Risk Ratio
M-H. Random, 95% CI

PPI plus prokinetics PPI Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI
2.1.1 PPl+*mosapride vs PPI

Cho 2013 19 24 13 189  68% 1.16[0.80,1.67)
Hsu 2010 33 44 41 a0 241% 1.08[0.81,1.28)
Lee 2017 46 60 36 a6 14.2% 1.19[0.94,1.52)
Madan 2004 25 28 23 33 125% 1.28(0.99, 1.66]
Mivia 2011 45 97 42 95  91% 1.058([0.77,1.43)
Wang 2014 43 58 38 58 16.2% 1.26[1.01,1.57)
Subtotal (95% CI) 311 311 82.9% 1.16 [1.05, 1.28]
Total events 222 193

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.00; Chi*= 227, df=5(P=0.81); F= 0%
Test for overall effect £=3.02 (F = 0.002)

2.1.2 PPl+other prokinetics vs PPI

Marakhouski 2017 25 50 13 50 33% 1.92[1.12,3.31]
Shaheen 2015 71 18 51 122 12.8% 1.44[1.11,1.86]
Yamashita 2019 10 35 5 3/ 11% 2.00[0.76, 5.29]
Subtotal (95% CI) 203 207 17.1% 1.54[1.23, 1.93]
Total events 106 69

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.23, df= 2 (P = 0.54), F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 3.76 (P = 0.0002)

Total (95% CI) 514 518 100.0% 1.22[1.11, 1.35]
Total events 328 262

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=9.46, df=8 (P = 0.31), F=15%

Test for overall effect: Z=3.94 (P = 0.0001)

Test for subaroun differences: Chi®= 5.08. df=1 (P =0.02). F=80.3%
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Supplementary Figure 21. Forest plot of the risk ratio of proton pump inhibitor (PPI) plus prokinetics treatment in reducing global symp-

toms of gastroesophageal reflux disease. M-H, Mantel-Haenszel.



