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Impact of design of coronary stents and length of dual antiplatelet therap on ischemic and bleeding events a network meta-analysis of 64 randomized controlled trials and 102,735 patients.
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Supplementary Methods.

Leading Study Center

· Dipartimento di Scienze Mediche, Divisione di Cardiologia, Città della Salute e della Scienza, Turin, Italy

· Department of Mathematical Sciences "G. L. Lagrange", Politecnico di Torino, Turin, Italy
Participating Study Centers

· Deutsches Herzzentrum München, Lazarettstrasse 36, 80636 Munich, Technische Universität München

· Interventional Cardiology Unit, San Raffaele Scientific Institute, Milan, Italy 
· Columbia University Medical Center, USA Cardiovascular Research Foundation, USA 
· University Heart Center, Department of Cardiology, University Hospital Zurich, Zurich, Switzerland 

· Division of Cardiology, La Sapienza, Rome, Italy; Department of Medico-Surgical Sciences and Biotechnologies, Sapienza University of Rome, Latina, Italy; Department of AngioCardioNeurology, IRCCS Neuromed, Pozzilli, Italy 
· San Giovanni Bosco Hospital, Division of Cardiology, Turin, Italy
Full research strategy key

((drug eluting stent) OR (DES) OR (bioresorbable vascular scaffolds) OR (BVS)) AND ((coronary artery disease) OR (CAD) OR (heart*) OR (dual antiplatelet therapy) OR (DAPT)) AND ((randomized controlled trial) OR (trial) OR (RCT))
	DES generation
	DES type
	Commercial name
	Strut thickness (um)
	Number of studies used it

	First
	SES
	Cypher Select or Cypher Select plus
	140
	18

	
	Sirolimus and Probucol Eluted Stent
	Dual-DES
	87
	1

	
	PES
	Taxus express or Taxus Libertè
	132
	11

	Second
	EES
	Xience V or Xience Prime
	81
	35

	
	
	Promus or Promus Element Plus
	81
	13

	
	
	Synergy
	74
	1

	
	ZES
	Endeavor
	91
	14

	
	
	Resolute or Resolute Integrity
	91
	9

	Third
	BES
	Nobori
	120
	7

	
	
	Biomatrix
	137
	2

	
	
	Biofreedom
	119
	1

	
	O- SES
	Orsirio
	60
	2

	
	BP- SES
	Ultimaster
	80
	1

	
	BVS
	Absorb BVS
	150
	6


Table S1a. Technical features of included devices.

Table S1b. Stent type per study.

	STUDY NAME
	Group 1-DAPT duration
	Stent type
	Group 2-DAPT duration
	Stent Type
	Group 3-DAPT duration
	Stent Type
	Group 4-DAPT duration
	Stent Type
	Group5-DAPT duration
	Stent Type
	Group 6-DAPT duration
	Stent Type

	SPIRIT II
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	PES-12m
	Taxus express 2 or Libertè
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SPIRIT III
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	PES-12m
	Taxus express 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SPIRIT IV
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	PES-12m
	Taxus express
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	COMPARE
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	PES-12m
	Taxus Libertè
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SPIRIT V Diabetes
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	PES-12m
	Taxus Libertè
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	RESET
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select-Plus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SORT OUT IV
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select-Plus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EXCELLENT
	EES-12m
	Xience or promus
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	LONG DES III
	EES-12m
	Promus or XIENCE V
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ESSENCE DIABETES
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select or Chyper Select Plus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	RESOLUTE
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	ZES-12m
	Resolute
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TWENTE
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	ZES-12m
	Resolute
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EXAMITION
	EES-12m
	Multi link vision
	BMS-1m
	Multi link vision
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	BASKETPROVE
	SES-12m
	Chyper select
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	BMS-1m
	Multi link Vision
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ZEST
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select
	PES-12m
	Taxus Libertè
	
	
	
	
	
	

