SB SB+PPV Mean Difference Mean Difference

SSA Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI

Halberstadt 2005 [32] 0.6444 0.2985 190 0.4004 0.3095 53  25.2% 0.24 [0.15, 0.34] u

Moradian 2016 [37] 0.66 0.27 25 0.64 0.31 27 22.9% 0.02 [-0.14, 0.18] T

Ryan PRO2 2020 [40] 0.18 0.18 154 0.33 0.47 239 25.9% -0.15[-0.22, -0.08] L

Wong 2014 [43] 0.42 0.52 787 0.63 0.62 551 26.0% -0.21[-0.27, -0.15] u

Total (95% CI) 1156 870 100.0% -0.03[-0.23,0.17] ¢

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.04; Chi® = 67.87, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I> = 96% 7?4 7?2 ) t [-'1

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.27 (P = 0.79) Favours SB_Favours SB+PPV

SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

S8B Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% ClI

Dayani 2009 [30] 65 83 58 63 9.8% 0.85 [0.74, 0.97] —

Moinuddin 2021 [36] 30 32 43 51 8.6% 1.11 [0.96, 1.29] T

Rush 2014 [48] 106 121 70 78 13.8% 0.98 [0.88, 1.08] .

Ryan PRO2 2020 [40] 155 169 271 297 21.2% 1.01 [0.95, 1.06] -

Schaal 2011 [41] 277 322 297 316 22.2% 0.92 [0.87, 0.96] -

Wong 2014 [43] 690 787 484 551 24.4% 1.00 [0.96, 1.04] L

Total (95% CI) 1514 1356 100.0% 0.97 [0.92, 1.02] 4

Total events 1323 1223

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 14.98,df = 5 (P = 0.01); I> = 67% 50 > 055 é

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.10 (P = 0.27) Favours SB+PPV Favours SB

SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

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

Dayani 2009 [30] 80 83 62 63 9.4% 0.98 [0.93, 1.03] -

Halberstadt 2005 [32] 168 190 43 53 1.4% 1.09 [0.95, 1.25] T

Moinuddin 2021 [36] 32 32 48 51 3.7% 1.06 [0.97, 1.15] ™

Moradian 2016 [37] 19 25 19 27 0.2% 1.08 [0.78, 1.50] .

Ryan PRO2 2020 [40] 168 169 286 297 34.3% 1.03 [1.01, 1.06] :

Wong 2014 [43] 769 787 531 551 51.0% 1.01 [0.99, 1.03]

Total (95% CI) 1286 1042 100.0% 1.02 [1.00, 1.04]

Total events 1236 989

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi® = 5.42,df = 5 (P = 0.37); I = 8% IO > t é

Figure S8. Forest plots of a subgroup efficacy analyses of SB versus SB+PPV for the surgical
management of RRD after exclusion of studies with significant proliferative vitreoretinopathy
(i.e., grade C or worse) illustrating the (A) BCVA at last follow-up; (B) primary reattachment
rate; and (C) final reattachment rate. CI = confidence interval; BCVA = best-corrected visual
acuity; SB = scleral buckling; SB+PPV = combined scleral buckling and pars plana vitrectomy;

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.32 (

SD = standard deviation

P =0.02)

Favou;s SB+PPV Favours SB



