SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
S7A Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Dayani 2009 [30] 65 83 58 63  24.5% 0.85 [0.74, 0.97] —.
Koto 2021 [46] 211 232 80 116 24.8% 1.32[1.16, 1.50] —a
Moinuddin 2021 [36] 15 15 32 36 23.7% 1.10 [0.95, 1.28]
Ryan PRO2 2020 [40] 48 51 149 160 27.0% 1.01[0.93, 1.10]
Total (95% Cl) 381 375 100.0% 1.06 [0.89, 1.26]
Total events 339 319
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.03; Chi? = 26.16, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I> = 89% f t 1 1
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.61 (P = 0.54) 0.2 0.5 ! 2
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SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
S7B Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Moinuddin 2021 [36] 15 15 34 36 11.8% 1.04 [0.92, 1.18]
Ryan PRO2 2020 [40] 51 51 152 160 88.2% 1.05 [1.00, 1.09]
Total (95% CI) 66 196 100.0% 1.04 [1.00, 1.09]
Total events 66 186

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.01, df = 1 (P = 0.92); I> = 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.02 (P = 0.04)

Figure S7. Forest plots of a subgroup efficacy analyses of SB versus SB+PPV for the surgical
management of RRD based on eyes with a macula off attachment status illustrating the (A)
primary reattachment rate; and (B) final reattachment rate. CI = confidence interval; SB = scleral
buckling; SB+PPV = combined scleral buckling and pars plana vitrectomy; SD = standard

deviation
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