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Supplementary Figure 2a: Forest plot comparing re-tear rates at final-follow up between allograft patches and standard repair (observational studies only).

Human Allograft Standard Repair Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Ito 2003 0 13 3 17 1.6% 0.04 [0.00; 21.94] € .
Gilot 2015 2 20 4 15 25.8% 0.38 [0.08; 1.78] e
Yoon 2016 4 21 24 54 72.6% 0.43[0.17; 1.09] —i—
Total (95% CI) 54 86  100.0% 0.40 [0.18; 0.88] ——
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0; Chi? = 0.57, df = 2 (P = 0.75); I? = 0% I ! ! ! | !
Test for overall effect: Z =-2.27 (P = 0.02) 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

Supplementary Figure 2b: Forest plot comparing re-tear rates at final-follow up between xenografts (small intestinal patches) and standard repair (RCTs

only).
Xenograft(SIS) Patch Standard Repair Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Bryant 2016 18 34 17 26 56.5% 0.81[0.53; 1.24]
lannotti 2016 11 15 9 15 43.5% 1.22[0.73; 2.04]
Total (95% Cl) 49 41 100.0% 0.97 [0.65; 1.45]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.0277; Chi® = 1.48, df = 1 (P = 0.22); I* = 32% I ! ! I | ! I
Test for overall effect: Z =-0.16 (P = 0.88) 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

Supplementary Figure 2c: Forest plot comparing re-tear rates at final-follow up between xenografts (non-small intestinal patches) and standard repair
(observational studies only)

Xenograft(non-SIS) Patch Standard Repair Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
Ciampi 2014 25 49 21 51 70.7% 1.24 [0.81; 1.90]
Flury 2018 9 18 4 20 29.3% 2.50[0.93; 6.73] —-—l—
Total (95% CI) 67 71 100.0% 1.52[0.81; 2.87] ~—
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.0999; Chi? = 1.66, df = 1 (P = 0.20); I = 40% ! ! I ! ! I
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.30 (P = 0.19) 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

Supplementary Figure 2d: Forest plot comparing re-tear rates at final-follow up between synthetic patches and standard repair (observational studies only)

Synthetic Patch Standard Repair Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% ClI MH, Random, 95% CI
Ciampi 2014 9 52 21 51 49.9% 0.42[0.21; 0.83] ——
Vitali 2015 9 60 24 60 50.1% 0.37[0.19; 0.74] —.—
Total (95% ClI) 112 111 100.0% 0.40 [0.25; 0.64] -
Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0; Chi? = 0.05, df = 1 (P = 0.82); 12 = 0% ! ! ! I I ! !
Test for overall effect: Z = -3.78 (P < 0.01) 0.001 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000
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