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Search strategy

Supplemental Table 1. Search details

Query

Results
(2 Feb
2024)

PubMed

((PCIJtiab] OR "Percutaneous Coronary Intervention*"[tiab] OR “coronary
stent*”’[tiab] OR “drug-eluting stents”’[Mesh] OR “drug-eluting stent*”’[tiab] OR
Stent*[tiab] OR “acute coronary syndrome”[Mesh] OR “acute coronary
syndrome*”[tiab] OR “Coronary artery disease”’[Mesh] OR “Coronary artery
disease*”’[tiab] OR “Myocardial Infarction”’[Mesh] OR “Myocardial
Infarct*”[tiab]) AND (DAPT[tiab] OR "Dual Antiplatelet Therapy"[tiab] OR “Dual
Antiplatelet Treat*”[tiab] OR “Combination Drug Therapy”[tiab] OR SAPT[tiab]
OR "Single Antiplatelet Therapy"[tiab] OR “Mono Antiplatelet”[tiab]) AND
("Aspirin"[Mesh] OR "Aspirin"[tiab] OR “Acetylsalicylic Acid”[tiab] OR
"Purinergic P2Y Receptor Antagonists"[Mesh] OR "p2y12 inhibitor*"[tiab] OR
"p2y12 receptor inhibitor*"[tiab] OR "p2y12 receptor antagonist*"[tiab] OR
"Clopidogrel*[Mesh] OR Clopidogrel [tiab] OR Ticagrelor[Mesh] OR
Ticagrelor[tiab] OR "Prasugrel Hydrochloride"[Mesh] OR Prasugrel[tiab]) AND
(Random*[tiab] OR Trial*[tiab]))

1,435

Scopus

(TITLE(*“dual antiplatelet””) OR TITLE(“single antiplatelet”) OR TITLE-
ABS(DAPT) OR TITLE-ABS(SAPT) OR TITLE(p2y12) OR TITLE(prasugrel)
OR TITLE(ticagrelor) OR TITLE(clopidogrel) OR TITLE(aspirin)) AND
(TITLE(“percutaneous coronary intervention”) OR TITLE(“percutaneous coronary
revascularization”) OR TITLE-ABS(PCI) OR TITLE-ABS(“coronary stent*””) OR
TITLE-ABS(“drug-eluting stent””)) AND (TITLE-ABS(“random*””) OR TITLE-
ABS(“trial”))

2,083

Embase

(‘percutaneous coronary intervention'/exp OR 'percutaneous coronary
revascularization':ab,ti OR "acute coronary syndrome'.ab,ti OR 'coronary artery
disease":ab,ti OR 'myocardial infarc*":ab,ti OR 'stent":ab,ti OR 'drug eluting
stent":ab,ti AND 'dapt":ab,ti OR 'dual antiplatelet therapy':ab,ti OR 'drug
combination':ab,ti OR 'combination drug therapy':ab,ti OR 'monotherapy':ab,ti OR
'mono-therapy":ab,ti OR 'mono antiplatelet':ab,ti OR 'dual antiplatelet
treatment':ab,ti OR 'mono antiplatelet treatment':ab,ti AND 'acetylsalicylic
acid":ab,ti OR "acetylsalicylic acid plus clopidogrel':ab,ti OR "aspirin’:ab,ti AND
‘anticoagulant agent':ab,ti OR 'platelet aggregation inhibitor'.ab,ti OR
‘clopidogrel':ab,ti OR 'plavix':ab,ti OR 'ticagrelor':ab,ti OR 'prasugrel’:ab,ti OR
'p2y12 inhibitor':ab,ti OR 'p2y12 receptor antagonist':ab,ti OR 'p2y12 receptor
inhibitor':ab,ti AND 'random' OR ‘trial’)

1,375

Total records

4,893

Total records without duplicates

3,184




Quality Assessment

Supplemental Figure 1. Risk of bias in randomized trials according to the
Cochrane risk-of-bias tool for randomized trials (RoB-2).
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Main Results

Supplemental Figure 2. Forest plots representing the risk of all-cause mortality
after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-HBR patients.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total All Cause Mortality RR 95%-Cl Weight
non-HBR
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 60 2283 89 2287 i 0.68 [0.49; 093] 6.2%
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 22 2273 34 2341 = 0.67 [0.39; 1.14] 2.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 107 3502 129 3471 . 0.82 [0.64; 1.06] 10.1%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 117 4477 124 4516 : 3 0.95 [0.74; 1.22] 10.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 62 1098 79 1072 i 0.77 [0.56; 1.06] 6.2%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 10 1158 17 1184 0.60 [0.28; 1.31] 1.1%
TICO (Yun-2020) 8 418 14 417 0.57 [0.24; 1.34] 0.9%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 79 2042 95 1985 i 0.81 [0.60; 1.08] 7.5%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 116 3750 132 3737 : 3 0.88 [0.69; 1.12] 10.6%
TICO (Lee-2021) 16 1527 23 1529 0.70 [0.37; 1.31] 1.6%
TWILIGHT (Stefanini-2021) 15 554 14 557 1.08 [0.52; 2.21] 1.2%
MASTER-DAPT (Vaglimigli-2021) 19 588 18 608 1.09 [0.58; 2.06] 1.6%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 8 260 5 238 1.46 [0.49; 4.42] 0.5%
TICO (Kim-2021) 10 635 17 643 0.60 [0.27;1.29] 1.1%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 9 104 10 101 0.87 [0.37; 2.06] 0.9%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 4 131 4 169 1.29 [0.33;5.06] 0.3%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 3 846 12 852 ———; 0.25 [0.07; 0.89] 0.4%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 19 620 12 575 1.47 [0.72;3.00] 1.3%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 31 2709 33 2712 0.94 [0.58;1.53] 2.7%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 28 2058 19 2078 = 1.49 [0.83;2.66] 1.9%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 10 900 9 907 1.12 [0.46; 2.74] 0.8%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 22 2622 34 2609 = 0.64 [0.38; 1.10] 2.2%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 9 162 3 145 2.69 [0.74;9.73] 04%
TWILIGHT (Dehghani-2022) 17 1064 25 1262 0.81 [0.44;1.49] 1.7%
TICO (Kim-2023) 10 798 17 827 0.61 [0.28;1.32] 1.1%
TICO (Kim-2023) 6 729 6 702 0.96 [0.31;2.97] 0.5%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 12 481 8 518 1.62 [0.67;3.92] 0.8%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 14 1018 11 1012 1.27 [0.58; 2.77] 1.0%
TICO (Lee-2023) 5 323 7 305 0.67 [0.22; 2.10] 0.5%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 7 408 5 387 1.33 [0.43; 4.15] 0.5%
TICO (Lee-2023) 11 1204 16 1224 0.70 [0.33;1.50] 1.1%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 14 1087 13 1111 1.10 [0.52; 2.33] 1.1%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 63 2242 58 2234 - 1.08 [0.76; 1.54] 52%
MASTER-DAPT (Landi-2024) 20 705 29 703 —'—+ 0.69 [0.39; 1.20] 2.0%
MASTER-DAPT (Landi-2024) 55 1590 52 1581 —— 1.05 [0.72; 1.53] 4.6%
Random effects model 46366 46599 4 0.87 [0.80; 0.94] 92.2%
Prediction interval = [0.80; 0.95]
Heterogeneity: /% = 0%, v = < 0.0001, 75, = 31.93 (p = 0.5694)
HBR
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 12 521 16 543 0.78 [0.37; 1.64] 1.2%
TICO (Lee-2022) 4 212 6 241 0.76 [0.22; 2.65] 0.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 29 912 23 981 = 1.36 [0.79; 2.33] 2.2%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 50 915 42 888 -t 1.16 [0.77;1.72] 4.0%
Random effects model 2560 2653 1.11 [0.84; 1.48] 7.8%
Prediction interval [0.70; 1.78]
Heterogeneity: /°=0%, ©* =0, x5 =1.79 (p = 0.6172)
Random effects model 48926 49252 ¢ 0.89 [0.82; 0.96] 100.0%
Prediction interval - [0.82; 0.96]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.0%, © < 0.0001, 72, = 36.40 (p = 0.5436) ' ‘ ‘ '
Test for subgroup differences: ;% =268,df=1(p =0.1017) 0.1 05 1 2 10

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT



Supplemental Figure 3. Forest plots representing the risk of cardiovascular
mortality after 1- and 3-month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT
Study Events Total Events
1 month
GLOBAL LEADERS - GLASS Substudy (Franzone-2019) 69 3791 88
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 41 2295 47
TPASS (Hong-2023) 6 1426 9
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) 40 1471 51
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 66 2984 61
Random effects model 11967

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: I° = 0%, 1* = 0, 44 = 2.41 (p = 0.6605)

3 months

RESET (Kim-2012) 2 1059 4
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 29 1563 32
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2019) 30 1495 27
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 26 3555 37
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 13 751 8
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 7 1002 10
Random effects model 9425

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: I° = 0%, 1* = 0, y2 = 3.97 (p = 0.5534)

Random effects model 21392
Prediction interval

Heterogenelty: I = 0.0%, © = 0, 1%, = 6.46 (p = 0.7754)

Test for subgroup differences: ;4? =0.07,df=1 (p = 0.7857)
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0.50
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1.1
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0.88

95%-Cl Weight

[0.57; 1.07]
[0.57; 1.31]
[0.24; 1.87]
[0.53; 1.19]
[0.77; 1.53]
[0.73; 1.04]
[0.67; 1.12]

[0.09; 2.72]
[0.55; 1.48]
[0.67; 1.86]
[0.43; 1.16]
[0.67; 3.86]
[0.27; 1.85]
[0.70; 1.18]
[0.64; 1.28]

22.3%
12.6%

2.0%
13.1%
18.3%
68.4%

0.8%
8.8%
8.2%
8.7%
2.8%
2.3%
31.6%

[0.76; 1.02] 100.0%

[0.74; 1.04]



