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Meta-Analysis of Randomized Clinical Trials
Comparing Biodegradable Polymer Drug-Eluting
Stent to Second -Generation Durable Polymer
Drug-Eluting Stents

El-Hayek G, et al. JACC Cardiovasc Interv. 2017 Mar 13;10(5):462-473.

OBJECTIVES The authors sought to perform a meta-analysis of randomized clinical trials (RCTs)
comparing the safety and efficacy of biodegradable polymer drug-eluting stents (BP-DES) to second-
generation durable polymer drug-eluting stents (DP-DES).

BACKGROUND Prior meta-analyses have established the superiority of BP-DES over bare-metal
stents and first-generation DP-DES; however, their advantage compared with second-generation DP-DES
remains controversial.

METHODS The authors searched PubMed and Scopus databases for RCTs comparing BP-DES to the
second-generation DP-DES. Outcomes included target vessel revascularization (TVR) as efficacy outcome
and cardiac death, myocardial infarction (MI), and definite or probable stent thrombosis (ST) as safety
outcomes. In addition, we performed landmark analysis for endpoints beyond 1 year of follow-up and a
subgroup analysis based on the stent characteristics.

RESULTS The authors included 16 RCTs comprising 19,886 patients in the meta-analysis. At the longest
available follow-up (mean duration 26 months), we observed no significant differences in TVR (p = 0.62),
cardiac death (p = 0.46), MI (p = 0.98), or ST (risk ratio: 0.83, 95% confidence interval: 0.64 to 1.09; p
= 0.19). Our landmark analysis showed that BP-DES were not associated with a reduction in the risk of
very late ST (risk ratio: 0.87, 95% confidence interval: 0.49 to 1.53; p = 0.62). Similar outcomes were seen
regardless of the eluting drug (biolimus vs. sirolimus), the stent platform (stainless steel vs. alloy), the
kinetics of polymer degradation or drug release (<6 months vs. >6 months), the strut thickness of the BP-
DES (thin <100 pm vs. thick >100 gm), or the DAPT duration ( = 6 months vs. = 12 months).

CONCLUSIONS BP-DES have similar safety and efficacy profiles to second-generation DP-DES.
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TABLE 1 Characteristics of the Included Trials and Stent Used
Number of Patients (N) DAPT Duration Follow-Up BP-DES Characteristics
Study/First Author (Ref. #) BP-DES DP-DES (Months) (Months) Stent Strut Thickness (um) Drug
BASKET-PROVE Il (20) 765 765 12 24 Nobori 120 Biolimus
BIOFLOW I (21) 298 154 >6 12 Orsiro 60 Sirolimus
BIOSCIENCE (22) 1063 1056 12 24 Orsiro 60 Sirolimus
CENTURY I (23) 551 550 >6 9 Ultimaster 80 Sirolimus
COMPARE II (24) 1,795 912 12 36 Nobori 120 Biolimus
DESSOLVE 11 (25) 123 61 61to0 12 9 MiStent 64 Sirolimus
EVERBIO Il (26) 80 80 >6 9 BioMatrix Flex 12 Biolimus
EVOLVE FHU (27) 193 98 >6 24 Synergy 74 Everolimus
EVOLVE Il (28) 846 838 >6 12 Synergy 74 Everolimus
ISAR-TEST 4 (29) 1,299 1,304 >6 60 Yukon choice PC 87 Sirolimus
LONG-DES V (30) 245 255 >12 12 Nobori 120 Biolimus
NEXT (31) 1,617 1,618 >3 36 Nobori 120 Biolimus
Separham et al. (32) 100 100 >12 12 BioMatrix n2 Biolimus
SORT OUT VI (33) 1,497 1,502 >12 12 BioMatrix Flex 12 Biolimus
TARGET | (34) 227 231 >12 12 Firehawk 86 Sirolimus
Xu et al. (35) 168 156 6 24 Tivoli 80 Sirolimus
TABLE 1 Continued
BP-DES Characteristics DP-DES Characteristics
Scaffold Drug Release Polymer Biodegradation Strut

