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Supplemental Figure 1. Mortality in CRRT vs IHD

Study CRRT HD RR (random) Weight RR (random})

or sub-category n/N niN 95% CI % 95% CI

01 CHDF vs HD

Mehta 2001 55/24 38782 —— 31.%0 1.38 [1.05, 1.81]
Uehlinger 2005 33/70 28/55 —a— 24 43 0.33 [0.865, 1.33]
inzonneau 2006 107/178 107/184 — 43.87 1.05 [0.89, 1.28]
02 CHD v HD

Augustine 2004 27740 Zg/40 100.00 0.%8 [0.72, 1.30]
03 CHF vs IHD

John 2001 14720 7/10 34.03 1.00 [0.81, 1.&4]
Gasparovic 2003 37/52 31/52 §5.37 1.1% [0.80, 1.58]
04 CHD vs HD-extended

Kumar 2004 20/28 14726 100.00 1.33 [0.87, 2.03]
05 Partialty non-randomized trial

Noble 2008 43/¢4 44/53 100.00 0.%2 [0.77, 1.11]

08 Prospective cehort study

Neveu 1996 Z5/z8 Bz /141 — 23.41 1.54 [1.27, 1.8€]
Guerin 2002 2817354 137/233 - 27.94 1.35 [1.20, 1.52]
Swartz 2005 130/200 73/1e3 —— 2z.42 1.83 [1.33, 2.00]
Uchine 2007 €46/1006 102/212 — 26 23 1.33 [1.15, 1.55]

0.2 0.5 1 2
Favours CRRT ~ Favours HD

Duration of follow-up: [hospital discharge] Mehta 2001; [hospital discharge] Uehlinger 2005; 28 d Vinsonneau 2006; [hospital
discharge] Augustine 2004; [ICU discharge] Gasparovic 2003; [ICU discharge] John 2001; [hospital discharge] Kumar 2004;
[hospital discharge] Noble 2006; [hospital discharge] Neveu 1996; [hospital discharge] Guerin 2002; [hospital discharge]
Swartz 2005; [hospital discharge] Uchino 2007

Adjusted results available from prospective cohort studies

Studies Summary statistic  Adjusted summary
Guerin 2002 OR 1.14 (0.72,1.79)
Swartz 2005 HR 0.81 (0.54,1.23)
Uchino 2007 OR 1.01 (0.67,1.50)
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Supplemental Figure 2. Mortality in CRRT/IHD: early vs late initiation

Study Earty Late RR (random} Weight RR (random}

or sub-category niN niN 95% CI % 95% Cl

01 RCT (u=sing CRRT)

Bouman 2002 23735 20736 —— 7z2.52 1.18 [0.81, 1.73]

Sugahara 2004 2714 12714 — 27.48 0.17 [0.05, 0.81]

02 Prospective cehert study (using CRRT and IHD)

Liu 2006 437122 507121 —— 100.00 0.85 [0.8Z, 1.18]
0.2 0.5 1 s

Favours Early  Favours Late

Adjusted results available from prospective cohort studies

Studies Summary statistic  Adjusted summary

Liu 2006 HR 0.54 (0.34,0.86)
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Supplemental Figure 3. Mortality in CRRT: dose

Study High Low RR (random) RR (random}
or sub-category n/N niN 95% CI 85% CI

01 ==35 va 20 mlkg/h

Bouman 2002 15/35 23/35 — e 0.83% [0.58, 1.22]

Renco 2000 A 53/140 43/73 —— 0.72 [0.54, 0.34]

Ronco 2000 B &0/13% 43/73 —— 0.73 [0.5&, 0.36]

02 1.5 vz 1 U'h: Prospective cohort study

Brause 2003 18/26 22/30 —!— 0.54 [0.88, 1.32]
0.2 0.5 1 2 5

Favours High  Favours Low
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Supplemental Figure 4. Mortality in CRRT: buffer

Study Lacate Acetate RR (random}) RR (random})
or sub-category n/N N 95% CI 95% CI

01 bicarbonate vs lactate
Barenbrock 2000 Z0/81 Z4/58 0.77 [0.48, 1.2Z]

02 lactate v= acetate
Morgera 1957 33/52 13/32 1.07 [0.75, 1.5Z]

0.z 0.5 1 2 5

Favours Lactate  Favours Acetate
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Supplemental Figure 5. Chronic dialysis dependence in CRRT vs IHD survivors

Study CRRAT HD RR (random}) RR (random})
or sub-category n/N néN 95% CI 85% CI
01 CHDF vs HD
Mehta 2001 /38 3743 L 4 1.8% [0.51, 7.771
Ushlinger 2005 1737 1/27 4 14 0.73 [0.05, 11.1¢&]
‘ingonneau 2006 4781 &/ 8L + i 0.87 [0.20, Z.25]
02 CHD vs HD
Augustine 2004 7/13 B/12 —— 0.81 [0.42, 1.54]
03 CHD vs HD-extended
Kumar 2004 /8 2710 L + 1.25 [0.22, 7.02]
04 Prospective cohort =tudy
Swartz 2005 10/70 337110 —a— 0.48 [0.25, O.
Uchino 2007 52/380 37/110 —E— 0.43 [0.30, O.

0.2 0.5 1 2 5

Favours CRRT  Favours IHD
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Supplemental Figure 6. Chronic dialysis dependence and mortality in CRRT vs IHD

Study CRRT HD RR (random) Weight RR (random}

or sub-category niN niN 95% CI % 95% Cl

01 CHOF vs HD

Mehta 2001 &0/84 47782 — 70.43 1.3% [1.09, 1.73]
Uehlinger 2005 25770 22/55 —a— 25.57 0.89 [0.57, 1.401
02 CHD v= HD

Augusting 2004 34/40 36740 E 3 100.00 0.34 [0.280, 1.12]

03 CHD v= HD-extended
Kumar 2004 2z/28 16/2€ -+ 100.00 1.23 [0.8%, 1.83]

04 Prospective cehort study

Swartz 2005 140/200 10&/183 L 44 .54 21 [1.04, 1.41]

Uchine 2007 £98/1008 133/212 -F 55.48 1.06 [0.95, 1.18]
0.z 0.5 1 2

Favours CRRT  Fawvours IHD
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Supplemental Figure 7. Hypotension in CRRT vs IHD

Study CRRT HD RR (random} RR (random}

or sub-categery n/N néN 95% Cl 95% CI

01 CVWHF vs HD

John 2001 /20 &/10 — 0.75 [0.37, 1.51]
Vinzonneau 2006 £1/175 72/184 - 0.8% [0.88, 1.17]
02 Prospective cohort study

Uchino 2007 189/1006 59/212 E B 0.68 [0.52, 0.87]

01 02 0.5 1 2 5 10
Fawours CRRT  Favours IHD

Duration of follow-up: 24 h John 2001; 90 d Vinsonneau 2006; [hospital discharge] Uchino 2007