Supplemental Figure 4. Forest plots representing the risk of cardiovascular
mortality after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified
subgroups.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Cardiovascular Mortality RR 95%-Cl Weight
ACS
RESET (Kim-2012) 1 301 0 300 — 1.99 [0.07; 59.19] 0.2%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 10 2058 10 2078 —— 1.01 [0.42; 2.42] 3.1%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 61 2242 57 2234 | 1.07 [0.75; 1.52] 18.5%
Random effects model 4601 4612 > 1.06 [0.77; 1.48] 21.8%
Prediction interval - [0.52; 2.19]
Heterogeneity: /> = 0%, ©* = 0, 72 = 0.15 (p = 0.9298)
BMI<25
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 5 900 7 907 —— 0.72 [0.23; 2.26] 1.8%
TICO (Kim-2023) 3 798 10 827 — 0.31 [0.09; 1.13] 1.4%
Random effects model 1698 1734 - 0.50 [0.21; 1.17] 3.2%
Prediction interval [0.00; 126.80]
Heterogeneity: I = 0%, 1 = 0, 5> = 0.91 (p = 0.3392)
BMI>25
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 19 2622 21 2609 - 090 [0.49; 1.67] 6.2%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 729 2 702 —— 1.93 [0.35; 10.48] 0.8%
Random effects model 3351 3311 -« 0.98 [0.55; 1.76] 7.0%
Prediction interval S [0.02; 42.49]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, 1 = 0, ;/} = 0.68 (p = 0.4086)
Complex PCI
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 9 1158 17 1184 — 054 [0.24; 1.21] 3.6%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2021) 9 588 10 608 —— 0.93 [0.38; 2.27] 2.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 5 260 3 238 —r— 1.53 [0.37; 6.32] 1.2%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 2 481 3 518 — 0.72 [0.12; 4.28] 0.7%
Random effects model 2487 2548 L4 0.77 [0.46; 1.31] 8.5%
Prediction interval —_ [0.33; 1.81]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 0%, ©* = 0, 2 = 1.81 (p = 0.6134)
DM
RESET (Kim-2012) 1 146 1 146 e E— 1.00 [0.06; 15.84] 0.3%
TICO (Yun-2020) 5 418 8 417 —r 062 [0.21; 1.89] 1.9%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 5 162 1 145 - 4.48 [0.53; 37.86] 0.5%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 3 1018 8 1012 —r 0.37 [0.10; 1.40] 1.3%
Random effects model 1744 1720 - 0.72 [0.32; 1.64] 4.1%
Prediction interval —_— [0.15; 3.56]
Heterogeneity: I = 22.6%, <* = 0.0757, ;2 = 3.88 (p = 0.2752)
Elderly
TICO (Kim-2021) 5 635 9 643 —r 0.56 [0.19; 1.67] 2.0%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 6 104 5 101 — 1.17 [0.37; 3.70] 1.8%
Random effects model 739 744 $ 0.79 [0.36; 1.75] 3.8%
Prediction interval [0.00; 134.31]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, 1* = 0, ;/; = 0.81 (p = 0.3682)
Female
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 1 131 2 169 . E— 0.65 [0.06; 7.04] 0.4%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 2 846 9 859 — 0.23 [0.05; 1.04] 1.0%
TICO (Lee-2023) 1 323 4 305 —_— 0.24 [0.03; 2.10] 0.5%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 2 408 4 387 — 047 [0.09; 257] 0.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 11 705 16 703 - 069 [0.32; 147] 4.1%
Random effects model 2413 2423 R 0.51 [0.28; 0.92] 6.8%
Prediction interval —_— [0.22; 1.18]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, 1 = 0, 5} = 2.1 (p = 0.7000)
HBR
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 9 521 14 543 —= 0.67 [0.29; 1.53] 3.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 9 912 14 981 - 0.69 [0.30; 1.59] 3.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 48 915 41 888 3 1.14 [0.76; 1.71] 14.2%
Random effects model 2348 2412 €« 0.93 [0.62; 1.38] 21.1%
Prediction interval —_ [0.31; 2.77]
Heterogeneity: I = 0%, ©* = 0.0243, 12 = 1.98 (p = 0.3716)
Male
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 12 620 6 575 = 1.85 [0.70; 4.91 2.5%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 24 2709 28 2712 - 0.86 [0.50; 1.48] 8.0%
TICO (Lee-2023) 6 1204 8 1224 —— 0.76 [0.27; 2.19] 2.1%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 9 1087 9 1111 —— 1.02 [0.41; 2.57] 2.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 26 1590 28 1581 - 0.92 [0.54; 1.57] 8.4%
Random effects model 7210 7203 A 4 0.96 [0.70; 1.32] 23.8%
Prediction interval - [0.62; 1.51]
Heterogeneity: I = 0%, 1 = 0, 5> = 2.14 (p = 0.7093)
Random effects model 26591 26707 0.89 [0.76; 1.04] 100.0%
Prediction interval - [0.76; 1.04]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.0%, 1 = 0, y5, = 22.17 (p = 0.8131) ' ' ‘ ‘
Test for subgroup differences: yé =7.30, df = 8 (p = 0.5044) 0.01 01 1 10 100

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT



Supplemental Figure 5. Forest plots representing the risk of cardiovascular
mortality after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-HBR
patients.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Cardiovascular Mortality RR 95%-Cl Weight
non-HBR
RESET (Kim-2012) 1 301 0 300 1.99 [0.07; 58.19] 0.2%
RESET (Kim-2012) 1 146 1 146 B E— 1.00 [0.06; 15.84] 0.3%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 9 1158 17 1184 — 0.54 [0.24; 1.21] 3.6%
TICO (Yun-2020) 5 418 8 417 —r 0.62 [0.21; 1.89] 1.9%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2021) 9 588 10 608 —— 0.93 [0.38; 227] 2.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 5 260 3 238 —— 1.53 [0.37; 6.32] 1.2%
TICO (Kim-2021) 5 635 9 643 — 0.56 [0.19; 1.67] 2.0%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 6 104 5 101 i 117 [0.37; 3.70] 1.8%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 1 131 2 169 | E— 0.65 [0.06; 7.04] 0.4%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 2 846 9 859 — 0.23 [0.05; 1.04] 1.0%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 12 620 6 575 T 1.85 [0.70; 4.91] 2.5%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 24 2709 28 2712 — 0.86 [0.50; 1.48] 8.0%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 10 2058 10 2078 —— 1.01 [0.42; 242] 3.1%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 5 900 7 907 —i— 0.72 [0.23; 2.26] 1.8%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 19 2622 21 2609 —.— 0.90 [0.49; 167] 6.2%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 5 162 1 145 —r———— 4.48 [0.53;37.86] 0.5%
TICO (Kim-2023) 3 798 10 827 — 0.31 [0.09; 1.13] 1.4%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 729 2 702 I a— 1.93 [0.35; 10.48] 0.8%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 2 481 3 518 R 0.72 [0.12; 428] 0.7%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 3 1018 8 1012 — 0.37 [0.10; 1.40] 1.3%
TICO (Lee-2023) 1 323 4 305 ——m——— 0.24 [0.03; 2.10] 0.5%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 2 408 4 387 — 0.47 [0.09; 2.57] 0.8%
TICO (Lee-2023) 6 1204 8 1224 —=— 0.76 [0.27; 219] 21%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 9 1087 9 1111 — 1.02 [0.41; 257] 2.8%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 61 2242 57 2234 = 1.07 [0.75; 1.52] 18.5%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 11 705 16 703 4._|> 0.69 [0.32; 1.47] 41%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 26 1590 28 1581 — 0.92 [0.54; 1.57] 8.4%
Random effects model 24243 24295 ¢ 0.87 [0.73; 1.03] 78.9%
Prediction interval = [0.73; 1.04]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0%, ©* = 0, 15, = 19.92 (p = 0.7955)
HBR
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 9 521 14 543 —— 0.67 [0.29; 153] 3.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 9 912 14 981 — 0.69 [0.30; 1.59] 3.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 48 915 41 888 R 3 1.14 [0.76; 1.71] 14.2%
Random effects model 2348 2412 -« 0.93 [0.62; 1.38] 21.1%
Prediction interval — [0.31; 2.77]
Heterogensity: 1 = 0%, ©* = 0.0243, 73 = 1.98 (p = 0.3718)
Random effects model 26591 26707 L 0.89 [0.76; 1.04] 100.0%
Prediction interval = [0.76; 1.04]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.0%, ©° = 0, 2, = 22.17 (p = 0.8131)
Test for subgroup differences: ﬁ =0.08,df =1 (p =0.7759) 0.1 0512 10

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT



Supplemental Figure 6. Forest plots representing the risk of stroke after 1- and 3-
month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT

Study Events Total Events Total Stroke RR 95%-Cl Weight
1 month \

GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2018) 80 7980 82 7980 —— 0.98 [0.72; 1.33] 29.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS - GLASS Substudy (Franzone-2019) 44 3794 44 3791 —— 1.00 [0.66; 1.51] 15.7%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) 30 1464 39 1470 — 0.77 [0.48; 1.24] 13.9%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 15 2295 28 2284 ——m— 0.53 [0.29; 1.00] 10.0%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 8 1426 11 1424 ———=—8—— 0.73 [0.29; 1.80] 3.9%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 27 2984 26 2982 B 1.04 [0.61; 1.77] 9.3%
Common effect model 19943 19931 - 0.89 [0.74; 1.07] 82.2%
Prediction interval — [0.69; 1.14]
Heterogeneity: I° = 0%, 1 = 0, y2 = 4.09 (p = 0.5370)

3 months

OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 5 1563 5 1556 ; 1.00 [0.29;3.43] 1.8%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 16 3555 8 3564 A+ 2.01 [0.86;4.68] 2.9%
TICO (Kim-2020) 8 1527 1M1 1529 ——=——— 0.73 [0.29; 1.81] 3.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 21 1495 16 1498 T 1.32 [0.69;2.51] 5.7%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 7 1002 10 1011 ————=——— 0.71 [0.27; 1.85] 3.6%
Common effect model 9142 9158 ¥ 1.14 [0.78; 1.67] 17.8%
Prediction interval S [0.66; 1.96]
Heterogeneity: 17 = 0%, 1 = 0, 42 = 3.83 (p = 0.4300) ;

Common effect model 29085 29089 0.93 [0.79; 1.10] 100.0%

X

Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: I° = 0.0%, v = 0, 32, = 9.17 (p = 0.5163)

Test for subgroup differences: ;/_f =1.39,df =1 (p = 0.2391) 0.5 1 2
Abbreviated DAPT DAPT

[0.77; 1.13]