Study/First Author (Ref. #) Material (Months) (Months) Stent Thickness (um) Drug Scaffold Material
BASKET-PROVE Il (20) SS 6-9 12 Xience Prime 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
BIOFLOW II (21) Co-Cr 12 14 Xience Prime 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
BIOSCIENCE (22) Co-Cr 12 14 Xience Prime 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
CENTURY 1l (23) Co-Cr 4 4 Xience V 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
COMPARE Il (24) SS 6-9 12 Xience V/ Prime 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
DESSOLVE 11 (25) Co-Cr 9 3 Endeavor 91 Zotarolimus Co-Cr
EVERBIO Il (26) SS 6-9 6-9 Promus Element 81 Everolimus PL-Cr
EVOLVE FHU (27) PL-Cr 3 4 Promus Element 81 Everolimus PL-Cr
EVOLVE I (28) PL-Cr 3 4 Promus Element 81 Everolimus PLl-Cr
ISAR-TEST 4 (29) SS 1 2-3 Xience V 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
LONG-DES V (30) SS 6-9 12 Promus Element 81 Everolimus PL-Cr
NEXT (31) SS 6-9 12 Xience/Promus 81 Everolimus Co-Cr/PL-Cr
Separham et al. (32) SS 6-9 12 Xience V 81 Everolimus Co-Cr
SORT OUT VI (33) SS 6-9 6-9 Resolute Integrity 91 Zotarolimus Co-Cr
TARGET | (34) Co-Cr 1 6-9 Xience V 81 Everolimus Co-Cr

Xu et al. (35) Co-Cr 1 6 Endeavor 91 Zotarolimus Co-Cr
BP-DES = biodegradable polymer drug-eluting stent(s); Co-Cr = cobalt-chromium; DAPT = dual-antiplatelet therapy; DP-DES = durable polymer drug-eluting stent(s); Pl-Cr = platinum-
chromium; SS = stainless steel.
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TABLE 2 Cardiac Outcomes

Analysis (No. of Trials Included)

TVR RR (95% CI)

Cardiac Death RR (95% CI)

MI RR (95% CI)

Definite/Probable ST RR (95% CI)

Outcomes at 1 yr (12)
Outcomes at the longest follow-up (16)
Landmark analysis beyond 1 yr (6)
Subgroup analysis
BP eluting drug
Biolimus (7)
Sirolimus (7)
BP-DES strut thickness
Thin struts (9)
Thick struts (7)
BP-DES scaffold
Alloy (8)
Stainless steel (8)
BP-DES drug release
<6 months
>6 months
Polymer degradation
<6 months
>6 months
DP eluting drug
Everolimus (13)
Zotarolimus (3)
DAPT duration
=6 months (8)
=12 months (7)

1.08 (0.94-1.23)
1.06 (0.96-1.18)
1.12 (0.93-1.35)

1.11 (0.97-1.28)

1.02 (0.86-1.22)

1.00 (0.85-1.17)
1.11 (0.97-1.28)

0.94 (0.76-1.15)
1.11 (0.99-1.26)

0.99 (0.81-1.21)
1.09 (0.97-1.24)

0.99 (0.81-1.21)
1.09 (0.97-1.24)

1.09 (0.97-1.21)
0.92 (0.68-1.24)

0.95 (0.79-1.15)
1.13 (0.99-1.28)

1.05 (0.82-1.36)
1.08 (0.89-1.31)
1.13 (0.82-1.56)

1.18 (0.90-1.54)

0.99 (0.74-1.32)

0.97 (0.73-1.28)
1.18 (0.90-1.54)

0.96 (0.65-1.42)
1.12 (0.89-1.40)

0.96 (0.67-1.38)
1.13 (0.89-1.42)

0.93 (0.65-1.34)
1.14 (0.90-1.43)

1.06 (0.86-1.31)
1.18 (0.69-2.03)

0.94 (0.66-1.33)
1.14 (0.87-1.50)

1.02 (0.87-1.20)
1.00 (0.87-1.15)
0.95 (0.71-1.29)

1.02 (0.84-1.23)

0.92 (0.73-1.16)

0.98 (0.81-1.20)
1.02 (0.84-1.23)

0.95 (0.76-1.20)
1.03 (0.87-1.22)

1.08 (0.83-1.40)
0.97 (0.83-1.14)