	KOMER
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select
	PES-12m
	Taxus Expres
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NAPLES
	SES-12m
	Chyper select
	PES-12m
	Taxus
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENDEAVOR III
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SORT OUT III
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select or Chyper Select Plus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ISAR TEST IV
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	SES-12m
	Chyper
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ISAR TEST II
	SES-12m
	Chyper
	Probucol -ES-12m
	Dual-DES
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENDEAVOR IV
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	PES-12m
	Taxus express
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ENDEAVOR II
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	BMS-1m
	Driver
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PLATINUM
	EES-12m
	PROMUS
	EES-12m
	Promus Element Pl Cr
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	RESOLUTE-China
	ZES-6m
	Resolute
	PES-6m
	Taxus Libertè
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TROFI II
	BRS-12m
	Absorb
	EES-12m
	Xience Xpedition
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EVERBIO II
	BRS-12m
	Absorb
	EES-12m
	Promus
	BES-12
	Biomatrix
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AbsorB-III
	BRS-12m
	Absorb
	EES-12m
	Xience
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AbsorB-II
	BRS-12m
	Absorb
	EES-12m
	Xience
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AbsorB-Japan
	BRS-12m
	Absorb
	EES-12m
	Xience xpedition/prime
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	AbsorB-China
	BRS-12m
	Absorb
	EES-12m
	Xience V
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	OPTIMIZE
	ZES-3m
	Endeavor
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PRODIGY
	ZES-24m
	Endeavor
	EES-24m
	XIENCE V
	ZES-6m
	Endeavor
	EES-6m
	XIENCE V
	
	
	
	

	ITALIC
	EES-6m
	XIENCE V
	EES-24m
	XIENCE V
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	TUXEDO-India
	EES-12m
	Xience Prime
	PES-12m
	Taxus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	LEADERS FREE
	BES-1m
	Biofreedom
	BMS-1m
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NEXT
	BES-12m
	Biofreedom
	EES-12m
	Xience Promus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EVOLVE II
	EES-12m
	Synergy
	EES-12m
	Promus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	BIO FLOW II
	SES-12m
	Osyro
	EES-12m
	Xience
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Century II
	SES-12m
	Ultimaster
	EES-12m
	Xience
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DES LATE
	EES-12m
	na
	ZES-12m
	na
	EES-24m
	na
	ZES-24m
	
	
	
	
	

	SECURITY
	EES-6m
	Promus or Xience V
	EES-12m
	Promus or Xience V
	ZES-6m
	Endeavor Resolute
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor Resolute
	BES-6m
	Nobori/ Biomatrix
	BES-12m
	Nobori /Biomatrix

	DAPT
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	ZES-30m
	Endeavor
	EES-12m
	Xience or Promus
	EES-30m
	Xience or Promus
	
	
	
	

	OPTIDUAL
	EES-12m
	na
	EES-48m
	na
	ZES-12m
	na
	ZES-48m
	na
	
	
	
	

	XIMA
	EES-12m
	Xience
	BMS-1m
	Vision
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	CTO-IVUS
	ZES-12m
	Resolute
	PES-12m
	Nobori
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PLATINUM-China
	PES-12m
	Taxus
	EES-12m
	Promus Element
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	SORT OUT VI
	ZES-12m
	Resolute
	PES-12m
	Biomatrix
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ZEUS
	BMS-1m
	Tsunami, Skylor, Integrity, Vision e Avant Garde
	ZES-1m
	Endeavor
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	LEADERS 4Y
	PES-12m
	Biomatrix
	SES-12m
	Chyper Select
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NOBORI-Japan
	PES-12m
	Nobori
	SES-12m
	Chyper
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	PROTECT
	ZES-12m
	Endeavor
	SES-12m
	Chyper
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	APPENDIX-AMI
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	SES-12m
	Chyper
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ISAR SAFE
	EES-6m
	Several
	EES-12m
	several
	ZES-6m
	Several [4% endeavor; 11% Resolute]
	ZES-12m
	Several [4% endeavor; 11% Resolute]
	BES-6m
	Several
	BES-12m
	Several