Supplemental Figure 7. Forest plots representing the risk of stroke after
abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified subgroups.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Stroke RR 95%-Cl Weight
ACS
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 11 2273 6 2341 T 1.8 [0.70; 5.10] 3.9%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 44 3750 42 3737 | 1.04 [0.69; 1.59] 21.8%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 15 2058 11 2078 :l: 1.38 [0.63; 2.99] 6.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 15 2058 11 2078 ' 1.38 [0.63; 2.99] 6.4%
Random effects model 10139 10234 4 1.22 [0.89; 1.67] 38.5%
Prediction interval - [0.73; 2.03]
Heterogeneity: I° = 0%, <> = 0, ;3 = 1.46 (p = 0.6922)
BMI<25
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 5 900 3 907 T 1.68 [0.40; 7.01] 1.9%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 798 7 827 = 0.59 [0.17; 2.02] 2.6%
Random effects model 1698 1734 e 0.93 [0.34; 2.57] 4.5%
Prediction interval [0.00; 1710.60]
Heterogeneity: I° = 15.2%, ©* = 0.0826, 1> = 1.18 (p = 0.2775)
BMI>25
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 11 2622 5 2609 T 219 [0.76; 6.29] 3.5%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 729 4 702 —t— 096 [0.24; 3.84] 2.0%
Random effects model 3351 3311 < 1.62 [0.70; 3.74] 5.5%
Prediction interval [0.01; 372.30]
Heterogeneity: I” = 0%, <> = 0, ;3 = 0.86 (p = 0.3547)
Complex PCI
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 23 2283 13 2287 - 1.77 [0.90; 3.49] 8.4%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 1 1158 2 1184 — 0.51 [0.05; 5.63] 0.7%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 0 260 3 238 — 0.13 [0.01; 2.52] 0.4%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2022) 3 588 4 608 . 0.78 [0.17; 3.45] 1.7%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 1 481 4 518 — 0.27 [0.03; 2.40] 0.8%
Random effects model 4770 4835 < 0.88 [0.39; 1.98] 12.0%
Prediction interval —_— [0.15; 5.10]
Heterogeneity: I° = 33.7%, ©* = 0.2286, 1> = 6.03 (p = 0.1968)
DM
TICO (Yun-2020) 0 418 1 417 e 0.33 [0.01; 8.14] 0.4%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 0 162 0 145 0.0%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 9 1018 10 1012 . 0.89 [0.37; 2.19] 4.8%
Random effects model 1598 1574 - 0.83 [0.35; 1.97] 5.2%
Prediction interval [0.00; 224.03]
Heterogeneity: I° = 0%, <* = 0, ;3 = 0.34 (p = 0.5591)
Female
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 5 846 2 852 T 252 [0.49; 12.94] 1.4%
TICO (Lee-2023) 2 323 7 305 — 0.27 [0.06; 1.29] 1.6%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 4 408 1 387 - 3.79 [0.43; 33.80] 0.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 4 705 9 703 —= 044 [0.14; 1.43] 2.8%
Random effects model 2282 2247 e 0.89 [0.26; 3.02] 6.6%
Prediction interval —_— [0.02; 32.20]
Heterogensity: I° = 54.7%, © = 0.8837, 15 = 6.63 (p = 0.0848)
HER
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 2 521 1 543 —f 208 [0.19; 22.92] 0.7%
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 2 241 —_— 0.23 [0.01; 4.71] 0.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 13 912 15 981 -Il- 0.93 [045 195 7.1%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 12 915 10 888 —— 116 [0.51; 2.68] 55%
Random effects model 2560 2653 ‘ 1.02 [0.60; 1.73] 13.7%
Prediction interval - [0.43; 2.40]
Heterogensity: I° = 0%, <* = 0, 5 = 1.44 (p = 0.6966)
Male
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 11 2709 6 2712 L 1.84 [0.68;, 4.96] 3.9%
TICO (Lee-2023) 6 1204 4 1224 — 1.52 [0.43; 539] 24%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 7 1087 4 1111 - 1.79 [0.53; 6.09] 2.6%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 8 1590 14 1581 — 0.57 [0.24; 1.35] 5.1%
Random effects model 6590 6628 <> 119 [0.65; 2.16] 14.0%
Prediction interval —_— [0.31; 4.50]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 26.6%, r* = 0.0821, 73 = 4.09 (p = 0.2520)
Random effects model 32988 33216 4 112 [0.92; 1.36] 100.0%
Prediction interval r [0.91; 1.37]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0.0%, ©° = 0, y5; = 24.90 (p = 0.5247) ‘ ' ' ‘
Test for subgroup differences: ;r? =223,df=7 (p =0.9463) 0.001 01 1 10 1000

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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Supplemental Figure 8. Forest plots representing the risk of stroke after
abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-HBR patients.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Stroke RR 95%-Cl Weight
non-HBR
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 23 2283 13 2287 i 1.77 [0.90; 3.49] 8.4%
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 11 2273 6 2341 1.89 [0.70; 5.10] 3.9%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 1 1158 2 1184 0.51 [0.05; 5.63] 0.7%
TICO (Yun-2020) 0 418 1 417 0.33 [0.01; 8.14] 0.4%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 44 3750 42 3737 n 1.04 [0.69; 1.59] 21.8%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 0 260 3 238 0.13 [0.01; 2.52] 0.4%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 5 846 2 852 2.52 [0.49; 12.94] 1.4%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 11 2709 6 2712 = 1.84 [0.68; 4.96] 3.9%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 15 2058 11 2078 T 1.38 [0.63; 2.99] 6.4%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 5 900 3 907 1.68 [0.40; 7.01] 1.9%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 11 2622 5 2609 2.19 [0.76; 6.29] 3.5%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2022) 3 588 4 608 0.78 [0.17; 3.45] 1.7%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 0 162 0 145 0.0%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 798 7 827 0.59 [0.17; 2.02] 2.6%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 729 4 702 0.96 [0.24; 3.84] 2.0%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 1 481 4 518 0.27 [0.03; 2.40] 0.8%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 9 1018 10 1012 —— 0.89 [0.37; 2.19] 4.8%
TICO (Lee-2023) 2 323 7 305 0.27 [0.06; 1.29] 1.6%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 4 408 1 387 3.79 [0.43; 33.80] 0.8%
TICO (Lee-2023) 6 1204 4 1224 1.52 [0.43; 5.39] 2.4%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 7 1087 4 1111 1.79 [0.53; 6.09] 2.6%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 15 2058 11 2078 T 1.38 [0.63; 2.99] 6.4%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 4 705 9 703 0.44 [0.14; 1.43] 2.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 8 1590 14 1581 —m 0.57 [0.24; 1.35] 51%
Random effects model 30428 30563 4 1.13 [0.90; 1.42] 86.3%
Prediction interval - [0.77; 1.67]
Heterogeneity: /% = 5.7%, 1* = 0.0210, y5, = 23.32 (p = 0.3839)
HBR
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 2 521 1 543 2.08 [0.19; 22.92] 0.7%
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 2 241 0.23 [0.01; 4.71] 0.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 13 912 15 981 —— 0.93 [0.45; 1.95] 7.1%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 12 915 10 888 —— 1.16 [0.51; 2.68] 5.5%
Random effects model 2560 2653 # 1.02 [0.60; 1.73] 13.7%
Prediction interval —_— [0.43; 2.40]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, <2 = 0, 3 = 1.4 (p = 0.6966) f
Random effects model 32988 33216 4 1.12 [0.92; 1.36] 100.0%
Prediction interval = [0.91; 1.37]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0.0%, ©° = 0, 12, = 24.80 (p = 0.5247) ‘ f ‘ I
Test for subgroup differences: ﬁ =0.14,df =1 (p = 0.7123) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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Supplemental Figure 9. Forest plots representing the risk of non-fatal MI after 1-
and 3-month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Non-fatal MI RR 95%-Cl Weight
1 month !
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2018) 248 7980 250 7988 »n 0.99 [0.84; 1.18] 23.6%
GLOBAL LEADERS - GLASS Substudy (Franzone-2019) 108 3791 135 3794 - 0.80 [0.62; 1.03] 16.0%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) 36 1460 58 1474 —— 0.63 [0.42;0.94] 7.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 71 2295 57 2284 - 1.24 [0.88; 1.75] 10.3%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 38 2984 28 2982 T 1.36 [0.83;2.20] 5.9%
Random effects model 18510 18522 -y 0.95 [0.74; 1.23] 63.6%
Prediction interval —_— [0.45; 2.04]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 61.5%, 1* = 0.0577, 32 = 10.4 (p = 0.0342)
3 months
RESET (Kim-2012) 2 1059 4 10588 ——— 0.50 [0.09;2.72] 0.6%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 49 1563 42 1556 —-— 1.16 [0.77; 1.74] 7.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2019) 20 1495 25 1498 e 0.80 [0.45;1.44] 4.2%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2018) 95 3555 95 3564 - 1.00 [0.76; 1.33] 13.7%
TICO (Kim-2020) 6 1527 11 1529 —_— 0.55 [0.20; 1.47] 1.6%
REDCUE (Kendhi-2021) 27 751 22 744 —re— 1.22 [0.70; 2.12] 4.7%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 7 1426 8 1424 e 0.87 [0.32;2.40] 1.5%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 13 1002 10 1011 — 1.31 [0.58;2.98] 2.3%
Random effects model 12378 12384 P> 1.01 [0.84; 1.22] 36.4%
Prediction interval —— [0.81; 1.27]
Heterogeneity: I* = 0%, 1* = 0, 42 = 4.1 (p = 0.7686)
Random effects model 30888 30906 L 4 0.97 [0.85; 1.10] 100.0%

T

Prediction interval =

Heterogenelty: I = 19.0%, ©* = 0.0099, 1%, = 14.81 (p = 0.2522) ‘ ‘

Test for subgroup differences: ;4? =0.13,df =1 (p = 0.7158) 0.1 05 1 2 10
Abbreviated DAPT DAPT

[0.75; 1.26]
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Supplemental Figure 10. Forest plots representing the risk of non-fatal MI after
abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified subgroups.

