Experimental  Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Random,95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
29060/ 449 (8) 19 108 4 85 0T% 242(0.67,6.76] —
29060/ 449 (B) 33 12 4 85 0T% 4.08 [1.51, 10.86]

20060448 (4) 27 106 6 5 10% 247 [0.85, 4.91) ==
29060/448 (8) 30 108 6 52 1.0% 2.45[1.09,6.52]

29060/785 (&) 14103 27 4% 1.683[0.44,7.59) —
29060/785 (8) 16 9 2 04% 247 (053,883 —
28060/785 (C) 19 107 22 04% 231 [0.57,9.29) —
28060/785 (D) 18 100 2 2 04% 208[0.61,8.48] .
Andreoli et al. 2002 33 17 13128 16% 256[1.41,4.83]

Ball et al (2014) 19 79 779 0% 271 [1.21,6.09)

Bose 2008 19 130 8 134 11% 245 [1.11,5.39) =
Burke et al. (4) 2002 21 19 6 122 08% 3.58 [1.60, 8.58]

Burke et al. (B) 2002 14 125 6 122 08% 228(0.90,5.73]

Burke et al. {C) 2002 2 115 6 132 0.9% 3.58[1.50,8.52]

Cagsano etal. 1986 2 181 6 149 1.0% 4.47 [1.61,10.47)

Claghorn 1882a 13 3 235 04% 6.32 [1.54, 25.99]

Claghorn et al. 1996 " 47 4 48 0T% 268(092,7.84] 1
Cohin et al. 1985 15 54 3 58 05% 537 [1.65,17.53]

GCohn etal. 1991 13 a0 740 10% 1.86 (0.63, 4.16] L
Coleman etal. 1989 % 15 14131 16% 1.85 [1.08, 3.56) ==
Coleman et al. 2001 18 164 4152 17% 0.74[0.42,1.31] T
Corrigan etal. 2000 6 33 73 0E% 0.88[0.33,2.35] —_— T
Croftetal. 1999 ¥ 18 12119 16% 341 [1.71,5.66) !
Davidson et al. 2002 a0 24 116 23% 1.79[1.16, 2.75) =
Dominguez etal. 1985 14 3 131 02%  12.40[1.73,80.95]

Duké et al. 2009 7oa 5 138 06% 31201.03,9.43)

Duribar et al. 1991 67 240 29 40 25% 2.31[1.55,3.44] —
Dunlop etal (&) 15 105 32 0E% 0.95 [0.30, 2.99] e
Dunlop etal (B) 33 104 318 06% 2.01(0.69, 5.89] -

Dunlop etal () 32 107 319 6% 1.68 (0.4, 5.57) o

Fabre 1992 13 39 2 38 04% 6.33 [1.53, 26.20]

Fabre etal. 1987 170 012 0% 6.23 [0.40, 67.35] —

Fabre etal. 1895 91 278 1481 19% 2.20[1.32, 3.68) ==
Fabre et al. 1996 14 a8 8 4 11% 1.67 [0.78, 3.59) e
Fava et al. 2005 4 47 743 0E% 0.52(0.15,1.66] —
Feighner et al. 1989a 1% 8 8 48 11% 1.8 [0.69, 3.99] o
Feighner et al. 19890 1" Ell 318 DA% 225[0.72,7.04) -
Feighner et al. 1999 120 521 14128 19% 2121.26,3.57)

Goldstein et al (2002) 6 33 a 70 0E% 1.41[0.55, 3.64] —_1
Goldstein etal, 2004 1487 2 83 04% 7.16 [1.68, 30.56]

Griebel etal. 2012 a 8 84 4 TE DA% 1.7 [0.66, 5.69] —

Griehel etal. 20120 19 80 5 77T 8% 3.66(1.44,9.31]

Higuehi et al. (&) 2011 27 18 786 1% 2.06 [0.94, 4.58] —
Higuchi et al. (8) 2011 14 83 786 09% 2.07 [0.68, 4.88]

Kasper (4) 2005 12 173 280 04% 342[0.71,13.66] -

Kasper (E) 2005 12 184 180 02% 6.50[0.87, 49.83) T
Kasperetal. 1995 3 10 11108 15% 364(2.09,7.04] Ry
Kasper etal. 2011 1140 0T L% 1.53 [0.06, 37.13]

Kiew 1302 738 5 40 07% 1.47 [0.51, 4.28) e
Leamed etal. 2012 26 166 12 158 14% 2.04[1.0,3.89] o
Lepola et al. (4) 2003 27 155 7T 1% 1.92(0.67,4.20] R
Lepola etal. (B) 2003 23 160 7T 1% 1.58[0.71,352) -
LYh-MD-06 6 79 483 05% 1.77 [0.52, 6.04) —