	SORT OUT V
	BES-12m
	Nobori
	SES-12m
	Chyper
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	ISAR-LEFT-MAIN 2
	ZES-12m
	Resolute
	EES-12m
	Xience
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DUTCH PEERS
	P-ZES 12 [Resolute]
	Resolute
	EES-12m
	Xience
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	RACE-MI
	EES-12m
	na
	SES-12m
	na
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	HOST-ASSURE
	EES-12m
	Promus Element
	ZES-12m
	Resolute
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	COMPARE II
	BES-12m
	Nobori
	EES-12m
	Xience or Xience Prime or Xience promus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NOBORI I
	BES-12m
	Nobori
	PES-12m
	Taxus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	BIOSCIENCE
	SES-12m
	Osyro
	EES-12m
	Xience Xpedition
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	LONG DES V
	BES-12m
	Nobori
	EES-12m
	XIENCE V
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	COMFORTABLE AMI
	BES-12m
	Biomatrix
	BMS-1m
	na
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table S2a. Baseline population features of included studies.

	 
	Age (yrs)
	Female gender (%)
	DM (%)
	DMNID(%)
	IDDM (%)
	Hyperdyslipidemia (%)
	Hypertension
	Smoke (current)
	Family history
	Previous AMI
	previous CABG
	Previous PCI
	BMI
	Renal disease (%)
	ACS as clinical presentation (%)
	STEMI (%)
	NSTEMI (%)
	UA (%)
	Stable angina (%)

	Leadersfree
	75
	30
	34
	
	
	62
	78,5
	
	
	20,2
	9,7
	22
	27,3
	
	42
	4
	22
	15
	58

	Next
	69
	23
	46
	36
	10
	78
	81,5
	18,5
	
	28
	5,1
	50,5
	24,7
	
	17
	17
	
	
	83

	Nobori
	
	63
	23
	16
	7
	9
	79
	21
	5,2
	20,8
	1,5
	35
	
	
	24
	0
	0
	24
	56

	Long DES V
	63
	32
	32
	
	
	64
	62,5
	28,2
	6,6
	3,4
	0,2
	8,4
	25
	
	42
	
	4
	27
	58

	Comfortable AMI
	60
	20
	15
	
	
	57
	47
	49,5
	32,1
	
	
	
	27,2
	
	100
	100
	0
	0
	0

	Evolve II
	64
	23
	31
	12
	20
	74
	76
	22
	8,5
	27,5
	5
	36,5
	
	
	50
	
	
	
	50

	BIO FLOW II
	67
	22
	28
	7
	21
	68
	77
	27,4
	
	25
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Century II
	65
	25
	
	
	
	
	73
	20
	30,4
	21
	2,6
	31,2
	26
	
	36
	0
	23
	13
	64

	Bioscence
	66
	23
	24
	16
	8
	
	67,7
	29
	28
	20
	9,8
	29,1
	27,6
	15
	55
	20
	27
	7
	45

	Absorb China
	57
	29
	
	16
	9
	43
	59,6
	34
	
	16,3
	
	8,8
	25,2
	
	64
	0
	0
	64
	22

	Absorb III
	64
	30
	
	21
	10
	86
	85
	21
	
	
	
	
	30,5
	11
	26
	0
	0
	26
	74

	Absorb II
	61
	24
	
	20
	4
	75
	70
	23
	35
	28
	
	
	28
	
	26
	0
	0
	26
	64

	Absorb Japan
	67
	22
	
	25
	9
	82
	78,8
	20,5
	7
	6,5
	
	
	24
	
	10
	0
	0
	10
	90

	Everbio II
	65
	20
	
	10
	6
	63
	61,5
	35
	29
	18
	15
	30
	
	
	36
	8
	20
	6
	67

	Trofi II
	59
	24
	
	15
	5
	64
	38
	49
	
	2,6
	
	3,6
	27,4
	
	100
	100
	0
	0
	0

	TuxedoIndia
	58
	26
	100
	60
	40
	77
	66,6
	15
	
	40,5
	1,7
	7,9
	25,8
	
	54
	10
	
	
	46

	Dapt study
	61
	24
	
	31
	
	75
	75
	24,6
	
	21,6
	11,6
	30,7
	30,5
	
	38,2
	10
	15,5
	16,7
	37

	Resolute china
	59
	20,5
	25,9
	
	
	43
	65
	40,5
	
	34
	17,8
	
	
	