ACS

RESET (Kim-2012) 0 301 0 300 0.0%
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 70 2273 72 2341 n 1.00 [0.72; 1.38] 5.6%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 133 3750 132 3737 | | 1.00 [0.79; 1.27] 7.0%
TICO (Lee-2021) 6 1527 11 1529 — 0.55 [0.20; 1.47] 1.3%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 32 2058 17 2078 - 1.90 [1.06; 3.41] 2.9%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 32 2058 17 2078 HE- 1.90 [1.06; 3.41] 2.9%
Random effects model 11967 12063 » 1.19 [0.81; 1.76] 19.7%
Prediction interval b [0.38; 3.70]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 58%, 1* = 0.1275, 32 = 9.52 (p = 0.0493)

BMI<25

GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 35 3502 45 3471 = 0.77 [0.50; 1.20] 4.2%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 26 900 19 907 1.38 [0.77; 247] 29%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 798 8 827 0.52 [0.16; 1.71] 0.9%
Random effects model 5200 5205 0.91 [0.56; 1.47] 8.0%
Prediction interval [0.19; 4.38]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 40.2%, 1 = 0.0733, 15 = 3.34 (p = 0.1880)

BMI>25

GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 48 4477 58 4516 L 0.83 [0.57; 1.22] 4.9%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 68 2622 80 2609 | 0.85 [0.61; 1.16] 57%
TICO (Kim-2023) 2 729 3 702 — 0.64 [0.11; 3.83] 04%
Random effects model 7828 7827 L 0.84 [0.66; 1.07] 11.0%
Prediction interval - [0.49; 1.42]
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0%, < = 0, 15 = 0.09 (p = 0.9565)

CKD

GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 54 1068 51 1072 ! 1.06 [0.73; 1.54] 5.0%
TWILIGHT (Stefanini-2021) 27 554 21 557 - 1.29 [0.74; 2.26] 3.1%
Random effects model 1622 1629 4 1.13 [0.83; 1.54] 8.1%
Prediction interval —_— [0.15; 8.44]
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0%, * = 0, ; = 0.33 (p = 0.5675)

Complex PCI

GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 71 2283 93 2287 ! 0.76 [0.56; 1.04] 59%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 33 1158 40 1184 = 0.84 [0.54; 1.33] 4.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 2 260 4 238 ——i— 0.46 [0.08; 2.48] 0.5%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2022) 23 588 19 608 - 1.25 [0.69; 2.27] 2.8%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 9 481 6 518 —-— 1.62 [0.58; 4.50] 1.2%
Random effects model 4770 4835 4 0.87 [0.69; 1.09] 14.5%
Prediction interval = [0.61; 1.23]
Heterogeneity: /2 = 2.1%, < = 0.0019, ;% = 4.09 (p = 0.3943)

DM

RESET (Kim-2012) 0 146 1 146 — 0.33 [0.01; 8.12] 01%
TICO (Yun-2020) 5 418 5 417 — 1.00 [0.29; 3.42] 0.9%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 90 2042 82 1985 | 1.07 [0.80; 1.43] 6.1%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 8 162 8 145 —— 0.90 [0.34; 2.32] 1.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 22 1018 12 1012 - 1.82 [0.91; 3.66] 2.2%
Random effects model 3786 3705 b 1.12 [0.87; 1.44] 10.7%
Prediction interval += [0.78; 1.60]
Heterogeneity: /2 = 0%, * = 0, 1 = 2.7 (p = 0.5962)

Elderly

TICO (Kim-2021) 3 635 6 643 e 0.51 [0.13; 2.02] 0.7%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 3 104 4 101 —— 0.73 [0.17; 3.17] 0.6%
Random effects model 739 744 - 0.60 [0.22; 1.64] 1.3%
Prediction interval [0.00; 411.47]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, ©© = 0, %% = 0.12 (p = 0.7240)

Female

REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 4 131 6 169 —a— 0.86 [0.25; 2.99] 0.8%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 21 846 20 852 - 1.06 [0.58; 1.94] 2.8%
TICO (Lee-2023) 2 323 4 305 — 0.47 [0.09; 2.56] 0.5%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 3 408 8 387 = 0.36 [0.10; 1.33] 0.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 11 705 17 703 - 0.65 [0.30; 1.37] 2.0%
Random effects model 2413 2416 4 0.77 [0.51; 1.16] 6.9%
Prediction interval - [0.43; 1.37]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, © = 0, ¥° = 2.94 (p = 0.5684)

HBR

TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 23 521 19 543 - 1.26 [0.70; 2.29] 2.8%
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 2 24 — 0.23 [0.01; 4.71] 02%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 18 912 6 981 —— 3.23 [1.29; 8.09] 1.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 14 915 3 888 — 453 [1.31; 15.71] 0.8%
Random effects model 2560 2653 2.01 [0.79; 513] 5.3%
Prediction interval —_— [0.13; 31.65]
Heterogeneity: /° = 56%, 1° = 0.5218, 33 = 6.82 (p = 0.0779)

Male

REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 23 620 15 575 Enl 1.42 [0.75; 2.70] 2.6%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 74 2709 75 2712 | | 099 [0.72; 1.38] 57%
TICO (Lee-2023) 4 1204 7 1224 4'% 0.58 [0.17; 1.98] 0.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 8 1087 9 1111 —— 0.91 [0.35 235] 1.4%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 49 1590 32 1581 1.52 [0.98; 2.36] 4.2%
Random effects model 7210 7203 1.14 [0.90; 1.45] 14.7%
Prediction interval [0.77; 1.68]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 6.7%, < = 0.0045, 1, = 4.29 (p = 0.3687)

Random effects model 48095 48280 1.04 [0.92; 1.17] 100.0%
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Supplemental Figure 11. Forest plots representing the risk of non-fatal M1 after
abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-HBR patients.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Non-fatal MI RR 95%-Cl Weight

non-HBR

RESET (Kim-2012) 0 301 0 300 0.0%
RESET (Kim-2012) 0 146 1 146 0.33 [0.01; 8.12] 0.1%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 71 2283 93 2287 L 0.76 [0.56; 1.04] 5.9%
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 70 2273 72 2341 | 1.00 [0.72; 1.38] 56%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 35 3502 45 3471 -I{- 0.77 [0.50; 1.20] 4.2%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 48 4477 58 4516 L3 0.83 [0.57; 1.22] 4.9%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 54 1068 51 1072 ‘!‘ 1.06 [0.73; 1.54] 5.0%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 33 1158 40 1184 it 0.84 [0.54; 1.33] 4.0%
TICO (Yun-2020) 5 418 5 417 i 1.00 [0.29; 3.42] 0.9%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 90 2042 82 1985 n 1.07 [0.80; 1.43] 6.1%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 133 3750 132 3737 | | 1.00 [0.79; 1.27] 7.0%
TICO (Lee-2021) 6 1527 11 1529 4'1 0.55 [0.20; 1.47] 1.3%
TWILIGHT (Stefanini-2021) 27 554 21 557 1.29 [0.74; 2.26] 31%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 2 260 4 238 e 0.46 [0.08; 2.48] 0.5%
TICO (Kim-2021) 3 635 6 643 — 0.51 [0.13; 2.02] 0.7%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 3 104 4 10 — 0.73 [0.17; 3.17] 0.6%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 4 13 6 169 —_— 0.86 [0.25; 2.99] 0.8%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 21 846 20 852 —— 1.06 [0.58; 1.94] 28%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 23 620 15 575 +I— 142 [0.75; 2.70] 2.6%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 74 2709 75 2712 | § 0.99 [0.72; 1.36] 5.7%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 32 2058 17 2078 il 1.90 [1.06; 3.41] 2.9%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 26 900 19 907 - 1.38 [0.77; 2.47] 2.9%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2022) 68 2622 80 2609 n 0.85 [0.61; 1.16] 57%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2022) 23 588 19 608 . 1.25 [0.69; 2.27] 2.8%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 8 162 8 145 —a— 0.80 [0.34; 2.32] 1.4%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 798 8 827 e 0.52 [0.16; 1.71] 0.9%
TICO (Kim-2023) 2 729 3 702 —_— 0.64 [0.11; 3.83] 0.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 9 481 6 518 —— 1.62 [0.58; 4.50] 1.2%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 22 1018 12 1012 - 1.82 [0.91; 3.66] 2.2%
TICO (Lee-2023) 2 323 4 305 — 0.47 [0.09; 2.56] 0.5%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 3 408 8 387 — 0.36 [0.10; 1.33] 0.8%
TICO (Lee-2023) 4 1204 7 1224 ——— 0.58 [0.17; 1.98] 0.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 8 1087 9 111 — 0.91 [0.35; 2.35] 1.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 32 2058 17 2078 1.90 [1.06; 3.41] 2.9%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 11 705 17 703 — 0.65 [0.30; 1.37] 2.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 49 1590 32 1581 Hl- 1.52 [0.98; 2.36] 4.2%
Random effects model 45535 45627 1.00 [0.91; 1.11] 94.7%
Prediction interval - [0.81; 1.25]
Heterogeneity: I° = 10.1%, < = 0.0090, 13, = 37.81 (p = 0.2996)

HBR

TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 23 521 19 543 - 1.26 [0.70; 2.29] 2.8%
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 2 2 ———— 0.23 [0.01; 4.71] 0.2%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 18 912 6 981 —— 3.23 [1.29; 8.09] 1.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 14 915 3 888 —_— 4.53 [1.31;15.71] 0.8%
Random effects model 2560 2653 o 2.01 [0.79; 5.13] 5.3%
Prediction interval —_— [0.13; 31.65]
Heterogeneity: I = 56%, < = 0.5218, ;2 = 6.82 (p = 0.0779)

Random effects model 48095 48280 4 1.04 [0.92; 1.17] 100.0%
Prediction interval - [0.69; 1.58]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 25.5%, < = 0.0389, 1, = 51.02 (p = 0.0770)

Test for subgroup differences: ﬁ =212, df =1 (p = 0.1455) 01 0512 10
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Supplemental Figure 12. Forest plots representing the risk of any
revascularization after 1- and 3-month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Any Revascularization RR 95%-Cl Weight
1 month i
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2018) 739 7980 793 7988 Il 0.93 [0.85; 1.03] 57.8%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) 149 1374 155 1410 —— 0.99 [0.80; 1.22] 20.8%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 31 2984 17 2982 l 1.82 [1.01;3.29] 3.3%
Random effects model 12338 12380 0.95 [0.88; 1.04] 81.9%
Prediction interval —_— [0.79; 1.15]
Heterogeneity: /° = 59.5%, «° = < 0.0001, 2 = 4.94 (p = 0.0846)
3 months
RESET (Kim-2012) 15 1059 11 1058 1.36 [0.63;2.95] 1.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 77 1495 67 1498 — 1.15 [0.84; 1.59] 10.3%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 36 1002 43 1011 —_— 0.84 [0.55; 1.30] 5.9%
Random effects model 3556 3567 = 1.06 [0.83; 1.36] 18.1%
Prediction interval —_— [0.62; 1.81]
Heterogeneity: = 0%, = 0. ;5 =1.71 (p = 0.4246)
Random effects model 15894 15947 ; 0.99 [0.89; 1.10] 100.0%
Prediction interval [0.81; 1.20]
Heterogeneity: /° = 31.5%, <* = 0.0029, 42 = 7.30 (p = 0.1995)
Test for subgroup differences: /f =0.64,df =1 (p = 0.4226) 0.5 1 2

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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Supplemental Figure 13. Forest plots representing the risk any revascularization
after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified subgroups.

