Appendix File S6. Sensitivity analyseson total stroke.

Figure A. Summary forest plot for sensitivity analysis on total stroke by year (excluding trials

published before 2000)
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Figure B. Summary forest plot for sensitivity analysis on total stroke by blinding (excluding open-label

trials)
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Figure D. Summary forest plot for sensitivity analysis on total stroke by asymptomatic PAD (excluding

asymptomatic PAD trials)
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Figure E. Summary forest plot for sensitivity analysis on total stroke by male populations (excluding

100% male individual trials)
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Figure F. Summary forest plot for sensitivity analysis on total stroke by diabetes status (excluding 100%

diabetic individual trials and restricted on 100% diabetic individual trials)
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Figure G. Summary forest plot for sensitivity analysis on total stroke by placebo use (excluding

placebo use trials)
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