	90
	
	
	66
	9,5

	Spirit II
	62
	27
	23,26
	
	
	70,54
	66
	32
	
	32
	
	
	
	
	28
	0
	0
	28
	72

	Spirit III
	63
	31
	29
	24
	5
	73,3
	76
	23
	
	19
	
	
	
	
	21
	0
	0
	21
	79

	Spirit IV
	63
	32
	32,2
	23,3
	8,9
	75,9
	77
	22
	
	21
	
	
	
	
	28,1
	0
	0
	28,1
	71,9

	Compare
	63
	29,5
	18
	
	
	51,6
	48
	31
	45
	17
	7
	14
	
	3
	59,5
	25,1
	22,9
	12
	37,9

	Spirit V Diabetes
	65
	31
	100
	71,7
	28,3
	65,3
	78
	16
	
	33,5
	
	
	
	
	36,6
	0
	0
	36,6
	47,7

	italic
	63
	20
	
	32
	
	64
	65
	52
	
	15
	6
	23
	27
	3
	24
	0
	24
	0
	76

	SORT OUT IV
	64,1
	24,4
	14,1
	
	
	71,1
	55,6
	30
	
	22
	9
	21
	27,5
	
	
	9,7
	32,8
	
	55

	Optimize
	61
	37
	
	25
	10
	63
	87
	18
	42
	34,7
	7,6
	20
	
	7
	36
	0
	36
	0
	64

	LONG DES 3
	63
	30,2
	29,5
	
	
	56,65
	59
	22,2
	
	3,8
	2
	7,5
	
	
	42,2
	0
	6,4
	35,8
	45,3

	ESSENCE DIABETES
	63,3
	41
	100
	84,7
	15,3
	38,3
	70,6
	24
	
	1,7
	0,7
	5,7
	
	
	41,7
	5,3
	
	36,4
	58,3

	RESOLUTE
	64,3
	77
	23,25
	15,45
	7,8
	65,9
	71,2
	26,5
	29
	
	
	
	
	
	47,95
	28,85
	
	19,1
	34,8

	TWENTE
	64,2
	27,5
	78,4
	
	
	59,2
	55,6
	25
	53,2
	32
	10,5
	20,5
	27,7
	2,7
	51,6
	0
	28,2
	23,4
	48,5

	EXAMINATION
	61,2
	17,4
	17,3
	
	
	43,8
	48
	
	17
	5,3
	0,6
	4,2
	
	
	100
	100
	0
	0
	0

	ISAR TEST IV
	66,75
	23,15
	28,9
	19,55
	9,35
	64,75
	68
	16
	
	28,6
	9,9
	
	
	
	39,8
	10,7
	
	29,1
	60,2

	PLATINUM
	63,6
	28,7
	23,6
	16,7
	6,9
	77,2
	72
	19,5
	
	21
	
	
	
	
	24,4
	0
	0
	24,4
	75,6

	BASKET PROVE
	66
	24
	16
	
	
	63
	62
	33
	
	12
	3
	13
	
	
	65
	32,5
	32,5
	
	35

	NAPLES
	64
	42
	100
	63,3
	26,7
	62
	74,3
	18,6
	25,7
	41,6
	
	
	28
	
	14,1
	0
	0
	14,1
	59,7

	ISAR TEST II
	66,9
	23,3
	27,4
	
	
	65,8
	67,3
	18,5
	
	27,2
	8,9
	
	
	
	41,8
	13,3
	
	28,5
	58,2

	ZEST
	61,9
	33,9
	28,7
	24,9
	3,8
	51,6
	61
	28
	5,4
	4,1
	0,7
	9
	25
	
	55,26
	0
	8,5
	46,76
	39,1

	KOMER
	60
	21
	20,8
	
	
	31,9
	41,7
	
	2,9
	2
	0
	2,8
	
	
	100
	100
	0
	0
	0

	ENDEAVOR III
	61,5
	30,5
	29,3
	
	
	84,3
	71
	
	
	20
	6
	21
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100

	SORT OUT III
	64,3
	26,5
	14,5
	
	
	66
	50,5
	30
	43
	25,5
	6,5
	18,5
	27,3
	
	45,5
	7,5
	38
	
	52

	ENDEAVOR IV
	63,55
	32,3
	30,7
	
	
	83,1
	81
	
	
	22
	9
	29
	
	
	53,2
	2,45
	
	50,75
	46,8

	ENDEAVOR II
	61,5
	26
	20
	
	
	79
	
	35
	
	41
	
	20
	
	
	30
	0
	0
	30
	70

	ProdigysolodesII
	69
	26
	
	20
	5
	50
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	77
	33
	23
	19
	23