1.09 (0.84-1.42)
0.97 (0.83-1.14)

1.00 (0.87-1.15)
1.01 (0.64-1.59)

1.09 (0.84-1.42)
0.94 (0.77-1.14)

0.82 (0.59-1.12)
0.83 (0.64-1.09)
0.87 (0.49-1.53)

0.88 (0.56-1.39)

0.83 (0.59-1.17)

0.81(0.58-1.13)
0.88 (0.56-1.39)

0.81(0.56-1.16)
0.87 (0.58-1.30)

0.86 (0.47-1.57)
0.83 (0.61-1.12)

0.84 (0.47-1.51)
0.83 (0.61-1.13)

0.86 (0.65-1.14)
0.66 (0.29-1.52)

0.84 (0.47-1.51)
0.81(0.59-1.11)

MI = myocardial infarction; RR = risk ratio; ST = stent thrombosis; TVR = target vessel revascularization; other abbreviations as in Table 1.
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FIGURE 1 PRISMA Diagram

PubMed and Scopus
Literature Search

n=792

Duplicate articles n=83

Articles screened by
Abstract review

N=338

Articles notrelatedn=307

RCTs screened for
elighility

Registries n=43
Meta-analysisn=9
Reviews n=261

Editonalsn=43

n=42

BP-DES vs. BMS n=8
BP-DES vs. PF n=4

BP-DES vs. 1* generationDES n=14

RCT included in the
meta-analysis

=16

Algorithm of the literature search for studies included in the meta-analysis.

BMS = bare-metal stent(s); BP-DES = biodegradable polymer drug-eluting stent(s);
PF = polymer-free; PRISMA = Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews
and Meta-Analyses; RCT = randomized controlled trial.
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FIGURE 2 Risk Estimates of TVR
BP-DES DP-DES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% ClI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

BASKET-FROVE Il 38 765 36 765 5.7% 1.06 [0.68, 1.65] T

BIOFLOW-II 22 298 13 154 2.7% 0.87 [0.45,1.69] -

BIOSCIENCE 81 1063 75 1056 11.9% 1.07 [0.79, 1.45] T

CENTURY Il 2 551 17 550 2.7% 1.23 [0.66, 2.31] -T—

COMPARE Il 137 1795 59 912 12.4% 1.18[0.88, 1.58) I

DESSOLVE Il 1 117 2 60 0.4% 0.26 [0.02, 2.77] R

EVEREIO 8 80 14 a0 2.2% 0.57 [0.25,1.29] r—r

EVOLVE FHU 7 191 10 98 21% 0.36[0.14,091] —

EVOLVE Il 32 846 29 838 46% 1.09 [0.67,1.79) -

ISAR-TEST 4 170 1299 77 652 16.3% 1.11[0.86,1.43] T

LONG-DES V 9 245 5 255 0.8% 1.87 [0.64, 5.51] -

MNEXT 177 1617 155 1618 246% 1.14 [0.93,1.40] ol

SEPARHAM et al 0 100 0 100 Mot estimahle

SORT OUT VI 71 1497 67 1502 10.6% 1.06 [0.77,1.47] T

TARGET | 1 227 3 23 0.5% 0.34 [0.04, 3.24] S

KU etal 7 168 15 156 2.5% 0.43[0.18,1.03] e

Total (95% CI) 10859 9027 100.0% 1.06 [0.96, 1.18] )

Total events 782 577

Heterogeneity: Chi*= 16.56, df=14 (P=0.28), F=15% :U 01 0:1 1}0 100:

Testfor overall effect Z=1.17 (P = 0.24) -Favors -BP-DES Favors DP-DES
Forest plot reporting the risk ratios (RRs) with 95% confidence interval (Cl) of target vessel revascularization in patients treated with BP-DES
compared with DP-DES. The diamond indicates the point estimate, and the left and right end of the line indicate the 95% CI.
BP-DES = biodegradable polymer drug-eluting stents; DP-DES = durable polymer drug-eluting stents; M-H = Mantel-Haenszel test;
TVR = target vessel revascularization.
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FIGURE 3 Risk Estimates of Cardiac Death
BP-DES DP-DES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
BASKET-FROVE Il 10 765 7 785 3.6% 1.43[0.55,3.73] —
BIOFLOW-II 2 298 1 154 0.7% 1.03[0.08,11.31] I
BIOSCIENCE 33 1063 33 1056 17.2% 0.99 [0.62, 1.60] =
CENTURY Il 5 551 6 550 31% 0.83[0.26, 2.71] e
COMPARE Il 52 1795 23 912 158% 1.15[0.71,1.86) 3 i
DESSOLVE Il 1 117 1 60 0.7% 0.51 [0.03, 8.06]
EVEREIO 0 80 0 a0 MNot estimable
EVOLVE FHU 2 191 0 98 0.3% 258[0125318]
EVOLVE Il 4 846 7838 36% 0.57[0.17,1.93] — 1
ISAR-TEST 4 64 1299 33 652 228% 0.97 [0.65, 1.47] -+
LONG-DES V 2 245 1 255 0.5% 2.08[0.18, 2281] E—
MNEXT 43 1617 38 1618 19.7% 1.13[0.74,1.74] -
SEPARHAM et al 0 100 0 100 Mot estimahle
SORT OUT VI 26 1497 22 1502 11.4% 1.19 [0.68, 2.08] -
TARGET | 1 227 0 23 0.3% 3.05[013, 74.54)
KU etal 1 168 0 1586 0.3% 2.79[011,67.91)]
Total (95% CI) 10859 9027 100.0% 1.08 [0.89, 1.31] 4
Total events 246 172
Heterogeneity: Chi®= 3.79, df= 13 (P = 0.99); F= 0% :El 0 011 1}0 100:
Testfor overall effect: Z= 0.74 (P = 0.46) -FaVOI'S-BP-DES Favors DP-DES
Forest plot reporting the RR with 95% Cl of the outcome of cardiac death in patients treated with BP-DES compared with DP-DES.
The diamond indicates the point estimate, and the left and right end of the line indicate the 95% CI. Abbreviations as in Figure 2.
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FIGURE 4 Risk Estimates of MI
BP-DES DP-DES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

BASKET-PROVE Il 18 765 21 765 5.3% 0.86 [0.46, 1.60] =

BIOFLOW-II 9 298 4 154 1.3% 1.16[0.36, 3.72] — T

BIOSCIENCE 62 1063 73 1056 185% 0.84[061,1.17) =

CENTURY I 1" 551 15 550 3.8% 0.73[0.34,1.58) N

COMPARE Il 93 1795 42 912 141% 1.13[0.79,1.61] T

DESSOLVE Il 3 117 2 60 0.7% 0.77[0.13, 4.48] —t

EVEREIO 1] a0 1 a0 0.4% 0.33[0.01, 5.08)

