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Supplementary figure S1. Funnel plot of included studies for placebo versus PDES5-Is
efficacy. Circles indicate series with low risk of bias. Squares represent studies with

higher risk of bias.
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Heterogeneity: between-study variance = 2.62; 95% Cr (0,003 to 21.552)
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Supplementary figure S2. Summary forest plot table. H-H trials, head-to-head trials;

NMA, network meta-analysis; Crl, credible interval; PI, prediction interval
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Supplementary figure S3. Summary forest plot table for PDES-Is safety versus placebo.

H-H trials, head-to-head trials; NMA, network meta-analysis; Crl, credible interval; PI,

prediction interval

Regqular On-demand Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgrou Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
3.4.1 daily use
Christian P. Pavlovich et al 2013 1 34 0 0 03%  26E[011,8287] * *
Montarsi et al 2008 141 207 136 204 B57% 1.02[0.89,1.17]
Montorsi et al 2014 55 1349 62 142 204% 0.91 [0.69,1.20]
Subtotal (95% CI) 380 376 95.3%  0.99[0.87,1.12]
Total events 187 188

Heterageneity: Chi®= 097, df=2{(P=062), F=0%
Testfor averall effect Z=0.15 (P = 0.88)

3.4.2 three times/week

Lutfi Canatetal 2014 16 38 10 40 47% 1.68[0.88, 3.24] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 38 40 47%  1.68[0.88,3.24] —eaEiREae——
Total events 16 10

Heterogeneity: Mot applicable
Testfor overall effect Z=1.86 (P=012)

Total (95% CI) 418 416 100.0%  1.02 [0.90, 1.16] <>
Total events 213 208
Heterageneity: Chi®= 3.32, df=3{(P=035);, F=10%

Testfor averall effect Z=036 (P=0.72)

Test for subaroun differences: Chi*= 244, df=1 (P=012). F=59.1%
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Supplementary figure S4. Forest plot of regular regimen safety versus on-demand group:

Relative risk (RR) of TEAEs rate



