Appendix 3. Comparisons with Placebo

Fig 1. Forest Plot of Change from Baseline in PANSS Total Score Compared to Placebo
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* Statistically significant compared to placebo

Dashed line at 0 represents no difference from placebo.



Fig 2. Forest Plot of Change from Baseline in CGI-S Score Compared to Placebo
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Fig 3. Forest Plot of Response Rates Compared to Placebo
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Dashed line at 1 represents no difference from placebo.

Response was defined as a 220% improvement in PANSS total score with 3 exceptions: Mozes
2006 and Findling 2012 reported it as 230% improvement in PANSS total score and Jensen 2008

reported it as 240% improvement in PANSS total score.



Fig 4. Forest Plot of Change from Baseline in Body Weight Compared to Placebo
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Fig 5. Forest Plot of Change from Baseline in Serum Glucose Compared to Placebo
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Fig 6. Forest Plot of Change from Baseline in Total Cholesterol Compared to Placebo
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Fig 7. Forest Plot of Change from Baseline in Triglycerides Compared to Placebo
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Fig 8. Forest Plot of All-Cause Discontinuation Compared to Placebo
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Fig 9. Forest Plot of Discontinuation Due to Adverse Events Compared to Placebo

Lurasidone
Ziprasidone

0.45 (0.16, 1.22

Y
+§—| 0.99 (0.45, 2.30
Risperidone H—e ! 2.38 (0.57, 13.56
—e
h—e

Aripiprazole ! 2.54 (0.70, 14.48

—_— = = -

(
Asenapine | 2.67 (0.82,12.47
Quetiapine ° - | 3.29 (0.92, 16.75
Olanzapine i *
o | * 7.76 (1.23, 87.44)
Paliperidone ER 1+ | °
: 23.12 (2.38, 778.70)
(I) :1 £I3 1I2 1I6 2IO 2I4 2I8 3I2 3I6
Odds Ratio (95% Crl)
<C-:‘reater Odds for Placebo Greater Odds for Intervention

* Statistically significant compared to placebo

Dashed line at 1 represents no difference from placebo.



Fig 10. Forest Plot of Extrapyramidal Symptoms Compared to Placebo
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Fig 11. Forest Plot of Akathisia Compared to Placebo
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Fig 12. Forest Plot of Somnolence Compared to Placebo
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Fig 13. Forest Plot of Sedation Compared to Placebo
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