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Kameda, NM 91 0.974+0. 89d 36 (39. 6) 112(238) (ml)
NR 17.3 NR
2024 UFH 91 1.574+1.51d 29 (31.9) 112 (238) (ml)
9.54+13.0
NM 36 26.63+21. 14h 5(15.6) 24(75.0) 3.19+3.18(U)
Lee YK, 2014 NR NR
NA 37 22.70+20. 67h 5(17.8) 20(74. 1) 3.56+3.79(U)
) NM 31 31.74+24.1 h 2(6.5) 17(47.2) 13(41.9) 50. 8+39. 3
Choi, 2015 NR
NA 24 19.54+14.9 h 0 (0.0) 19(52. 8) 8 (33.3) 41.5437.8
NM 62 19.8(12.6-26.6)h 25(40.3) 26 (41.9) 44(71)
Baek, 2012 NR NR
NA 181 10.2(7.5-13.0)h 115(63.5) 117(64.6) 127(70)
NM 25 24.3417. 8h 15(60. 0)
UFH 56 17.5+15. 8h 29 (51.8)
Hwang, 2012 NR NR NR NR
NA 131 16.8+14. 5h 84 (64.1)
UFH-S 10 19.4+16. 8h 5(50. 0)
NM 128 16.42(10. 49, 22. 76) h
UFH 279 14.08(7.30,21.50)h  NR NR NR NR NR
Yue,2023
SC 86 31.06(19. 25, 48. 75)h
) NM 76 25.5(17.9-43.4)h 5(6. 6)
Makino,2016 NR NR NR NR
UFH 25 30.5(17. 4-64. 1)h 4(16.0)
- NM 805 129(16.0) 343 (42.6)
Kamijo, 2020 NR NR NR NR
CT 411 69(16. 8) 158(38. 4)
NM 25 27.4419. 0h 0(0.0) 8(40.0) 22.7+35.8
Lee ST, 2014  UFH 6 NR 0(0.0) 0(0.0) NR NR 2.84+1.2
NA 19 7.5%3.0h 0(0.0) 11(58.9) 8.6+8.0
NM 61 2(3.3)
UFH 428 10(2.3)
Uchino, 2007 NR NR NR NR NR
LMWH 44 5(11.4)
SC 99 2 (2.0)
17.94+
40.0 (8)
NM 20 28.73+12.67h 0(0.0) 12.6 vs 139+113
Park, 2009 . 844 NR
NA 23 16.3447. 86h 0(0.0) (10) 16. 4420. 104+97.2
2
NM 17 2(11.8)
Kim, 2011 NR NR NR NR NR
NA 18 2(11.1)
NM 14 10. 3142. 65h 0
akia, 2022 NR NR NR NR
NA 19 7.28+1.87h 0
NM 28 5 (17.9) 15 (53.6)
S fEHE 2024 NR NR NR NR
UFH 90 11 (12.2) 54 (60.0)
NM 66 9 (13.64) 7 (10.61) 15(22.72)
K TR, 2024 8 (8.00, 13.13) h NR NR
CS 59 6 (10.17) 4 (6.78) 11(18.64)
. NM 36 2 (5. 56)
iR, 2024 NR NR NR NR NR
UFH 36 3(8.33)
NM 21 4 (19.D
SefEHE 2023 NR NR NR NR NR
UFH 42 6 (14.3)
JE ¥, 2022 NM 12 18.624+2.44 h 0(0) 2(16.67) NR NR NR




5(33.33)
UFH: @2, UFH-S: 292, NR: A

NA 15 15.44+2.84 h 2(13.33)

(NM: FREFRZE 5w, CT: WHUVAYTT, NA: TGkt
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MM CT Risk Ratin Risk Ratin
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
1.1.1 2005-2015
Baek (May 2012 26 G2 "My 181 121% 065 [0.47, 0.89] -
Choi (WAY 20145 17 M 14 24 10.8% 0ES[0.47, 1.01] ]
Hwang{MNAY 2012 14 25 g4 131 11.3% 0.94 [0.66,1.32] -
Hwang (UFH) 2012 14 25 | 15| 9 9% 1AB[0.77, 1.74] T
Hwang (UFH-5) 2012 14 28 a 10 8.3% 1.20[0.60, 2.41] -1
Les ST{MNAYZ014 a 25 11 14 a8.4% 0.85[0.28, 1.10] /7
Lee ST(LUFH 2014 g 25 1 G 0.5% 4,58 [0.30, 59.99]
ParkiMa20049 ] 20 10 23 a1% 092045, 1.87] T
Subtotal (95% Cl) 238 450  60.1% 0.84 [D.68, 1.03] L
Total events 112 275
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 003, ChiF=1028, di=7{P=017), F= 32%
Test for averall effect £2=1.66 (P =010}
1.1.2 2016-2024
kKamedaiUFH)2024 a2 1249 42 1587 11 6% 1.81[1.08, 2.10] —
kamijo (CTy2020 T8 Z6E 108 268 141% 0.73[0.58, 083 -
BEEmez023 2 12 A 14 1.6% 0Aa0[012, 2.14] —
SRFFHR(SCI2024 T al3] 4 a4 23% 1.86[0.48, 5.08] A
FEE(JFH)2024 14 28 a4 90 104% 089061, 1.31] ™
Subtotal (95% Cl) 503 589 30.9% 0,98 [D.67, 1.45] <&
Total events 1455 213
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.11; Chi*=13.54, df= 4 (P = 0.009); F=70%
Test for averall effect Z=0.08 (FP=093
Total {95% CI) 741 1039  100.0% 0.89[0.74, 1.08] 4
Total events 267 488
Heterogeneity: Tau’:l 0.058; Chi*= 2488 df=12 (P=002; F=52% IIZI.D1 IZI!1 ] 1'0 1IZIIZII
Test for overall effect Z=1.15 (F=0.25) MM CT

