21 669 26 23 6.82 29 19.0% -2.00[-5.57,1.57] =T
Deliis et al 181 84 50 214 84 50 224%  -3.30[-6.59,-0.01] —
Nazim et al 19.25 592 65 2275 592 65 586%  -3.50[5.54,-1.46] L
Subtotal (95% CI) 141 144 100.0%  -3.17[4.73,-1.61] +

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.52, df= 2 (P= 0.77), F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=3.99 (P < 0.0001)

1.1.2 Tamsulosin 0.4 mg 1st week

Damiano et al 141 62 38 264 62 37 327% -1230[15.11,-9.49) -
Dellis et al 179 88 50 214 88 50 303%  -3.50[-6.95-0.09 -
Wang et al” 2096 338 79 3159 469 75 37.0% -10.63[11.93,-9.33) -
Subtotal (95% CI) 167 162 100.0% -9.01[-13.15, 4.88] <*

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 11.60, Chi*=17.06, df= 2 (P = 0.0002), F= 88%
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.27 (P < 0.0001)

1.1.3 Alfuzosin 10 mg 4th or 6th week

Deliveliotis et al 216 73 50 281 77 50 500% -6.50(9.44,-3.56) =
Dellis et al 1544 965 50 1926 965 50 30.2%  -382(7.60,-0.04) -
Park et al 221 5 20 281 73 12 198% -6.00[10.68,-1.32) -
Subtotal (95% CI) 120 112 100.0%  -559 [-7.67,-3.51] L

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.24, df= 2 (P = 0.54); F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z= 5.27 (P < 0.00001)

1.1.4 Tamsulosin 0.4 mg 4th or 6th week

Deliis et al 149 1 50 1926 11 50 100.0%  -4.36 [-8.67,-0.05) !
Subtotal (95% CI) 50 50 100.0%  -4.36[-8.67,-0.05]
Heterogeneity: Not applicable

Test for overall effect: Z=1.98 (P = 0.05)
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B alpha blocker Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
z al Mea : ei IV. Random, 9 Random, 95%
1.2.1 Alfuzosin 10 mg 1st week
Beddingfield et al 2689 17.48 26 3489 151 29 13.7% -8.00 [-16.68, 0.68]
Deliis et al 148 883 50 183 883 50 86.3% -3.50 [-6.96, -0.04]
Subtotal (95% Cl) 76 79 100.0% -4.12[-7.33, -0.90]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.89, df=1 (P = 0.35), F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=2.51 (P=0.01)

1.2.2 Tamsulosin 0.4 mg 1st week

Damiano et al 42 87 38 216 87 37 336% -17.40[-21.34,-13.46) =

Dellis et al 134 124 50 183 124 50 325% -4.90 [-9.76,-0.04] —8-
Wang et al* 994 965 79 133 133 75 339% -3.36 [-7.05,0.33] —
Subtotal (95% Cl) 167 162 100.0%  -8.58 [-17.69, 0.53] -

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 60.21; Chi*= 29.15, df= 2 (P < 0.00001), I = 83%
Testfor overall effect Z= 1.85 (P = 0.06)

1.2.3 Alfuzosin 10 mg 4th or 6th week

Deliveliotis et al 146 64 50 1745 64 50 69.9% -2.85(-5.36,-0.34) i)
Dellis et al 12 1106 50 1638 1106 50 23.4% -4.381-8.72,-0.04) ==}
Parketal 82 1048 20 162 119 12 66% -8.00[-16.15,0.15] |
Subtotal (95% CI) 120 112 100.0% -3.55 [-5.65, -1.45] *

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 1.59, df= 2 (P = 0.45), F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 3,32 (P = 0.0009)

1.2.4 Tamsulosin 0.4 mg 4th or 6th week

Deliis etal 11147 1316 50 1638 1316 50 100.0%  -5.21 [-10.37,-0.05] t
Subtotal (95% Cl) 50 50 100.0% -5.21 [-10.37, -0.05])

Heterogeneity. Not applicable

Test for overall effect. Z=1.98 (P = 0.05)
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S2. Urinary symptoms (A) and pain (B) index score of the Ureteral Stent Symptom Ques-
tionnaire in subgroup analyses. CI=confidence interval; SD =standard deviation.





