GLP-1R agonists and autonomic function d I I lJ

Before After Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup _ Mean _ SD_Total Mean _ SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI_Year IV, Fixed, 95% CI
1.4.1 Exenatide
Jaiswal 2006 14 05 22 13 02 22 254% 0.10[0.13,0.33] 2006
Cacclator 2018 141 04 28 139 005 28 57.7% 002(013,017) 2018
Subtotal (95% C1) 50 50 83.1% 0.04[.0.08,0.17]

Heterogeneity. Chi*=0.34,df=1 (P = 056), F= 0%
Test for overall effect Z=0.70 (P = 0.48)

1.4.2 Liraglutide
Hansen 2019 14 07037 50 14 07037 S50 169% 000F028,028 2019
Subtotal (95% CI) 50 50 16.9% 0.00[.0.28,0.28)]

Heterogeneity. Not applicable
Test for overall effect Z= 0.00 (P = 1.00)

Total (95% CI) 100 100 100.0% 0.04[-0.08,0.15)

Heterogeneity: Ch"= 0.42, df= 2 (P = 0.81); P= 0% ) 0%
Test for overall effect Z= 064 (P=052) Afer Before
Test for subgroup differences: Ch*= 008, df=1 (P =077),F=0%
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Supplementary Fig. 9. Valsalva manoeuvre (VM) mean difference considering before and after the glucagon-like peptide 1 re-
ceptor chronic administration. No significantly changes in VM value after treatment (mean difference, 0.04; 95% confidence in-
terval [CI], —0.08 to 0.15; P=0.520). SD, standard deviation; IV, inverse variance.
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Supplementary Fig. 10. Risk of bias graph. Evaluation of the risk of bias showed a good quality of the studies, in terms of report-
ing and incomplete biases. On the contrary, a variable quality in terms of blinding was detected.
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