
	Supplementary Table 1

	Number of events

	
	Overall mortality rate
	progression-free survival
	Downstage

	
	NAC
	Control
	NAC
	Control
	NAC
	Control

	Wallace et al. 
	46/83
	41/76
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Raghavan et al. 
	25/42
	26/54
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Martinez-Piñerio et al. 
	43/62
	38/60
	41/62
	40/60
	N/A
	N/A

	Shipley et al. 
	31/61
	31/62
	N/A
	N/A
	CR 24 
	28/62

	Bassi et al. 
	53/102
	60/104
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	DAVECA 8901 
	6/17
	9/16
	10/17
	10/16
	N/A
	N/A

	DAVECA 8902 
	49/61 
	45/59
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Grossman et al. 
	90/153
	100/154
	54/153
	77/154
	N/A
	N/A

	Nord 1 
	62/151 
	78/160 
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Nord 2 
	73/155 
	83/154
	N/A
	N/A
	pT0 37/140 
	16/139

	BA06 30894 
	282/491
	309/485
	337/491
	361/485
	N/A
	N/A

	Osman et al. 
	11/30
	15/30
	13/30 
	 17/30
	R0 26/28 
	26/30

	Kitamura et al. 
	NA/64
	NA/66
	23/64
	29/66
	pT0 41/59
	55/65

	Khaled et al. 
	NA/59
	NA/55
	40/59
	30/55
	N/A
	N/A

	Pfister et al.
	195/218
	204/219
	112/218
	106/219
	84/199
	71/198


CR = Complete response; R = Negative margin; p = pathological



	Supplementary Table 2. Characteristics of studies reporting outcomes in patients treated with neoadjuvant chemotherapy for bladder cancer.

	Study
	Year
	Country
	Number of I versus C groups
	Regimen
	Standard arm
	Median follow-up (Months)

	Wallace et al. (1)
	1991
	UK.
	83 vs 76
	Cisplatin
	RT
	16

	Raghavan et al. (1)
	1991
	Australia
	42 vs 54
	Cisplatin
	RT
	16

	Martinez-Piñerio et al. (2)
	1995
	Spain
	62 vs 60
	Cisplatin
	RC
	78.2

	Shipley et al. (3)
	1998
	U.S.
	61 vs 62
	MCV
	RT+ Cisplatin + RC
	60

	Bassi et al. (4)
	1999
	Italy
	102 vs 104
	MVAC
	RC
	NA

	DAVECA 8901 (5)
	2002
	Denmark
	33 vs 33
	Cisplatin + MTX
	RC
	NA

	DAVECA 8902 (5)
	2002
	Denmark
	120 vs 120
	Cisplatin + MTX
	RT
	NA

	Grossman et al. (6)
	2003
	U.S.
	153 vs 154
	MVAC
	RC
	100.8

	Nord 1 (7)
	1996
	Northern Europe
	311 vs 311
	Cisplatin + doxorubicin
	RT + RC
	NA

	Nord 2 (8)
	2002
	Northern Europe
	309 vs 309
	Cisplatin + MTX
	RC
	63.6

	BA06 30894 (9)
	2011
	International
	491 vs 485
	MCV
	RC or RT
	96

	Osman et al. (10)
	2014
	Egypt
	30 vs 30
	GC
	RC
	36

	Kitamura et al. (11)
	2014
	Japan
	64 vs 66
	MVAC
	RC
	55

	Khaled et al. (12)
	2014
	Egypt
	59 vs 55
	GC
	RC or RT
	37.4

	Pfister et al. (12)
	2022
	France
	218 vs 219
	MVAC and RC and/or RT
	GC and RC and/or RT
	36


[bookmark: _GoBack]


C = Cystectomy; R/T = Radiation therapy; MTX = methotrexate; HR = hazard ratio; CMV = methotrexate, vinblastine and cisplatin; 
MVAC = methotrexate, vinblastine, Adriamycin, and cisplatin; GC = Gemcitabine and cisplatin; I = Intervention; C = Control






















