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Recanalization ~ No recanalization

SMD
IV, random, 95% Cl

JoS

SMD
IV, random, 95% Cl

Study or subgroup Mean SD Total Mean Total Weight

Delgado-Mederos et al,, 2008 1469 243 44 1511 319 36 20.4% -0.15 [-0.59, 0.29]

Molina et al., 2009 150 27 17 157 21 18 8.9% -0.28 [-0.95, 0.38] «

Tsivgoulis et al., 2007 152 27 94 157 21 257  70.7% -0.22 [-0.46, 0.02] _

Total (95% Cl) 155 311 100.0% -0.21 [-0.41, -0.01] —~eli—

Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi?>=0.13, df=2 (P=0.94); I>=0% t t - -
L7 ) -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5

Test for overall effect: 7=2.07 (P-0.04) Favours no recanalization Favours recanalization

Recanalization ~ No recanalization . SMD SMD

Study or subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, random, 95% Cl IV, random, 95% Cl

Delgado-Mederos et al., 2008 795 122 44 848 193 36 69.2% -0.33 [-0.78, 0.11] I 2—gwG

Molina et al., 2009 76 14 17 80 18 18  30.8% -0.24 [-0.91, 0.42]

Total (95% Cl) 61 54 100.0% -0.30 [-0.67, 0.06] — Tt

Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi?>=0.05, df=1 (P=0.82); I>=0% _% _0’5 0 O.:5

Test for overall effect: Z=1.62 (P=0.11)

Favours no recanalization Favours recanalization

Forest plots evaluating the association of pre-treatment (A) systolic blood pressure levels and (B) diastolic blood pressure levels
with recanalization. SMD, standardized mean difference; SD, standard deviation; IV, intravenous; Cl, confidence interval.
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