Abbreviated DAPT

Study Events Total Events
ACS

GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 336 3750 348
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 114 2058 74
Random effects model 5808

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /° = 88.5%, 1° = 0.1021. > = 8.65 (p = 0.0032)

Complex PCI

GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 230 2283 285
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 50 481 30
Random effects model 2764

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /° = 81.1%, +* = 0.2899. 3% = 11.3 (p = 0.0008)

DM

TICO (Yun-2020) 5 418 2
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 225 2042 248
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 86 1018 59
Random effects model 3478

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /° = 76.4%, 1 = 0.1046. x5 = 8.47 (p = 0.0145)

HBR

STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 76 912 60
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 14 915 5
Random effects model 1827

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /° = 39.7%, 1* = 0.0976. x> = 1.65 (p = 0.1979)

Random effects model 13877
Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: /° = 79.2%, 1 = 0.0856, 72 = 38.47 (p < 0.0001)
Test for subgroup differences: Zg =0.86, df = 3 (p = 0.8340)
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081 [0.69; 0.95] 15.2%
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[0.00; 5806.12]

249 [0.49; 12.78) 1.8%
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117 [0.74; 1.87] 29.4%
[0.21; 6.59]

1.36 [0.98; 1.89] 12.4%

275 [0.99; 7.60] 4.0%

1.63 [0.89; 2.97] 16.4%
[0.01; 420.50]

1.23 [0.97; 1.55] 100.0%
[0.59; 2.54]



Supplemental Figure 14. Forest plots representing the risk of any
revascularization after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-
HBR patients.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Any Revascularization RR 95%-Cl Weight
non-HBR I
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 230 2283 285 2287 || 0.81 [0.69; 0.95] 15.2%
TICO (Yun-2020) 5 418 2 417 —‘—'— 2.49 [0.49; 12.78] 1.8%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 225 2042 248 1985 n 0.88 [0.74;, 1.04] 15.1%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 336 3750 348 3737 ] 0.96 [0.83; 1.11] 15.5%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 114 2058 74 2078 | ] 1.56 [1.17; 2.07] 13.1%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 50 481 30 518 = 1.79 [1.16; 2.77] 10.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 86 1018 59 1012 L 1.45 [1.05; 1.99] 12.5%
Random effects model 12050 12034 ; 1.16 [0.90; 1.50] 83.6%
Prediction interval ; [0.52; 2.57]
Heterogeneity: I = 80.8%, « = 0.0883, ;2 = 31.25 (p < 0.0001)
HBR ;
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 76 912 60 981 | 1.36 [0.98;, 1.89] 12.4%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 14 915 5 898 —-— 2.75 [0.99; 7.60] 4.0%
Random effects model 1827 1879 K> 1.63 [0.89; 2.97] 16.4%
Prediction interval ; [0.01; 420.50]
Heterogeneity: I = 39.7%, ©* = 0.0976, 7 = 1.66 (p = 0.1979) :
Random effects model 13877 13913 3 1.23 [0.97; 1.55] 100.0%
Prediction interval -— [0.59; 2.54]
Heterogeneity: I° = 79.2%, r* = 0.0858, 14 = 38.47 (p < 0.0001) I I ‘ ‘
Test for subgroup differences: ;1'3 =1.03, df =1 (p =0.3102) 0.01 01 1 10 100

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT

17



Supplemental Figure 15. Forest plots representing the risk of target vessel
revascularization after 1- and 3-month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total TVR RR 95%-Cl Weight
1 month |
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2018) 389 7980 442 7988 R i 0.88 [0.77;1.01] 30.8%
GLOBAL LEADERS - GLASS Substudy (Franzone-2019) 71 3791 103 3794 —— 0.69 [0.51;0.93] 13.7%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) 62 1433 59 1459 = 1.07 [0.75; 1.52] 11.0%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 11 1426 18 1424 0.61 [0.29; 1.29] 3.0%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 20 2984 14 2982 1.43 [0.72;2.82] 3.5%
Random effects model 17614 17647 i 0.87 [0.73; 1.04] 62.0%
Prediction interval [0.59; 1.30]
Heterogeneity: I” = 39.3%, 1 = 0.0123, 2 = 6.59 (p = 0.1590)
3 months
RESET (Kim-2012) 31 1059 27 1058 1.15 [0.69; 1.91] 5.9%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 70 1563 57 1556 = 1.22 [0.87; 1.72] 11.3%
TICO (Kim-2020) 8 1527 10 1529 0.80 [0.32;2.02] 2.0%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 37 751 35 744 1.05 [0.67; 1.84] 7.3%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 42 1495 43 1498 — 0.98 [0.64;1.49] 82%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 14 1002 17 1011 0.83 [0.41;1.68] 3.3%
Random effects model 7397 7396 R 1.07 [0.88; 1.30] 38.0%
Prediction interval [0.83; 1.38]
Heterogeneity: 17 = 0%, * = 0, 42 = 1.71 (p = 0.8878)
Random effects model 25011 25043 ; 0.94 [0.82; 1.07] 100.0%
Prediction interval [0.71; 1.23]
Heterogeneity: I° = 12.2%, < = 0.0104, 15, = 11.38 (p = 0.3284)
Test for subgroup differences: ;/_f =2.26,df=1(p =0.1331) 0.5 1 2

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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Supplemental Figure 16. Forest plots representing the risk target vessel
revascularization after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified
subgroups.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total TVR RR 95%-Cl Weight
ACS
RESET (Kim-2012) 9 301 2 300 —— 449 [0.98; 20.58] 0.9%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 169 3750 204 3737 | 0.83 [0.68; 1.01] 30.2%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 46 2058 32 2078 t 145 [093; 227] 89%
Random effects model 6109 6115 1.39 [0.60; 3.21] 40.0%
Prediction interval —— [0.05; 38.17]
Heterogeneity: /° = 78.5%, 1° = 0.4109, x5 = 9.28 (p = 0.0096)
DM
RESET (Kim-2012) 3 146 2 146 — 1.50 [0.25; 8.85] 0.6%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 136 2042 151 1985 | 0.88 [0.70; 1.09] 26.2%
TICO (Yun-2020) 2 418 2 47 B — 1.00 [0.14; 7.05] 0.5%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 9 162 8 145 — 1.01 [0.40; 2.54] 2.3%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 32 1018 26 1012 - 122 [0.73; 2.04] 7.0%
Random effects model 3786 3705 ¢ 0.93 [0.77; 1.14] 36.6%
Prediction interval = [0.71; 1.24]
Heterogenelty: i” = 0%, ©° = 0, 1> = 1.7 (p = 0.7904)
Elderly
TICO (Kim-2021) 2 635 3 643 — 0.68 [0.11; 4.03] 0.6%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 6 104 3 101 e 1.94 [0.50; 7.56] 1.1%
Random effects model 739 744 <= 1.32 [0.45; 3.89] 1.7%
Prediction interval [0.00; 1459.91]
Heterogenetty: i* = 0%, t° = 0, 1° = 0.85 (p = 0.3560)
Female
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 3 131 9 169 — 0.43 [0.12; 1.56] 1.2%
TICO (Lee-2023) 1 323 1 305 I R 0.94 [0.06; 15.03] 0.3%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 4 408 4 387 — 0.95 [0.24; 3771 1.0%
Random effects model 862 861 - 0.65 [0.27; 1.58] 2.5%
Prediction interval —_— [0.09; 4.59]
Heterogenelty: /* = 0%, * = 0, 12 = 0.75 (p = 0.6857)
HBR
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 1 241 — 0.38 [0.02; 9.25] 0.2%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 33 912 25 981 - 142 [0.85; 237] 7.0%
Random effects model 1124 1222 > 1.37 [0.83; 2.28] 7.2%
Prediction interval —— [0.05; 36.37]
Heterogensity: /* = 0%, > = 0, y° = 0.64 (p = 0.4235)
Male
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 34 620 26 575 - 1.21 [0.74; 2.00] 7.3%
TICO (Lee-2023) 7 1204 9 1224 . 0.79 [0.30; 2.12] 2.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 8 1087 15 1111 T 0.55 [0.23; 1.28] 27%
Random effects model 2911 2910 L 4 0.91 [0.57; 1.46] 12.0%
Prediction interval —_— [0.24; 3.50]
Heterogeneity: /° = 25.4%, +* = 0.0400. x5 = 2.68 (p = 0.2615)
Random effects model 15531 15557 0.98 [0.85; 1.13] 100.0%
Prediction interval T [0.78; 1.24]
Heterogeneity: /° = 11.1%, ©* = 0.0071, 72, = 19.12 (p = 0.3218) ' ‘ ' ‘
Test for subgroup differences: Zg =3.83,df =5 (p = 0.5745) 0.001 01 1 10 1000
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Supplemental Figure 17. Forest plots representing the risk of target vessel
revascularization after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-

