
 

 

 

 

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL 

 



Table S1. List of included studies 

 

PSM: propensity score match; POS: prospective observational study, RS: retrospective study

First author Year Institution Study period Type of 

study 

Type of SU Number 

SU 

Number 

AVR 

Mean follow up 

SU (years) 

Mean follow up AVR 

(years) 

Muneretto[1] 2014 University of Brescia, 

Italy 

October 2010 to 

February 2013 

PSM Perceval S 204 204 1.9+0.6 2+0.8 

Gilmanov[2] 2014 Pasquinucci Hospital, 

Massa, Italy 

August 2004 to 

January 2014 

PSM Perceval S 133 133 1.5+0.6 4.5+1.5 

Dalen[3] 2015 Six European Centers 
June 2007 to April 

2014 

PSM Perceval S 171 171 2.7+2.1 4.2+1.7 

Santarpino[4] 2013 Klinicum Nurnberg, 

Nuremberg, Germany 

March 2010 to 

December 2011 

POS Perceval S 50 50 none none 

D’Onofrio[5] 2012 Three Italian Centers 
March 2011 to 

September 2011 

PSM Perceval S 31 112 none none 

Shrestha[6] 2013 Hannover Medical 

school, Germany 

April 2007 to 

December 2012 

RS Perceval S 50 70 1.8+1.4 2.6+1.3 



Figure S1. Risk of bias summary: review authors' judgements about each risk of bias item for included study. 

 

 



Figure S2. Funnel plot for the meta analysis of the mortality of Perceval valve compared with conventional 

prosthesis.
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