EVOLVE FHU ] 181 0 98 0.2% 6.70[0.38,117.77] +

EVOLVE Il 45 846 40 838 10.2% 1.11[0.74,1.69] =T

ISAR-TEST 4 70 1299 32 652 108% 1.10[0.73,1.65] T

LONG-DES V 34 245 40 255 9.9% 0.88 [0.58,1.35] =

NEXT 64 1617 60 1618 152%  1.07[0.76,1.51] i

SEPARHAM et al 2 100 0 100 0.1% 5.00([0.24,102.85] b

SORT OUTVI 30 1497 31 1502 7.8% 0.97 [0.59, 1.60] =

TARGET | 3 27 5 2 1.3%  0.61[015, 252 e [

HU etal 4 168 2 156 0.5% 1.86[0.34,10.00] 1

Total (95% CI) 10859 9027 100.0% 1.00 [0.87, 1.15] 4

Total events 454 368

Heterogeneity: Ohl’é 7.64,df=15(P=0094),F=0% 501 01 10 100

Test for overall effect: Z= 0.03 (P = 0.98) Favors BP-DES ~ Favors DP-DES
Forest plot reporting the RR with 95% CI of the outcome of myocardial infarction in patients treated with BP-DES compared with DP-DES.
The diamond indicates the point estimate, and the left and right end of the line indicate the 95% CI. Ml = myocardial infarction; other
abbreviations as in Figure 2.
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FIGURE 5 Risk Estimates of ST
BP-DES DP-DES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
BASKET-PROVE Il 3 765 5 765 4.4% 0.60[0.14, 2.50)
BIOFLOW-II 0 288 0 154 Mot estimahble
BIOSCIENCE 40 1063 50 1056 44.5% 0.79[0.53,1.19] -
CENTURY Il L 651 5 650 4.4% 1.00[0.29, 3.43] —
COMPARE Il 23 1795 13 912 153% 0.90[0.46,1.77) ==
DESSOLVE Il 1 17 1 60 1.2% 0.51 [0.03, 8.06]
EVEREIO 0 80 0 a0 Mot estimable
EVOLVE FHU 0 191 0 98 Mot estimable
EVOLVE Il 3 846 5 838 45% 0.59[0.14, 2.48) —
ISAR-TEST 4 15 1298 9 652 106% 0.84 [0.37,1.90) -
LONG-DES V 3 245 0 255 0.4% 7.28[0.38,140.30] +
NEXT 5 1617 4 1618 3.5% 1.25[0.34, 4.65) [ e—
SEPARHAM et al 0 100 0 100 Mot estimable
SORT OUT W 71497 12 1502 10.6% 0.591[0.23,1.48] "
TARGETI 0 227 o 23 Mot estimahle
HUetal 1 168 0 156 05% 2.79([0.11,67.91)
Total (95% CI) 10859 9027 100.0%  0.83[0.64, 1.09] ]
Total events 106 104
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 4,26, df=10 (P = 0.93); F= 0% IU 0 011 110 1005
Test for overall effect Z=1.32 (P=0.19) "Favors BP-DES  Favors DP-DES

Forest plot reporting the RR with 95% Cl of definite or probable stent thrombosis in patients treated with BP-DES compared with DP-DES.
The diamond indicates the point estimate, and the left and right end of the line indicate the 95% Cl. ST = stent thrombosis; other
abbreviations as in Figure 2.
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FIGURE 6 Risk Estimates of Very Late ST

BP-DES DP-DES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
BASKET-PROVE |l 1 765 1 765 39% 1.00[0.06, 15.96]
BIOSCIENCE 11 1063 15 1056 58.9%  0.73[0.34,1.58) —-
COMPARE Il 9 1795 4 912 208% 1.14[0.35, 3.70] —_—r
ISAR-TEST 4 2 1299 0 652 26% 251[012 5224]
NEXT 1 1617 3 1618 11.7% 0.33[0.03, 3.20] —_—
KU etal 1 168 0 186  2.0% 2.79[0.11,67.91]
Total (95% CI) 6707 5159 100.0%  0.87 [0.49, 1.53] <P
Total events 25 23
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2.08, df=5 (P = 0.84), = 0% :[I 01 0:1 150 100:

Testfor overall effect Z=0.49 (P =0.62)

Favors BP-DES  Favors DP-DES

Forest plot reporting the RR with 95% Cl of very late definite or probable ST beyond 1 year of follow-up in patients treated with BP-DES
compared with DP-DES. The diamond indicates the point estimate, and the left and right end of the line indicate the 95% Cl. Abbreviations
as in Figures 2 and 5.
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FIGURE 7 Risk Estimates of ST in the Thin- and Thick-Strut BP-DES Subgroups

BP-DES DP-DES Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
4.1.1 THIN STRUTS
BIOFLOW-II 0 298 0 154 Mot estimable
BIOSCIENCE 40 1083 50 1056 44.5% 0.79[0.53,1.19) i
CENTURY Il ] 551 A RA0 4.4% 1.001[0.29, 3.43) S
DESSOLVE I 1 17 1 60 1.2% 0.51 [0.03, 8.06)
EVOLVE FHU 0 191 0 98 Mot estimable
EVOLVE Il 3 846 5 838 45% 0.591[0.14, 2.48) e
ISAR-TEST 4 15 1299 9 652 106% 0.84 [0.37,1.90] —
TARGET | 0 227 0 N Mot estimable
*Wetal 1 168 0 156 0.5% 2.79[0.11,67.91]
Subtotal (95% CI) 4760 3795 65.7% 0.81]0.58, 1.13] £
Total events 65 70
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 099, df=5 (P = 0.96), F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=1.23 (F=0.22)
4.1.2 THICK STRUTS
BASKET-PROVE Il 3 765 5 765 44% 0.60[0.14, 2.50] [ —
COMPARE Il 23 1795 13 912 18.3% 0.90[0.46, 1.77) I
EVERBIO 0 80 0 80 Not estimable
LONG-DES V 3 245 0 255 0.4% 7.28[0.38,140.30] +
MNEXT 5 1617 4 1618 3.5% 1.25[0.34, 4.69] 1
SEPARHAM et al 0 100 0 100 Mot estimable
SORT OUTWI 7 1497 12 1502 10.6% 0.59[0.23,1.489) -
Subtotal (95% CI) 6099 5232 34.3%  0.88]0.56, 1.39] L3
Total events 41 34
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 3.26, df= 4 (P=0.52); F=0%
Testfar overall effect: Z=10.55 (P = 0.58)
Total (95% ClI) 10859 9027 100.0%  0.83[0.64, 1.09] 4
Total events 106 104

