SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
S9A Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% ClI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Dayani 2009 [30] 16 83 11 63 24.9% 1.10 [0.55, 2.21] —m
Moradian 2016 [37] 0 25 0 27 Not estimable
Rush 2014 [48] 10 121 8 78 22.5% 0.81[0.33, 1.95] —
Schaal 2011 [41] 16 322 57 316 26.7% 0.28 [0.16, 0.47] —a—
Wong 2014 [43] 32 787 15 551 25.9% 1.49[0.82, 2.73] T
Total (95% CI) 1338 1035 100.0% 0.77 [0.33, 1.79]
Total events 74 91
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est for overall effect: Z = 0.61 (P = 0.54) Favours SB Favours SB+PPV
SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
S9B Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Dayani 2009 [30] 5 83 1 63 5.8% 3.80[0.45, 31.68] -
Gebler 2021 [45] 12 58 5 22 22.7% 0.91 [0.36, 2.29] B
Moradian 2016 [37] 0 25 0 27 Not estimable
Rush 2014 [48] 6 121 4 78 14.8% 0.97 [0.28, 3.32] . B
Schaal 2011 [41] 52 322 92 316 56.6% 0.55[0.41, 0.75] L 3
Total (95% CI) 609 506 100.0% 0.75 [0.44, 1.29] <o
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SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
S9C Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI
Rush 2014 [48] 3 121 1 78 19.2% 1.93 [0.20, 18.26] .
Schaal 2011 [41] 35 322 16 316 39.1% 2.15[1.21, 3.80] ——
Wong 2014 [43] 135 787 205 551 41.8% 0.46 [0.38, 0.56] =
Total (95% CI) 1230 945 100.0% 1.11 [0.29, 4.19] —tl—
Total events 173 222
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SB SB+PPV Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
S9D Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Rush 2014 [48] 78 101 67 78 25.8% 0.90 [0.78, 1.03] -
Ryan PRO2 2020 [40] 29 169 180 297 25.3% 0.28 [0.20, 0.40] -
Schaal 2011 [41] 14 175 34 120 24.1% 0.28 [0.16, 0.50] —
Wong 2014 [43] 26 448 41 167 24.8% 0.24 [0.15, 0.37] —
Total (95% CI) 893 662 100.0% 0.36 [0.12, 1.07] i
Total events 147 322
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Test for overall effect: Z = 1.83 (P = 0.07)
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Figure S9. Forest plots of a subgroup safety 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 incidence of (A) epiretinal membrane/macular pucker; (B)
macular edema; (C) elevated IOP or ocular hypertension; and (D) cataract development or
progression. CI = confidence interval, SB = scleral buckling; SB+PPV = combined scleral
buckling and pars plana vitrectomy; SD = standard deviation