	RESET
	69,1
	23
	45
	34,5
	10,5
	74,5
	80
	21
	19
	30
	5
	49
	24,3
	7,6
	17,9
	5,9
	0
	12
	82

	EES des late
	55
	23
	
	22
	7
	65
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	30
	5
	35
	25
	80

	SECURITY
	65
	22
	
	23
	6
	65
	72
	22
	
	10
	5,5
	18
	
	
	38
	0
	39
	0
	61

	OPTIDUAL
	65
	22,5
	33
	
	
	64
	58,5
	59
	30
	17,5
	5,2
	26,4
	
	
	36
	12
	14,5
	9,5
	33

	XIMA TRIAL
	83
	40
	25
	
	
	54
	76
	4,5
	
	26
	6,1
	11,3
	
	6,5
	68
	
	
	18
	32

	CTO-IVUS
	61
	19
	34
	
	
	
	63,1
	34,8
	
	8
	2
	15,7
	
	
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100

	PLATINUM CHINA
	57
	30
	28
	8
	20
	29
	57
	37,8
	11,7
	24
	0,2
	21
	
	
	79
	0
	0
	79
	16

	SORT OUT VI
	66
	24
	18
	
	
	59,2
	59
	30,7
	
	19,2
	7,4
	21
	26,9
	
	51
	18
	
	
	45,2

	ZEUS
	73,4
	29
	26
	
	
	48
	74,4
	21
	
	23,8
	7
	18,9
	26,6
	41
	63,2
	19
	27,3
	16,8
	36,7

	leaders4
	64
	25
	26
	17
	9
	65
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	54
	15
	16
	22
	45

	Nobor Japan
	67
	30
	38
	29
	9
	77
	80
	24,2
	5,2
	20,8
	1,3
	35
	
	
	17
	0
	0
	17
	83

	protect
	62
	23
	27
	20
	7
	62
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	41
	8
	18
	18
	49

	XAMI
	61
	33
	9
	
	
	
	47
	25
	55,6
	22,5
	12,5
	20,1
	
	
	100
	93
	7
	
	

	ISAR SAFE
	68
	19
	24
	16
	8
	92
	90,6
	15
	36,1
	25,2
	7,6
	
	27,5
	
	38
	6
	11
	21
	50

	SORT OUT V
	65
	25
	15
	
	
	61
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	49
	18
	15
	15
	49

	ISAR-LEFT-MAIN 2
	70
	25
	28
	15
	10
	71
	69
	14
	
	30
	
	52,8
	27,3
	
	36
	
	
	
	

	DUTCH PEERS
	65
	27
	18
	11
	7
	47
	54
	25
	50
	22
	9,5
	19
	27,1
	4
	68
	20
	24
	13
	41

	RACE-MI
	59
	33
	26
	16
	10
	
	41,6
	
	34
	13,1
	7,4
	10,9
	
	8,4
	100
	100
	0
	0
	0

	HOST-ASSURE
	63
	23
	32
	
	
	64
	68,2
	31,7
	
	4,3
	0,7
	9,7
	24,6
	2,8
	66
	11,3
	17
	36
	29

	COMPARE II
	63
	74
	22
	
	
	
	48
	31,5
	44,5
	16,5
	6,5
	13,5
	
	4,3
	60
	21
	26
	10
	40

	EXCELLENT
	
	
	
	
	
	
	73,3
	26,6
	8,8
	5,1
	1,2
	8,9
	25
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table S2b. Angiographic features of included studies
	 
