Early RRT

1.2.1 Gwerall KU mortality

Bowman 2002 23 o 10
Combes 2015 49 MMz 44
Wald 2015 13 L 1] 16
Subtolal (35%% CI) 230

Tatal everls 85 i

Hataroganaity: Taw® = 0.00; Ghi®= 058 df = 2 (P = Q.75) 1= 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.57 [P = 0.57)

1.2.2 Owarall hospital mortality

Bownan 2002 iy | 7O 14
Combes 2015 80 ne a4
Durmeaz 2002 1 21 T
Jamale 2013 21 102 13
Pursnani 1997 4 18 S
Wald 2015 18 AE ia
Subtolal {35% CI} M

Total avanis 123 102

Hataroganaity: Taw?® = 0.08; ChiE= 733 df = 5 P = 0.20) IF = 32%

Test for overall eftact: £ = 0.36 (P =0.72)

1.2.3 Owarall day 14 mortality

Sugahara 2004 2 14 12
Sublotal (35% CI} 14
Taotal avernis 2 12

Hateroganeity: Mol apphcable
Tesl far averall effect: £ = 3.32 (F = QL0005

1.2.4 Qwerall day F0 mortality

Bowman 200z 0 T ]
Combes 2015 40 Mz 40
Dwrmaz 2002 1 21 v
Saudry 2018 123 32 134
Payen 2009 21 ar 19
Zarbook 2016 £ Mz a5
Subtoltal {35% CI} EB4

Tatal avarls 255 i

Hatarsganeity: Tau® = 0.07, Chi*= 838, ol = 5 (P =014}, IF = 40%:

Tes far averall affect: Z = 0,82 (F = 0.358)

1.2.5 Owerall day B0 mortality

Caombes 2015 48 Nz 42
Gaudry 2016 150 M2 153
Larbock 2016 A3 "Mz 60
Subtotal {35% CI) 538

Total evanils 241 235

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0,.04; Chi® = 358, df = 2 (P = 0,17k P = 44%

Tas1 for averall effect: Z = 0,58 (P = 0.55)

1.2.6 Owarall day 30 mortality

Combes 2015 51 1z 43
Wald 2015 148 4B 189
Zarbock 2016 44 Mz 5
Subtolal {95% CI) T2

I'otal avams 113 12T

Hetersganeity: Tau® = 013 Chi* = 588, df = 2 {P = 0.05); ¥ = E7%

Tesd far averall effect: £ = 0,36 (P = 3.72)

Tatal (05% Cl) 2087
Tatal avams. 219 B0

Hataroganeity: Tau® = 0.0 ChiF = 38,36, df = 21 (P = 0008 F=47%

Test for overall affect: £ = 0.87 (P = 0.39)

Tesal far subgrous diferances: Chif = 1219, &f = 5 (P = 0.03}, P = 59.0%
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Figure S 1 a: Period -wise mortality
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Early RRT Late RRT

211 Mixed surgical and medical patients

Bowman et al. 20 o a 36 T.2%
Gaudry 2018 180 A2 153 30B Z286%
Jarnale 20113 21 1az 13 106 T.8%
Payen 2009 20 ar 19 35 124%
Pursnani 1997 B 18 & 17 1%
\Wald 2015 18 48 19 53 104%
Zarbook 2016 44 12 85 118 17.8%
Subtotal (35% CI) E93 BT 81.3%
Taotal evenls 277 ZA5

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.01; Chit = 7,091, df = 6 {P = 0.28); F = 24%,
Tasi for overall affact; £ = 044 [P = 0u§6)

2.1.2 Surgical Patients

Combes 2015 43 1z 40 112 152%
Drrmiaz 2002 1 21 7 23 1.1%
Sugahara 2004 2 14 12 14 2.4%
Sublotal (35% CI) 147 148 18T
Total awanis 43 59

Hateroganeity: Tau® =138, Chif = 1024, df = 2 (P = D.0DG), I* = 80°%
Test for averall effect £ = 1,35 (P = 0.18)

Total (B5% CI)
Taotal avants 320 42

Hateroganslty: Tau® = 0.05; Chif = 17 43, df = 9 (P = 0.04); 1* = 50%
Test for overall alfect £ = 067 (P = 0.50)

Test far guibgroun diferences: Chif= 1.67, df = 1 (P = 0.20), F= 40.2%
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Figure S 1 b: Subgroup; Mixed Vs surgical patients
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Risk Ratio

Early RRT Late RRT Risk Ratic
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 395% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Jamala H1E 6 102 6 106 336N 104 0,31, 3.48]
Weld 2015 1 43 2 32 13.2% .54 [0.05, 5.73]
Zarback 2018 a 12 B 119 53.2% 120 [D.4B8, 2.99]
Total (5% CI) 263 ETTO100007% 1.06 [0.53, 212)
Total everts 15 15
Helerogeneity: Chif = 0,38, df = 2 (P = 0.83) FF = 0% oo o ] i Py
Test for overall effect: Z = 016 (P = 0L.848) Favours [Early RRT] Fawvours [Laie RRT]

Fig S1 c: Dialysis dependence on day 90



Early RET Late RRET Rizk Ratio Rizk Ratio

Study or Subgrowp Ewvants Total Ewents Total Weight RM-H. Random, 35% Ci M-H, Random, #5% €I
Bropurman 2002 50 T 27 3 3% DAs [TE, 1.21]
Combas 2015 61 112 B9 11F  35.4% OLEE [T, 1.11]
Zarbock 2018 L=l 112 46 118 30.5% 1.32 [1.04, 1.B4] L
Total (35% CI) Z0a4d 287 1000 1.04 D60, 1.35]
Tatal evenls i | 142

&= - = = = S E= k t T t 1
Hatarogeneity: Tau® = 0.04; Chi* = 657, df = 2 (P = 0.04); 1*= T0% a0 oA 7 10 00

Tast for overall effect: Z = 0030 (P = 0.77)

Fig S 1 d: Recovery of renal functions by day 90
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