HBR patients.
Abbreviated DAPT DAPT

Study Events Total Events Total TVR RR 95%-Cl Weight
non-HBR
RESET (Kim-2012) 9 301 2 300 — 4.49 [0.98;20.58] 0.9%
RESET (Kim-2012) 3 146 2 146 —_— 1.50 [0.25; 8.85] 0.6%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Gao-2020) 136 2042 151 1985 | 0.88 [0.70; 1.09] 26.2%
TICO (Yun-2020) 2 418 2 417 417 1.00 [0.14; 7.05] 0.5%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 169 3750 204 3737 | 0.83 [0.68; 1.01] 30.2%
TICO (Kim-2021) 2 635 3 643 B 0.68 [0.11; 4.03] 0.6%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 6 104 3 10 — 1.94 [0.50; 7.56] 1.1%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 3 13 9 169 e 0.43 [0.12; 1.56] 1.2%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2021) 34 620 26 575 —-— 1.21 [0.74; 2.00] 7.3%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 46 2058 32 2078 . 1.45 [0.93; 2.27] 8.9%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 9 162 8 145 — 1.01 [0.40; 2.54] 2.3%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 32 1018 26 1012 —— 1.22 [0.73; 2.04] 7.0%
TICO (Lee-2023) 1 323 1 305 E— 0.94 [0.06; 15.03] 0.3%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 4 408 4 387 —_— 085 [0.24; 3.77] 1.0%
TICO (Lee-2023) 7 1204 9 1224 — 0.79 [0.30; 2.12] 2.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 8 1087 15 1111 — 0.55 [0.23; 1.28] 2.7%
Random effects model 14407 14335 4 0.95 [0.82; 1.10] 92.8%
Prediction interval - [0.76; 1.19]
Heterogeneity: /2 = 8.1%, < = 0.0056, 12, = 16.32 (p = 0.3610)
HBR
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 1 241 0.38 [0.02; 9.25] 0.2%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 33 912 25 981 4. 1.42 [0.85; 2.37] 7.0%
Random effects model 1124 1222 R 1.37 [0.83; 2.28] 7.2%
Prediction interval [0.05; 36.37]
Heterogeneity: 12 = 0%, ©* = 0, ¢% = 0.64 (p = 0.4236)
Random effects model 15531 15557 L 4 0.98 [0.85; 1.13] 100.0%
Prediction interval - [0.78; 1.24]
Heterogeneity: 1> = 11.1%, +* = 0.0071, %, = 19.12 (p = 0.3218)
Test for subgroup differences: ;4? =1.89,df =1 (p = 0.1697) 01 0512 10
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Supplemental Figure 18. Forest plots representing the risk of in-stent thrombosis
after 1- and 3-month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Stent Thrombosis RR 95%-Cl Weight
1 month
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2018) 64 7980 64 7988 | 1.00 [0.71; 1.41] 246%
GLOBAL LEADERS - GLASS Substudy (Franzone-2018) 33 3791 46 3794 - 0.72 [0.46; 1.12] 14.8%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 16 2295 13 2284 ——— 122 [0.59; 2.54] 55%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 2 1426 2 1424 e a— 1.00 [0.14; 7.08] 0.8%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) 4 1469 7 1485 —] 0.58 [0.17; 1.97] 1.9%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 21 2984 13 2982 T 1.61 [0.81; 3.22] 6.2%
Random effects model 19945 19957 4 0.97 [0.75; 1.26] 53.8%
Prediction interval - [0.62; 1.53]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0%, > = 0.0132, 42 = 4.96 (p = 0.4205)
3 months
RESET (Kim-2012) 2 1059 3 1058 e E— 0.67 [0.11; 3.98] 0.9%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 13 1563 12 1556 — 1.08 [0.49; 2.36] 4.8%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 14 3555 19 3564 —— 0.74 [0.37; 1.47] 6.2%
TICO (Kim-2020) 6 1527 4 1529 —r 150 [0.42; 531] 1.8%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 13 751 7 744 - 1.84 [0.74; 4.59] 3.5%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 77 1495 67 1498 n 1.15 [0.84; 1.59] 28.7%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 1 1002 0 1011 3.03 [0.12;74.21] 0.3%
Random effects model 10952 10960 b 4 1.12 [0.87; 1.44] 46.2%
Prediction interval - [0.82; 1.54]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0%, ©* = 0, 42 = 3.48 (p = 0.7469)
Random effects model 30897 30917 A4 1.04 [0.87; 1.23] 100.0%
Prediction interval +* [0.86; 1.25]
Heterogeneity: 1* = 0.0%, = 0, y%, = 9.19 (p = 0.6869)
Test for subgroup differences: ;ﬁ =0.61,df =1 (p =0.4333) 0.1 0512 10
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Supplemental Figure 19. Forest plots representing the risk in-stent thrombosis
after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified subgroups.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Stent Thrombosis RR 95%-Cl Weight
ACS
RESET (Kim-2012) 1 301 0 300 299 [0.12; 7311] 0.3%
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 8 2273 14 2341 0.59 [0.25; 1.40] 4.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 32 3750 37 3737 | 0.86 [0.54; 1.38] 14.5%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 10 2058 4 2078 252 [0.79; 8.04] 24%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 9 2058 4 2078 227 [0.70; 7.37] 23%
Random effects model 10440 10534 1.18 [0.63; 2.19] 23.9%
Prediction interval [0.25; 5.60]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 39.4%, «* = 0.2153, 4% = 6.6 (p = 0.1588)
BMI<25
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 25 3502 27 3471 n 0.92 [0.53; 1.58] 11.0%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2021) 4 900 2 907 2.02 [0.37; 10.98] 1.1%
TICO (Kim-2023) 2 798 4 827 0.52 [0.10; 2.82] 11%
Random effects model 5200 5205 0.93 [0.57; 1.53] 13.2%
Prediction interval [0.32; 2.76]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, ©° = 0, 73 = 1.26 (p = 0.5327)
BMI>25
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 39 4477 37 4516 | 1.06 [0.68; 1.66] 16.1%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2021) 10 2622 17 2609 0.59 [0.27; 1.28] 5.3%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 729 0 702 8.67 [0.47; 160.68] 0.4%
Random effects model 7828 7827 0.93 [0.55; 1.60] 21.7%
Prediction interval [0.19; 4.70]
Hsterogeneity: 1 = 49.1%, +* = 0.0662, 73 = 3.93 (p = 0.1402)
Complex PCI
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 24 2283 21 2287 | 1.14 [0.64; 2.05] 95%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 5 1158 9 1184 —= 0.57 [0.19; 1.69] 2.7%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 2 260 1 238 — 1.83 [0.17; 20.06] 0.6%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2022) 4 588 6 608 — 0.69 [0.20; 243] 2.0%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 2 481 1 518 — 215 [0.20; 23.68] 0.6%
Random effects model 4770 4835 ¢ 0.98 [0.62; 1.56] 15.4%
Prediction interval - [0.51; 1.88]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, < = 0, ;3 =2.21 (p = 0.6972)
DM
RESET (Kim-2012) 0 146 1 146 — 0.33 [0.01; 812] 0.3%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 2 162 2 145 — 0.90 [0.13; 6.27] 0.9%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 5 1018 3 1012 -+ 1.66 [0.40; 6.91] 1.6%
Random effects model 1326 1303 < 114 [0.39; 3.36] 2.7%
Prediction interval —_— [0.11; 12.28]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, ° = 0, ;3 = 0.89 (p = 0.5401)
Elderly
TICO (Kim-2021) 4 635 2 643 - 2.03 [0.37; 11.02] 1.1%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 2 104 0 101 I ma— 486 [0.24; 99.92] 0.4%
Random effects model 739 744 - 250 [0.57; 10.94] 1.5%
Prediction interval [0.00; 36132.96]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, © = 0, ;3 = 0.24 (p = 0.6209)
Female
REDUCE (Verdoia-2020) 0 131 1 169 — 0.43 [0.02; 10.46] 0.3%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 2 846 4 852 — 050 [0.09; 274] 11%
TICO (Lee-2023) 0 323 0 305 0.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 0 408 0 387 0.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 3 705 4 703 — 0.75 [0.17; 3.33] 1.4%
Random effects model 2413 2416 - 0.60 [0.21; 1.74] 2.9%
Prediction interval —_— [0.06; 6.14]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, ©© = 0, 3 = 0.17 (p = 0.9201)
HBR
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 4 521 3 543 . 1.39 [0.31; 6.18] 1.4%
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 1 241 — 0.38  [0.02; 9.25] 0.3%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 5 912 2 981 — 269 [0.52; 13.83] 1.2%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 5 915 2 888 - 243 [0.47; 1247] 1.2%
Random effects model 2560 2653 » 1.79 [0.74; 4311 4.2%
Prediction interval - [0.43; 7.46]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, © = 0, 73 = 1.39 (p = 0.7084)
Male
REDUCE (Verdoia-2020) 12 620 5 575 . 223 [0.79; 6.28] 3.0%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 12 2709 15 2712 - 0.80 [0.38; 1.71] 5.6%
TICO (Lee-2023) 6 1204 4 1224 - 152 [043; 539] 2.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 3 1087 2 1111 —— 153 [0.26; 9.16] 1.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 11 1590 5 1581 . 219 [0.76; 6.28] 2.9%
Random effects model 7210 7203 » 143 [0.84; 2.43] 14.5%
Prediction interval - [0.51; 4.04]
Hsterogeneity: 1% = 0%, < = 0.0660, 12 = 3.57 (p = 0.4673)
Random effects model 42486 42720 1.05 [0.88; 1.26] 100.0%
Prediction interval r [0.87; 1.27]
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.0%, v = 0, 13, = 25.95 (p = 0.7654)
Test for subgroup differences: ;é =5.57, df = 8 (p = 0.6952) 0.001 0.1 1 10 1000
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Supplemental Figure 20. Forest plots representing the risk of in-stent thrombosis
after abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-HBR patients.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total Stent Thrombosis RR 95%-Cl Weight
non-HBR
RESET (Kim-2012) 1 301 0 300 —————  2.99 [0.12; 73.11] 0.3%
RESET (Kim-2012) 0 146 1 146 @ ——— 0.33 [0.01; 8.12] 0.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 24 2283 21 2287 - 1.14 [0.64; 2.05] 9.5%
TWILIGHT (Baber-2020) 8 2273 14 2341 ﬂ—f 0.59 [0.25; 1.40] 4.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 25 3502 27 3471 - 0.92 [0.53; 1.58] 11.0%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Ono-2020) 39 4477 37 4516 1.06 [0.68; 1.66] 16.1%
TWILIGHT (Dangas-2020) 5 1158 9 1184 = 0.57 [0.19; 1.69] 2.7%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2020) 0 131 1 169 — 0.43 [0.02; 10.46] 0.3%
REDUCE (Verdoia-2020) 12 620 5 575 T 2.23 [0.79; 6.28] 3.0%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2021) 32 3750 37 3737 E 3 0.86 [0.54; 1.38] 14.5%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2021) 4 900 2 907 — 2.02 [0.37; 10.98] 1.1%
TWILIGHT (Kunadian-2021) 10 2622 17 2609 —. 0.59 [0.27; 1.28] 5.3%
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 2 260 1 238 T e— 1.83 [0.17; 20.08] 0.6%
TICO (Kim-2021) 4 635 2 643 — 2.03 [0.37; 11.02] 1.1%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 2 104 0 101 ———— 4.86 [0.24; 99.92] 0.4%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 2 846 4 852 — 0.50 [0.09; 274] 1.1%
TWILIGHT (Vogel-2021) 12 2709 15 2712 —-— 0.80 [0.38; 1.71] 5.6%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 10 2058 4 2078 e 2.52 [0.79; 8.04] 2.4%
MASTERDAPT (Vaglimigli-2022) 4 588 6 608 —=— 0.69 [0.20; 2.43] 2.0%
REDUCE (Vranken-2022) 2 162 2 145 [ S 0.90 [0.13; 6.27] 0.9%
TICO (Kim-2023) 2 798 4 827 — 0.52 [0.10; 2.82] 1.1%
TICO (Kim-2023) 4 729 0 702 —————— 8.67 [0.47; 160.68] 0.4%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 2 481 1 518 e e a— 2.15 [0.20; 23.68] 0.6%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 5 1018 3 1012 —— 1.66 [0.40; 6.91] 1.6%
TICO (Lee-2023) 0 323 0 305 0.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 0 408 0 387 0.0%
TICO (Lee-2023) 6 1204 4 1224 —— 1.52 [0.43; 5.39] 2.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Shin-2023) 3 1087 2 1111 — 1.53 [0.26; 9.16] 1.0%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 9 2058 4 2078 = 2.27 [0.70; 7.37] 2.3%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 3 705 4 703 - 0.75 [0.17; 3.33] 1.4%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 11 1590 5 1581 - 2.19 [0.76; 6.28] 2.9%
Random effects model 39926 40067 9 1.03 [0.86; 1.24] 95.8%
Prediction interval + [0.85; 1.25]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, ©° = 0, 73, = 23.12 (p = 0.7270)
HBR
TWILIGHT (Escaned-2021) 4 521 3 543 —p— 1.39 [0.31; 6.18] 1.4%
TICO (Lee-2022) 0 212 1 241 —F 0.38 [0.02; 9.25] 0.3%
STOPDAPT (Yamamoto-2023) 5 912 2 981 — 2.69 [0.52; 13.83] 1.2%
STOPDAPT-3 (Obayashi-2024) 5 915 2 888 — 2.43 [0.47; 12471 1.2%
Random effects model 2560 2653 <l 1.79 [0.74; 4.31] 4.2%
Prediction interval —_— [0.43; 7.46]
Heterogeneity: /* = 0%, ©* = 0, 75 = 1.38 (p = 0.7084)
Random effects model 424386 42720 ¢ 1.05 [0.88; 1.26] 100.0%
Prediction interval - [0.87; 1.27]

