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Supplementary Table: Publication/small studies Effect bias evaluation

Publication/small studies Effect bias evaluation

Outcome Outcome subtype | p-value Egger
Exercise Time Relative change 0.361
SMD 0.667

Mean difference 0.802
Angina episodes Relative changein | 0.126
angina episodes
Mean difference 0.209
for angina episodes

CCS class CCS 0.729

NTG use Relative change in | 0.871
NTG use
Mean change in 0.411
NTG use

SAQ Physical 0.859
functioning
Angina stability 0.709
Angina frequency 0.785
Treatment 0.874

satisfaction
Disease perception | 0.956
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of exercise time relative
change (upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 2 estimates and the
resulting forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of exercise time SMD (upper
panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate and the resulting forest
plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of absolute mean difference
of exercise time (upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate
and the resulting forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of angina episodes relative
change (upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 3 estimates and the
resulting forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure 10: Funnel plot for the analysis of absolute mean
difference of angina episodes (upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition
of 2 estimates and the resulting forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure 11: Funnel plot for the analysis of CCS class; The trim-fill
analysis did not add any further study.
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of relative change in NTG use
(upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate and the resulting

forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of mean difference of NTG
use (upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate and the
resulting forest plot (lower panel).
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forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of SAQ anginal stability (upper
panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate and the resulting forest
plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of SAQ anginal frequency

(upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate and the resulting
forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of SAQ treatment satisfaction
(upper panel); Trim-fill analyses with the addition of 1 estimate and the resulting

forest plot (lower panel).
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Supplementary Figure: Funnel plot for the analysis of SAQ disease perception
(upper panel); The trim-fill analysis did not add any further study.
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