	Radial access (%)
	More than 2 lesions
	Multivessel(%:moreor equal than 2 vessels)
	Lenght of lesion (mm)
	Average stent diameter at the target lesion
	Type C lesion (%)
	Bifurcation (%)
	N of stents (per patient)
	Post-dilatation (%)
	Lenght of stents (mm)

	LEADERS FREE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NEXT
	
	
	13
	
	2,88
	22
	
	
	74
	19

	NOBORI I
	
	
	
	
	2,9
	20
	
	
	30
	24

	Long DES V
	
	
	50
	
	3,2
	16
	
	
	77
	26

	COMFORTABLE AMI
	
	
	
	25
	3,2
	
	
	
	
	

	Evolve II
	
	22
	
	
	
	57
	
	
	61
	14

	BIO FLOW II
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Century II
	
	
	
	
	
	30
	
	
	59
	16

	Bioscience
	
	
	
	26
	3,05
	
	
	
	
	

	Absorb China
	
	
	36
	
	3,1
	27
	
	
	
	23

	Absorb III
	
	9
	
	12
	3,16
	30
	
	
	65
	21

	Absorb II
	
	9
	9
	
	
	2
	
	
	61
	14

	Absorb Japan
	
	9
	
	
	
	24
	
	
	82
	20

	Everbio II
	
	8
	
	
	3
	18
	
	
	31
	22

	Trofi II
	
	10
	
	
	3,6
	
	
	
	51
	21

	TuxedoIndia
	
	25
	
	20
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dapt study
	
	
	
	
	
	26
	
	
	
	

	Resolute china
	
	22,6
	
	18,7
	
	70
	15,45
	1,7
	
	

	Spirit II
	
	
	
	13
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Spirit III
	
	
	
	14,7
	3
	
	
	1,3
	
	22

	Spirit IV
	
	3,3
	25
	14,7
	
	
	
	1,48
	44,9
	21,9

	Compare
	
	
	26,5
	16,4
	2,55
	45,5
	17,5
	
	53
	28

	Spirit V Diabetes
	
	5,3
	28,3
	18,1
	
	16
	32,4
	
	
	

	italic
	
	33
	
	
	3,1
	
	
	
	
	33

	SORT OUT IV
	
	5,1
	23,4
	16,7
	3,2
	38,2
	12,5
	1,6
	
	

	Optimize
	
	
	25
	18
	
	37
	15
	
	45
	33

	LONG DES 3
	
	
	
	34,1
	3,2
	
	40,7
	1,75
	
	46,45

	ESSENCE DIABETES
	
	
	55
	23,2
	
	
	
	1,3
	71,9
	28,7

	RESOLUTE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1,95
	
	35,7

	TWENTE
	
	10,1
	24,2
	14,43
	2,97
	38,1
	24,5
	2,02
	81,6
	40,97

	EXAMINATION
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1,38
	14,7
	23

	ISAR TEST IV
	
	26,1
	86,4
	15
	
	72
	22,7
	
	
	

	PLATINUM
	
	0,05
	10,5
	12,75
	3,07
	
	
	1,18
	49,5
	20,1

	BASKET PROVE
	
	
	42,5
	
	
	
	8
	1,65
	
	30,8

	NAPLES
	
	40,3
	80,5
	23
	
	75
	18,3
	
	
	

	ISAR TEST II
	
	58,7
	83
	14,4
	
	73
	20,5
	
	
	

	ZEST
	
	
	47,4
	
	3,4
	74
	13,8
	1,6
	
	38,9

	KOMER
	
	
	40
	19,3
	3,2
	
	
	
	
	24,2

	ENDEAVOR III
	
	9,4
	38,8
	14,97
	3,1
	64,6
	
	1,15
	
	22,5

	SORT OUT III
	
	8,5
	29,5
	13,5
	3,2
	34,5
	
	1,7
	
	18

	ENDEAVOR IV
	
	16,6
	44
	13,6
	3,04
	70,4
	
	1,09
	
	21,2

	ENDEAVOR II
	
	
	
	14,2
	3,08
	26
	
	
	
	23,4

	ProdigysolodesII
	
	12
	65
	
	
	33
	
	
	
	39

	RESET
	
	
	47
	16,9
	2,97
	
	39,5
	1,5
	71,5
	31,3

	EES des late
	
	27
	47
	19
	
	
	