Heterogeneity: /° = 0.0%, «* = 0, 43, = 25.96 (p = 0.7654) I ‘ T I
Test for subgroup differences: y_i =1.45,df =1 (p = 0.2282) 0.01 01 1 10 100
Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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Supplemental Figure 21. Forest plots representing the risk of MACE after 1- and
3-month abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total MACE RR 95%-Cl Weight
1 month {
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 158 2295 167 2284 —— 0.94 [0.76; 1.16] 26.8%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 21 1426 31 1424 ——=—711— 0.68 [0.39; 1.17] 3.9%
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) 107 1437 121 1459 —— 0.90 [0.70; 1.15] 18.9%
Random effects model 5158 5167 -l 0.90 [0.77; 1.05] 49.6%
Prediction interval [0.64; 1.26]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, ©° = 0, 72 = 1.22 (p = 0.5441)
3 months
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 93 1563 90 1556 —— 1.03 [0.78; 1.36] 14.9%
TICO (Kim-2020) 35 1527 51 1529 —-—+ 0.69 [0.45; 1.05] 6.5%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 86 751 89 744 —a— 0.96 [0.72; 1.26] 15.2%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 87 1495 83 1498 —— 1.05 [0.78; 1.41] 13.8%
Random effects model 5336 5327 ‘ 0.96 [0.82; 1.12] 50.4%
Prediction interval [0.75; 1.23]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, ©° = 0, 72 = 2.98 (p = 0.3945)
Random effects model 10494 10494 - 0.93 [0.83; 1.04] 100.0%
Prediction interval — [0.81; 1.07]
Heterogeneity: /° = 0.0%, 1 = 0, 72 = 4.54 (p = 0.6045) ' ‘
Test for subgroup differences: ;f =0.34,df=1 (p =0.5611) 0.5 1 2

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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Supplemental Figure 22. Forest plots representing the risk MACE after
abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in pre-specified subgroups.

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
Study Events Total Events Total MACE
ACS
TICO (Lee-2021) 35 1527 51 1529 —&—
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 64 2058 40 2078 ——
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 50 870 49 871 ——
Random effects model 4455 4478 R
Prediction interval
Hetarogeneity: /% = 76.5%, ©* = 0.1400, 33 = 8.52 (p = 0.0141)
Complex PCI
GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 345 2283 427 2287 |
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 10 260 10 238 ——
MASTERDAPT (Valgimigli-2022) 43 588 36 608 e
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 41 610 46 571 —m—
STOPDAPT-2 (Yamamoto-2023) 15 481 21 518 L
Random effects model 4222 4222 &
Prediction interval -
Heterogeneity: /° = 0%, * = 0, 7> = 3.54 (p = 0.4720)
DM
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 44 570 42 552 ——
STOPDAPT-2 (Yamamoto-2023) 34 1018 30 1012 4|:
Random effects model 1588 1564 ‘

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /1% = 0%, * = 0, > = 0.11 (p = 0.7449)

Elderly

TICO (Kim-2021) 17 635 34 643 ——
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 23 751 19 744 ——
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 72 791 62 743 ——
Random effects model 2177 2130 ‘
Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: /* = 66.3%, 1 = 0.1445, y3 = 5.93 (p = 0.0515)

Female

SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 29 408 26 387 ——
TICO (Lee-2023) 9 323 17 305 —
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 34 705 49 703 ——
Random effects model 1436 1395 =

Prediction interval
Heterogeneity: /° = 30.3%, ©* = 0.0385, 45 = 2.87 (p = 0.2382)

Male

SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 58 1087 57 1111
TICO (Lee-2023) 26 1204 34 1224
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 104 1590 89 1581
Random effects model 3881 3916

Prediction interval
Heterogenelty: /° = 0%, 1* = 0, 35 = 1.89 (p = 0.3888)

Random effects model 17759 17705
Prediction interval

Heterogenelty: /” = 42.0%, © = 0.0264,  ; = 31.03 (p = 0.0286) '
Test for subgroup differences: ;g =6.11,df =5 (p = 0.2957) 0.2

T
05

T
1 2
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RR 95%-Cl Weight

0.69 [0.45; 1.05]
1.62 [1.09; 2.39]
1.02 [0.70; 1.50]
1.05 [0.65; 1.70]

[0.15; 7.20]

0.81 [0.71: 0.92)
0.92 [0.39: 2.16)
1.24 [0.81; 1.89]
0.83 [0.56: 1.25]
0.77 [0.40; 1.47)
0.84 [0.75; 0.94]

[0.71; 0.99]

1.01 [0.88; 1.52)
[0.69: 1.83]
1.06 [0.78; 1.45]

[0.14; 7.95]

.
w

0.51 [0.29; 0.90]
1.20 [0.66: 2.18]
1.09 [0.79: 1.51]
0.89 [0.53; 1.49]

[0.12; 6.51]

1.06 [0.63; 1.76]
0.50 [0.23; 1.10]
0.69 [0.45; 1.06]
0.76 [0.52; 1.11]

[0.23; 2.50]

1.04 [0.73; 1.48]
0.78 [0.47; 1.29]
1.16 [0.88; 1.53]
1.05 [0.86; 1.29]

[0.68; 1.63]

5.3%
5.9%
6.0%
17.2%

12.6%
1.8%
5.2%
5.6%
2.8%

28.1%

5.6%
4.5%
10.1%

3.5%
3.2%
7.2%
13.9%

4.1%
2.0%
5.3%
11.5%

6.5%
4.2%
8.5%
19.2%

0.94 [0.84; 1.07] 100.0%

[0.66; 1.36]



Supplemental Figure 23. Forest plots representing the risk of MACE after
abbreviated DAPT vs. conventional DAPT in HBR vs. non-HBR patients.

Abbreviated DAPT

Study Events Total
non-HBR

GLOBAL LEADERS (Serruys-2019) 345 2283
TICO (Lee-2021) 35 1527
SMARTCHOICE (Roh-2021) 10 260
TICO (Kim-2021) 17 635
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 23 751
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2022) 64 2058
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 50 870
MASTERDAPT (Valgimigli-2022) 43 588
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 41 610
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 44 570
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 72791
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 29 408
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 58 1087
STOPDAPT-2 (Yamamoto-2023) 15 481
STOPDAPT-2 (Yamamoto-2023) 34 1018
TICO (Lee-2023) 9 323
TICO (Lee-2023) 26 1204
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 34 705
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2024) 104 1590
Random effects model 17759

Prediction interval

Events

427
51
10
34
19
40
49
36
46
42
62
26
57
21
30
17
34
49
89

Heterogeneity: I” = 42%, ©* = 0.0264, 1, = 31.03 (p = 0.0286)

Random effects model 17759
Prediction interval

Heterogeneity: /° = 42.0%, <> = 0.0264, 42, = 31.03 (p = 0.0286)

Test for subgroup differences ;45 =0.00,df =0 (p = NA)

DAPT
Total

2287
1529
238
643
744
2078
871
608
571
552
743
387
1111
518
1012
305
1224
703
1581
17705

17705

MACE

4

—

0.5

1

2

Abbreviated DAPT DAPT
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RR 95%-Cl Weight

0.81 [0.71;0.92] 12.6%
0.69 [0.45; 1.05] 5.3%
0.92 [0.39; 2.16] 1.8%
0.51 [0.29; 0.90] 3.5%
1.20 [0.66; 2.18] 3.2%
1.62 [1.09;2.39] 5.9%
1.02 [0.70; 1.50] 6.0%
1.24 [0.81;1.89] 5.2%
0.83 [0.56; 1.25] 5.6%

[
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1.01 [0.68;1.52] 56%
[
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[
[
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[
[
[
[

1.09 [0.79; 1.51] 7.2%
1.06 [0.63; 1.76] 4.1%
1.04 [0.73; 1.48] 6.5%
0.77 [0.40; 1.47] 2.8%
1.13 [0.69; 1.83] 4.5%
0.50 [0.23;1.10] 2.0%
0.78 [0.47;1.29] 4.2%
0.69 [0.45; 1.06] 5.3%
1.16 [0.88; 1.53] 8.5%

0.94 [0.84; 1.07] 100.0%
[0.66; 1.36]

0.94 [0.84; 1.07] 100.0%
[0.66; 1.36]



Sensitivity Analysis

Supplemental Table 2. Sensitivity analysis using the leave-one-out method for
high heterogeneity models (12 >70%) to assess each study's contribution to the

pooled estimates.