Test for subgroup differences: Chif= 052, df=1{P =047, F=0%

Kl S3 CRRT &#H NM 45 CT 4UiRIEEA[FFAn WA 534 Meta 7341 AR AR K



MM CT Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight I, Random, 95% Cl I, Random, 95% CI
2.1.1 2005-2015

Choi {(MWAY 2015 3T 241 I 14945 144 24 7.2% 12.20[1.83,22.57] —
Hwwang(ba) 2012 243 178 25 168 145 1H 9. 2% 7.A0[0.08, 14.91] ~
Hwang {(UFH) 2012 243 178 25 174 148 a6 8.7% B.801.31,14.81] ~

Lee ST(MA)Z014 2r4 14 25 T.A 3 15 91% 1990 [12.33,27.47] -
Lee YK (MAY 2014 266 214 32 227 207 28 T.0% A0 [R.FT7, 14567 T
Park{A)20049 287 127 20 163 FA4 23 10.0% 12.40[5.97,18.83] -
Subtotal (95% Clj 158 281 51.3% 10.85 [6.33, 15.37] L 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®=1418 Chif=913, df =8 (F=010); F=45%
Testfor overall effect: £=4.70 (P = 0.00001)

2.1.2 2016-2024

Yue(3C)2023 166 9.2 128 331 2212 86 11.0% -16.590[21.46,-11.54] -
Yue(UFH)2023 166 9.2 128 143 2145 2789 122% 2.30 [-0.68, 5.29]

FERNA) 2023 18.62 Z.44 12 1544 2384 15 127% 31801.19,517] o
SkidNA 2022 1031 Z.65 14 728 1.87 19 12.8% 3.0311.41, 4.69] o
Subtotal (95% CIy 282 399 48.7% -1.43 [-6.82, 3.95] *

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 27.74; Chi®= 56.47, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); F=95%
Testfor overall effect: £=0.52 (P = 0.60)

Total (95% Cly 440 680 100.0% 4.75 [0.57, 8.92] |0
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 34.84; Chif= 82.38, df= 9 (P = 0.00001); = 80% =_1 o0 50 r slu 100
Testfar averall effect £= 223 (F=003 MM CT
Testfor suhgroup differences: Chi*=11.72, df=1 (P = 0.0006), F=91.9%
Kl S4 CRRT &3 NM 45 CT HIE S -KA [F 40 4H 43 1 Meta 7 A Ak AR K

NM CT Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V, Fized, 95% CI I, Fized, 95% CI
kKamedafUFHi2024 124 173 @1 895 13 91 833% 2.90[1.55 7.39]
Parkia)2009 17.9 126 20 164 202 23 16.7% 1.80[-8.43 11.43)
Total (95% Cl) 111 114 100.0% 2.67 [-1.39, 6.72]
Heterogeneity; Chi*= 0.06, df=1 (P = 0.80); F= 0% = = - i

T N -100 -0 0 a0 100
Testfor overall effect Z=1.28 (P = 0.20) MM CT
s CRRT &% NM 415 CT 441 % Meta 737 ARk 4]

WM CT Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Fvents  Total FPvents Total Weight  M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Baegk (A 2012 44 G2 127 181 75.8% 1.01[0.84,1.22]
Chaoi (MAY 2015 13 kx| a 24 10E% 1.26 [0.62, 2.54] -1
SkSTHEp(SCI2024 15 (413} 11 89 13.6% 1.22 [0.61, 2.44] -
Total (95% CI) 159 264  100.0% 1.07 [0.88, 1.29] ’
Total events T2 146
Heterogeneity, Chif= 0.66, df= 2 (P=0.72); F= 0% I I I !
Testfor overall effect: Z= 066 (P=0.481) 0.01 0.1 Nru11 oT 10 100
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted
Lower CI Limit Estimate

Lee ST (NA)2014

Choi (NA) 2015

Hwang (NA) 2012

Hwang (UFH) 2012

Lee YK (NA) 2014

Park(NA)2009

Yue (SC)2023

‘Yue(UFH)2023

K S7:

1 i (NA)2023

ik Hi(NA)2022

-0.89 057 475

Upper CI Limit

8.92
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Meta-analysis estimates, given named study is omitted

Lower CI Limit

Baek (NA) 2012
Lee ST (NA)2014

Lee ST(UFH)2014
Choi (NA) 2015
Hwang (UFH-S) 2012
Hwang (NA) 2012
Hwang (UFH) 2012
Kameda (UFH) 2024
Kamijo (CT)2020

Lee YK (NA) 2014
Park(NA)2009

J& FH(NA)2023
JEAFER(CS)2024

H A% (UFH)2024

0.520.57
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Estimate

0.83

Upper CI Limit

SND of effect estimate

T T
4 6
Precision

® Study

regression line
f———— 95% ClI for intercept
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