SGLT2i-induced eGFR dip and clinical outcomes I I l

Study or Dip No dip Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight MH, Random, 95% CI MH, Random, 95% CI
eGFR dip 0-10% |

Cherney 2022 585 1655 258 752 28.6%  1.047[0.873; 1.255] :

Jongs 2022 163 601 69 224 8.3% 0.836[0.598;1.1770] ————&#——1——
Oshima 2021 188 600 99 294 10.6% 0.899 [0.668; 1.210] e
Total (95% CI) 2856 1270 47.5%  0.973 [0.733; 1.291] ———

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0; Chi? = 1.68, df = 2 (P = 0.43); I = 0%

eGFR dip >10%

Cherney 2022 738 2141 257 751 30.6%  1.011[0.849; 1.205]
Jongs 2022 317 1026 69 224 9.6%  1.004[0.734; 1.374]
Oshima2021 322 956 99 294 123%  1.000[0.759; 1.319]
Total (95% CI) 4123 1269 52.5%  1.007 [0.993; 1.021]
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0; Chi = 0, df = 2 (P = 1.00); I = 0%

Total (95% CI) 6979 2539 100.0% 0.991 [0.918; 1.070]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0; Chi® = 1.81, df =5 (P = 0.87); ? = 0%

Test for overall effect: t; = —0.31 (P = 0.77) 0.75 1 1.5

Test for subgroup differences: Chi® = 0.28, df = 1 (P = 0.60) Favors dipping  Favors no dipping

Supplementary Fig. 7. Forest plot depicting the comparison of serious adverse events between the dipping and non-dipping
groups. MH, Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confidence interval; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtration rate.
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