Lydiard etal. 1989 6 18 418 0E% 1,60 [0.61,2.43] A CE
Lydiard etal. 1997 14 132 12 128 1.2% 1.14[0.55,2.37)

Man et al (2015) 0 19 0 18 01%  19.95[1.35,317.37] _—
WeGrath et al. 2000 16 49 382 0E% 5.66 [1.75, 18.23]

WY1 043/BRL-020060/ 15 (4) 7 284 788 12% 226[1.10, 4.64) =
W-1043/BRL-029060 15 {B) 70 289 75 1.2% 204(0.99,4.21) ERE
M-1045/BRL-0290601 (PAR1 28) (4 107 387 1M 70 1T% 1.91[1.08,3.35] —
WY-1045/BRL-0290601 (PAR128) (B) 81 351 M0 1T% 1.47 [0.63, 261] e
NCTO0BEES2S (4) Hoam 8 108 1.2% 1.73[0.84, 3.58] .
NCT00668525 (B) 37 3 8 109 1.2% 1,68 (0.75,3.24] N
NCT01020799 7 a0 4 89 05% 3.46 [1.06, 11.26]

NCT01473381 55 282 23 21 21% 238[161,3.77) ]
Nemeroff et al. 2007 2 104 8 102 11% 2.70[1.26,5.78) =
Nierenberg etal (2007 33 274 12 137 15% 1.38[0.73,2.8) o
Norton etal. 1984 12 5 25 1.0% 31411.38,7.17) Ea
Olie etal.1997 % 129 12129 14% 247 [1.18,440] e
PAR 29060.07.001 1213 a 12 27% 1.23[0.86,1.77) ST
Perahia etal (2008) 6 97 183 02% 6.12(0.75, 48.93] b
Peselow etal. 18833 8 40 442 0E% 210(0.69,8.43] e
Rapapor (%) 2008 18 164 6 83 0.9% 1.63[0.67,3.95] -
Rapaport (B) 2008 18 173 783 10% 1.32[0.57,3.08) ——
Ratti etal. 2011 31 1m 14120 16% 2.21[1.24,3.95) e
Reimherr et al. 1990 53 149 13150 17% 410(2.34,7.20] =
Rickels t al. 1986 4 18 3 4% 1.78 [0.45, 6.97) —_
Rickels etal. 1952 12 & 385 05% 3.93[1.17,13.16]

Roose 2004 6 &7 6 80 D% 1.03[0.35, 3.08] —
Rudolph etal. 1999 20 103 1498 15% 1.36[0.73,2.54] R
Schatzhery 2006 23 1m0 14 95 16% 1.58 [0.86, 2.88] —
Schneider 2003 59 171 2 I 21% 6.49 (4.0, 10.42] =
SCT-MD 02 (% 2002 w12 8 B4 11% 1.28[0.60, 2.74] ==
SCT-MD 02 (B) 2002 18 123 8 63 11% 1.15 [0.63, 2.50] T L
SCT-MD-13 135 8 132 11% 244[112,5.35) =
SCT-MD-26 18 154 a 158 1.0% 1,57 [0.70, 3.51] e
SCT-MD-27 () 25 13 6 B8 1.0% 2.08[0.80, 4.84) =
SCT-MD-27 (8) 4 138 6 67 1.0% 194083, 2.52) A=
SCT-MD-35 10 138 8 135 08% 1.22[0.40,3.00] —
Sheenan etal. 2009 L 15 95 17% 1.92[1.10,333] —
Shrivastava etal. 1992 10 40 340 0E% 3.33[0.89, 11.22)

Smith et al.1882 10 39 3 38 05% 3.2 [0.87, 10.80)

Srameketal. 1995 177 8 T2 11% 213(0.98, 4.61] ERE
Wiade et al. 2002 17 19 7 o183 0.9% 2.40[1.02,5.66) —
Wialczak etal. 1998 126 400 a0 00 27% 240 [1.45, 3.01) e
Wang etal 2014 17 168 30 156 24% 1.66[1.04,2.32) —
WELL AK130927 30 138 21141 19% 1.46(0.68,2.42) R
Total (95% CI) 12257 8491 100.0% 2.09[1.90, 2.30] +
Total events 2524

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.05; Ch=129.71, df= 96 (P = 0.01}; F=28% b5 + + oo

Testfor overall effect 2= 15.45 (P < 0.00001)

Favours SSRI

Favours placebo



