(A) 0.1-0.15mg/kg esketamine

Experimental Control
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total

Risk Ratio

VWeight M-H. Random. 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H. Random, 95% CI

3.1.1 esketamine vs NS

Feng bt et al. 2022 10 25 21 25 46
Zhan T etal 2022 TE 130 a5 65 53
Subtotal (95% CI}) 155 90 100
Total events 86 56

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.30; Chi*=7.89, df=1 (P = 0.005), F=
Test for overall effect: Z=0.73 (P =047

4%
6%
0%

87%

0,48 [0.28, 0.79]
1.0 [0.83, 1.42]
0.74 [0.33, 1.66]

[ —

0

02

=4

05 5 z
Test for suboroun differences: Mot annlicable Favours [expenimental] Favours [control]
(B) 0.2-0.3mg/kg esketamine
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Evenis Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
3.1.1 esketamine vs NS
Chun-Lin Li 2022 7 35 17 35 108% 0.41 [0.20,0.87]
Feng MM et al. 2022 10 25 2 25 138% 0.48 [0.29,0.79] —_—
Kui Shen 2020 11 20 23 30 142% 0.38 [0.24, 0.61] —_—
Wang Jx etal. 2022 23 20 22 30 164% 1.00 [0.76,1.32] —
¥igo-Su Zheng 2022 14 22 17 22 150% 0.82 [0.55,1.24] -
ing Yan 2022 12 50 42 50 138% 020 [0.17,0.47] e
Zhan YT etal. 2022 3z 65 35 65 159% 0.91 [0.65,1.28] —
Subtotal {95% CI) 258 258 100.0% 0.58 [0.39, 0.85] >
Total events 109 184
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.23; Chi*= 35.42, df= 6 (P < 0.00001); = 83%
Testfar averall effect: £= 2.74 {F = 0.00B)
3.1.2 esketamine vs opioids
a-FeiXu 2022 11 42 16 #1 241% 0.67 [0.26,1.27] —
Yuan-Hao Shi 2020 ] 34 18 34 332% 0.50 [0.26, 0.95] ——
Zhao-Qing Song 2021 ] 40 45 80 327% 0.36 [0.19, 0.68] —=
Subtotal {95% CI) 116 155 100.0% 0.49 [0.34, 0.72] <>
Total events 28
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=1.92 df=2 (P=0.38);F=0%
Testfar averall effect: £= 3.72 {F = 0.0002)
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Testfor subaroun differences: Chi*= 0.30. di= 1 (P = 0.58). IF= 0% Favours [experimental] Favours [cantrol]
(C) 0.4-0.5 mg/kg esketamine
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subaroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H.Fixed.95% Cl M-H. Fixed. 95% Cl
3.1.1 esketamine vs NS
Chun-Lin Li 2022 15 34 1735 213%  0.88[0531.47] "
Feng MM et al. 2022 13 25 21 25 263%  0.62[041,084] —
Sheng-Lan Chen 2022 4 41 24 5% 200([0.39,10.37 I
Wang J¥ et al. 2022 18 30 2330 288%  0.83[0591.18 —&r
Hjao-5u Zheng 2022 g 23 1723 213%  053[030,083 —
Subtotal (95% CI) 154 154 100.0%  0.75[0.60, 0.94] *
Total events 60 a0
Heterogeneity, Chit= 4.36, df=4 (P=0.36); F= 8%
Testfor averall effect 2= 2.56 (P = 0.01)
3.1.2 esketamine vs opioids
Lingyuan Zeng 2022 10 40 3340 257%  0.30[017,053 —
Ping Li 2022 5 114 16 114 125% 0.3 [012, 082
Susanne Eberl 2022 a8 83 60 79 478%  0.92[0761.11] L}
Yuan-Hao Shi 2020 15 34 18 34 140%  0.83[051,1.37 il
Subtotal (95% CI) M 267 100.0%  0.67 [0.56,0.81] L
Total events Liti] 127
Heterogeneity, Chi*= 21.62, df= 3 (P = 0.0001); = 86%
Testfor overall effect Z=4.27 (P = 0.0001)
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Test for subaraun differences: ChE= 054 df= 1 (P = 0.46) F=0% Favours [experimental] Favours [contrl]
(D) 0.7-1mg/kg esketamine
Experimental Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subaroup Events Total Events Total \Weight M-H. Random. 95% Cl M-H. Random. 95% Cl
3.1.1 esketamine vs NS
Wang JX etal 2022 30 30 2330 B02% 1.30 [1.06, 1.59] ——
Hjao-5u Zheng 2022 23 23 1723 398% 1.34[1.05,1.73] —
Subtotal (95% CI) 53 53 100.0% 1.32[1.12,1.54] .
Total events 53 40
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 004, df=1 (P=0.84), F= 0%
Test for overall effect £=3.40 (F = 0.0007)
Total (95% CI) 53 53 100.0% 1.32[1.12,1.54] .
Total events 53 40
TalE= Ohit= _ _ R \ \ , .
Heterogeneity Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.04, df=1 (P = 0.84); F= 0% 015 D!? 115 ﬁ

Testfor overall effect 2= 3.40 (P = 0.0007)
Testfor subaroun diferences: Not annlicable

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]