The Nodesplit model to assess inconsistency






	OM
	comparison
	p.value
	CrI

	d.Cis_Gem.MVAC
	0.282150
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	-0.48 (-1.2, 0.25)

	-> indirect
	NA
	0.25 (-0.89, 1.4)

	-> network
	NA
	-0.26 (-0.86, 0.38)

	d.Cis_Gem.No_neoadjuvant
	0.258075
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.57 (-0.50, 1.7)

	-> indirect
	NA
	-0.19 (-1.0, 0.61)

	-> network
	NA
	0.093 (-0.54, 0.75)

	d.MVAC.No_neoadjuvant
	0.278150
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.29 (-0.070, 0.65)

	-> indirect
	NA
	1.1 (-0.28, 2.4)

	-> network
	NA
	0.34 (0.0063, 0.70)



	OM without RT
	comparison
	p.value
	CrI

	d.Cis_Gem.MVAC
	0.304125
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	-0.49 (-1.3, 0.33)

	-> indirect
	NA
	0.24 (-0.93, 1.5)

	-> network
	NA
	-0.25 (-0.91, 0.43)

	d.Cis_Gem.No_neoadjuvant
	0.308050
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.56 (-0.56, 1.7)

	-> indirect
	NA
	-0.19 (-1.1, 0.73)

	-> network
	NA
	0.10 (-0.60, 0.84)

	d.MVAC.No_neoadjuvant
	0.291325
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.29 (-0.12, 0.71)

	-> indirect
	NA
	1.1 (-0.35, 2.5)

	-> network
	NA
	0.35 (-0.036, 0.78)







		comparison
	p.value
	CrI

	d.Cis_Gem.MVAC
	0.232450
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.12 (-0.68, 0.93)

	-> indirect
	NA
	-0.63 (-1.6, 0.43)

	-> network
	NA
	-0.13 (-0.83, 0.50)

	d.Cis_Gem.No_neoadjuvant
	0.229725
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	-0.12 (-0.91, 0.68)

	-> indirect
	NA
	0.63 (-0.42, 1.7)

	-> network
	NA
	0.19 (-0.49, 0.80)

	d.MVAC.No_neoadjuvant
	0.213725
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.51 (-0.14, 1.1)

	
	
	

	-> indirect
	NA
	-0.25 (-1.3, 0.90)

	-> network
	NA
	0.32 (-0.27, 0.91)


PFS
















	PFS without RT
	comparison
	p.value
	CrI

	d.Cis_Gem.MVAC
	0.938250
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.11 (-0.65, 0.88)

	-> indirect
	NA
	0.066 (-1.3, 1.4)

	-> network
	NA
	0.11 (-0.51, 0.72)

	d.Cis_Gem.No_neoadjuvant
	0.909325
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.55 (-0.64, 1.8)

	-> indirect
	NA
	0.63 (-0.36, 1.6)

	-> network
	NA
	0.61 (-0.12, 1.3)

	d.MVAC.No_neoadjuvant
	0.901500
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.51 (-0.11, 1.1)

	-> indirect
	NA
	0.42 (-1.0, 1.9)

	-> network
	NA
	0.50 (-0.045, 1.0)








	Downstaging
	comparison
	p.value
	CrI

	d.Cis_Gem.MVAC
	0.084375
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.27 (-1.1, 1.7)

	-> indirect
	NA
	-2.6 (-6.6, 0.41)

	-> network
	NA
	-0.13 (-1.7, 1.1)

	d.Cis_Gem.No_neoadjuvant
	0.081400
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	-1.7 (-5.2, 0.85)

	-> indirect
	NA
	1.2 (-0.94, 3.3)

	-> network
	NA
	0.15 (-1.9, 1.6)

	d.MVAC.No_neoadjuvant
	0.083425
	NA

	-> direct
	NA
	0.91 (-0.67, 2.5)

	-> indirect
	NA
	-1.9 (-5.6, 0.92)

	-> network
	NA
	0.30 (-1.3, 1.7)
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