All-Cause Mortality

Excluded study Pooled RR (95% ClI) p-value | tau”2 | tau 12
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) 0.8912 [0.8053; 0.9864] 0.0261 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
. 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

MASTER-DAPT (Landi-2023) 0.9045 [0.8197; 0.9980] 0.0456
, 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 0.8823 [0.8010; 0.9720] 0.0112
_ 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

RESET (Kim-2012) 0.8981 [0.8180; 0.9859] 0.0240
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

TPASS (Hong-2023) 0.8942 [0.8142; 0.9821] 0.0195
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 0.8966 [0.8162; 0.9850] 0.0230
_ 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 0.8884 [0.8072; 0.9779] 0.0156
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 0.9028 [0.8208; 0.9929] 0.0351
GLOBAL LEADERS-GLASS _ 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

Substudy (Franzone-2019) 0.9096 [0.8227; 1.0057] 0.0646
0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 0.8929 [0.8116; 0.9824] 0.0201
] 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
SOLI%BAL LEADERS (Vranckx- | 8995 [0.8063; 1.0034] | 0.0575 ’
. 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

TICO (Kim-2020) 0.9008 [0.8199; 0.9896] 0.0294
. 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 0.8866 [0.8070; 0.9740] 0.0121

Cardiovascular Mortality

Substudy (Franzone-2019)

Excluded study Pooled RR (95% CI) p-value | tau™2 | tau In2

STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) 0.8948 [0.7639; 1.0480] 0.1679 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 0.8825 [0.7537; 1.0332] 0.1201 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 0.8410 [0.7145; 0.9900] 0.0375 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
RESET (Kim-2012) 0.8845 [0.7628; 1.0255] 0.1038 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 0.8858 [0.7632; 1.0280] 0.1105 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 0.8853 [0.7627; 1.0277] 0.1095 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2019) 0.8624 [0.7395; 1.0058] 0.0593 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 0.8996 [0.7710; 1.0496] 0.1788 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
GLOBAL LEADERS - GLASS 0.9103 [0.7701; 1.0760] 0.2708 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
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OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013)

0.8786 [0.7530; 1.0252]

0.1002

0.0000

0.0000

0.0%

REDUCE (Kendhi-2021)

0.8653 [0.7451; 1.0048]

0.0579

0.0000

0.0000

0.0%

2018)

Excluded study Pooled RR (95% CI) p-value | tau™2 | tau N2

STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) | 0.9588 [0.7999; 1.1494] | 0.6496 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) | 0.9214 [0.7710; 1.1012] | 0.3683 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 0.9746 [0.8176; 1.1618] | 0.7742 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TICO (Kim-2020) 0.9407 [0.7920; 1.1175] | 0.4867 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 0.9408 [0.7920; 1.1176] | 0.4875 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 0.9407 [0.7922; 1.1171] | 0.4857 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 0.9091 [0.7630; 1.0833] | 0.2867 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 0.9033[0.7600; 1.0734] | 0.2480 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
S&@E@L(Eiﬁgﬁfzdﬁ)LASS 0.9197 [0.7642; 1.1068] | 0.3755 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.4%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 0.9313[0.7851; 1.1046] | 0.4136 | 0.0000 | 0.0002 | 1.7%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx- | 9149 [0.7463; 1.1197] | 0.3854 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.5%

Non-fatal Ml

2018)

Excluded study Pooled RR (95% ClI) p-value | tau”2 | tau 12
STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) | 0.9960 [0.8969; 1.1060] | 0.9399 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) | 0.9501 [0.8400; 1.0746] | 0.4152 | 0.0066 | 0.0814 | 14.5%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 0.9428 [0.8315; 1.0689] | 0.3575 | 0.0064 | 0.0799 | 12.9%
TICO (Kim-2020) 0.9778 [0.8626; 1.1083] | 0.7251 | 0.0088 | 0.0936 | 18.6%
RESET (Kim-2012) 0.9734[0.8538; 1.1097] | 0.6865 | 0.0120 | 0.1094 | 22.6%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 0.9717 [0.8470; 1.1147] | 0.6816 | 0.0150 | 0.1225 | 25.5%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 0.9625 [0.8425; 1.0995] | 0.5731 | 0.0124 | 0.1114 | 22.9%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2019) 0.9785 [0.8542; 1.1208] | 0.7535 | 0.0131 | 0.1145 | 23.6%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 0.9649 [0.8334; 1.1171] | 0.6323 | 0.0150 | 0.1226 | 25.4%
g&bgti':yL('F-riﬁ‘;ﬁgdlg;Ass 1.0058 [0.8843; 1.1440] | 0.9301 | 0.0057 | 0.0758 | 9.3%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 0.9543[0.8332;1.0930] | 0.4993 | 0.0117 | 0.1080 | 21.3%
GLOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx- | ( 9636 10,8268; 1.1235] | 0.6375 | 0.0151 | 0.1227 | 25.1%
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REDCUE (Kendhi-2021) 0.9585 [0.8384; 1.0958] | 0.5348 | 0.0119 |0.1093 | 22.2%
Excluded study Pooled RR (95% CI) p-value | tau™2 | tau N2

STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2023) | 1.0552 [0.8571; 1.2989] | 0.6127 | 0.0226 | 0.1502 | 44.9%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 0.9544 [0.8794; 1.0359] | 0.2643 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

RESET (Kim-2012) 0.9725[0.8830; 1.0710] | 0.5709 | 0.0014 | 0.0368 | 38.7%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 1.0343 [0.8883; 1.2044] | 0.6639 | 0.0105 | 0.1024 | 42.2%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 0.9546 [0.8778; 1.0382] | 0.2782 | 0.0000 | 0.0024 | 34.0%
S&%EW- LEADERS (Vranckx- | 1 645 10.9050: 1.2522] 0.4503 | 0.0018 | 0.0429 | 25.9%

In-Stent Thrombosis

Excluded study Pooled RR (95% CI) p-value | tau™2 | tau In2

STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) | 1.0476 [0.8813; 1.2453] | 0.5981 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024) 1.0058 [0.8429; 1.2001] | 0.9491 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 1.0254 [0.8599; 1.2228] | 0.7799 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TICO (Kim-2020) 1.0283 [0.8652; 1.2222] | 0.7513 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
RESET (Kim-2012) 1.0397 [0.8755; 1.2348] | 0.6569 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 1.0358 [0.8723; 1.2300] | 0.6883 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
HOSTIDEA (Han-2023) 1.0323 [0.8697; 1.2253] | 0.7161 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 0.9922 [0.8101; 1.2151] | 0.9394 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019) 1.0588 [0.8873; 1.2634] | 0.5264 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
S&bgtﬁé\yL(EEﬁi'ﬁi%ﬁ)LAss 1.1035[0.9168; 1.3284] | 0.2977 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 1.0334 [0.8671; 1.2315] | 0.7137 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
SOng)BAL LEADERS (Vranckx- | 4 5473 [0.8389; 1.3074] 0.6831 | 0.0144 |0.1199 | 0.0%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 1.0141 [0.8519; 1.2071] | 0.8752 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%

Excluded study Pooled RR (95% CI) p-value | tau™2 | tau "2

STOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024) 0.9384 [0.8319; 1.0586] 0.3010 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
MASTERDAPT (Landi-2023) 0.9266 [0.8163; 1.0519] 0.2389 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TPASS (Hong-2023) 0.9427 [0.8440; 1.0531] 0.2965 | 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
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SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022) 0.9127 [0.8121; 1.0259] 0.1258 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013) 0.9144 [0.8129; 1.0286] 0.1360 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
TICO (Kim-2020) 0.9506 [0.8496; 1.0635] 0.3760 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
REDUCE (Kendhi-2021) 0.9259 [0.8230; 1.0417] 0.2003 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.0%
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Meta-Regression

Supplemental Figure 24. Bubble plot of meta-regression analysis evaluating the
age of the overall population as a covariate in all-cause mortality outcome.

Age of the Overall Population and Effect Sizes

— « REDUCE (Kendhi-2021)
pvalue=0.754
1 B
=
® STOPDAPT-3 (Natsuaki-2024)
o ® SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022)
e 2 4 « TPASS (Hong-2023)
[1v]
n: * OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013
= TOPDAPT-2 (Watanabe-2024)
o LOB -2018)
« HOSTIDEA (Han-2023)
o @cL0BAL LEADERS GLASS Substudy BUARTRERT T
@
+ TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019)
« TICO (Kim-2020)
+ RESET (Kim-2012)

| | | | | |
55 60 65 70 75 80

Age of the Overall Population

31



Supplemental Figure 25. Bubble plot of meta-regression analysis evaluating the
male percentage as a covariate in all-cause mortality outcome.

Percentage of Male Patients and Effect Sizes

1.4

1.2

1.0

Risk Ratio

0.8

* REDUCE (Kendhi-2021)

pvalue=0.696

& STOPDAPT-3 (MNatsuaki-2024)

® SMARTCHOICE (Choi-2022)
+ TPASS (Hong-2023)

* OPTIMIZE (Feres-2013)
PT-2 (Watanabe-2024)

LOBAL LEADERS (Vranckx-2018)
IDEA (Han-2023)

© VASTER QBT B KBRS GLASS Substudy (Franz

* TWILIGHT (Mehran-2019)

+ TICO (Kim-2020)

« RESET (KIm-2012)

0.5

| | | | |
0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

Percentage of Male Patients

32



Supplemental Figure 26. Bubble plot of meta-regression analysis evaluating
diabetes as a covariate in all-cause mortality outcome.
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Supplemental Figure 27. Bubble plot of meta-regression analysis evaluating
hypertension as a covariate in all-cause mortality outcome.
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Publication Bias

Supplemental Figure 28. Comparison-adjusted funnel plots for included studies
that report all-cause mortality.
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Supplemental Figure 29. Comparison-adjusted funnel plots for included studies
that report cardiovascular mortality.
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Supplemental Figure 30. Comparison-adjusted funnel plots for included studies
that report stroke.
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Supplemental Figure 31. Comparison-adjusted funnel plots for included studies
that report non-fatal MI.
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Supplemental Figure 32. Comparison-adjusted funnel plots for included studies
that report target vessel revascularization.
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Supplemental Figure 33. Comparison-adjusted funnel plots for included studies
that report in-stent restenosis.
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