	
	
	19

	Security
	
	29
	44
	
	3
	21
	14
	
	52
	19

	OPTIDUAL
	
	
	60
	
	3
	
	
	
	
	18

	XIMA TRIAL
	56
	9
	38
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	25

	CTO-IVUS
	26
	
	65
	
	2,9
	100
	
	
	
	42

	PLATINUM CHINA
	
	
	
	16
	
	77
	
	
	67
	25

	SORT OUT VI
	
	4,4
	
	15,5
	
	33,5
	12,6
	
	
	19

	ZEUS
	
	34
	26
	16,4
	3
	
	
	1,7
	
	28

	LEADERS 4
	
	37
	24
	13
	
	17
	
	1,3
	
	

	NOBORI Japan
	
	
	12
	
	
	45
	
	
	
	

	PROTECT
	
	
	
	18
	
	54
	17
	1,6
	
	

	XAMI
	
	
	50
	
	3,1
	33
	
	
	
	25

	ISAR SAFE
	
	9
	64
	
	
	
	20
	1,7
	
	28

	SORT OUT V
	
	26
	6
	18
	
	38
	15
	1,25
	
	15

	ISAR-LEFT-MAIN 2
	
	70
	70
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DUTCH PEERS
	
	
	
	13,6
	3
	30
	22
	1,8
	74
	22

	RACE-MI
	
	49
	11
	
	3,13
	
	
	
	
	

	HOST-ASSURE
	
	30
	6
	19,8
	3,16
	
	25
	1,6
	
	27,7

	COMPARE II
	
	25
	25
	17
	
	31
	6,5
	1,5
	
	17

	EXCELLENT
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Table S3: MACE. Probability of non−inferiority of Bioreabosorbable with DAPT=12m. vs each other group.
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98.91%

99.42%
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96.17%

99.97%

99.2%

99.98%

Non-inferiority margin for a difference of % of events = 3%

Overall incidence of events in the Bioreabosorbable with DAPT=12m. group (meta-analytical approach) = 7.8%

Non-inferiority margin in terms of Odds-Ratio = (0.048/(1-0.048))/(0.078/(1-0.078)) = 0596





Table S4: GRADE assessing of network meta-analysis evidences for MACE

	Bioreabsorbable with 12mDAPT
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Very low
	EES/ZES with 12mDAPT
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Very low
	Low
	Biodeg. Polymer with 12m<=DAPT
	
	
	
	
	

	Very low
	Low
	Very low
	EES/ZES wit DAPT<12m
	
	
	
	

	Very low
	Low
	Very low
	Very low
	PES with DAPT<=12m
	
	
	

	Very low
	Low
	Low
	Very low
	Very low
	SES with DAPT<=12m
	
	

	Very low
	Very low
	Low
	Very low
	Very low
	Very low
	EES/ZES DAPT>12m
	

	Very low
	Low
	Low
	Very low
	Very low
	Very low
	Very low
	BMS with 12m<=DAPT


Figure S1. Rank probabilities for MACE.
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Figure S2. SUCRA values for MACE.
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Figure S3. Rank probabilities for myocardial infarction.
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Figure S4. SUCRA values for myocardial infarction.
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Figure S5. Rank probabilities for definite stent thrombosis.
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Figure S6. SUCRA values for stent thrombosis.
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Figure S7. Rank probabilities for target vessel revascularization
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Figure S8. SUCRA values for target vessel revascularization.
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Figure S9. Rank probabilities for target lesion revascularization
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Figure S10. SUCRA values for target lesion revascularization.
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Figure S11. Rank probabilities for all cause death.
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Figure S12. SUCRA values for all cause death.
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Figure S13. Rank probabilities for cardiovascular death.
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Figure S14. SUCRA values for cardiovascular death.
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Figure S15. Rank probabilities for major bleedings
[image: image16.png]1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

Stents
with DAPT<12m.

R4AfiR FTODabiiiteS

Stents
with DAPT=12m.

Group

mimz2os

—— s U
Stents
with DAPT>12m.




Figure S16. SUCRA values for major bleedings
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