v ® = 2 - ' . I 5 1 I
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 4.26, df=10{P=0.93); F=0% 501 01 10 100

Testfor overall effect Z=1.32(F=0.19)

A ) Favors BP-DES
Testfor subaroup differences: Chi*= 0.08, df=1 (P=0.77), F= 0%

Favors DP-DES

Subgroup analysis based on the strut thickness of the BP-DES comparing BP-DES to DP-DES for definite or probable ST. The p value in the test
for subgroup differences represents the interaction between the subgroups. Abbreviations as in Figures 2 and 5.
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FIGURE 8 Risk Estimates of ST in the Subgroups Treated With at Least 6 vs. 12 Months of DAPT
At least 6 months At least 12 months Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
10.2.1 At Least 6 months of DAPT
BIOFLOW-II 0 298 0 154 Mot estimahble
CENTURY Il 5 551 5 550 4.6% 1.00[0.29, 3.43) e —
DESSOLVE Il 1 17 1 B0 1.2% 0.51 [0.03, 8.06]
EVEREBIO 0 80 0 20 Mot estimahble
EVOLVE FHU 0 191 0 93 Mot estimable
EVOLVE Il 3 846 5 838 46% 0.59[0.14, 2.49] —_T
ISAR-TEST 4 15 1299 9 652 11.0% 0.84 [0.37,1.90] —r—
HUetal 1 168 0 156 05% 2.79([011,67.91]
Subtotal (95% CI) 3550 2588 21.9% 0.84[0.47,1.51]
Total events 25 20
Heterogeneity. Chi*= 097, df= 4 (P=0.81), F=0%
Test for overall effect: Z=0.57 (P=0.57)
10.2.2 At least 12 months of DAPT
BASKET-PROVE Il 3 765 5 765  4.6% 0.60[0.14, 2.50] -
BIOSCIENCE 40 1063 a0 1056 461% 0.79[0.53,1.19] -
COMPARE Il 23 1795 13 8912 15.9% 0.90[0.46,1.77] —a—
LONG-DES Y 3 245 0 255 0.5% 7.281[0.38,140.30] }
SEPARHAM et al 0 100 0 100 Mot estimahble
SORT OUTWI 7 1447 i 1502 11.0% 0.59[0.23,1.48) e i
TARGET | 0 227 0 rxyl Mot estimable
Subtotal (95% Cl) 5692 4821 78.1%  0.81[0.59, 1.11] E
Total events 76 80
Heterogeneity: Chi*= 2.86, df=4 (P=0.58); F=0%
Testfor overall effect. Z=1.30(P=0.19)
Total (95% Cl) 9242 7409 100.0%  0.82[0.62, 1.08] #
Total events 1m0 100
Heterogeneity; Chi*= 3.85, df=9(P=0.92); F=0% ID 01 051 1’.0 mo:
Testfor overall effect £=1.42 (P=0.16) -Fa\rors-BF’-DES Favors DP-DES
Testfor subgroup differences: Chi*=0.01, df=1 (F=091), F=0%
Subgroup analysis based on the duration of dual-antiplatelet therapy (DAPT) comparing BP-DES to DP-DES for definite or probable ST.
The p value in the test for subgroup differences represents the interaction between the subgroups. Abbreviations as in Figures 2 and 5.
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