Automated insulin delivery in T1IDM I I l

Intervention Control %

Study Event Total Event Total RR (95% CI) Weight

1
Benhamou2019 5 68 3 68 —f —————— 167(041106.70) 5.12
Benhamou2021 1 5 0 5 4 - 3.00(0.151059.89) 0.85
Boughton 2022a 3 51 1 46 : : 271(0.29t025.11) 1.79
Boughton 2022b 0 36 2 37 ¢ : 0.21(0.01t04.14) 421
Garg 2022 0 151 4 151 & —— : 0.11(0.01t02.05) 7.68
Haidar 2016a 6 28 14 28 —_—— 0.43(0.19100.95) 23.89
Haidar 2016b 3 28 14 28 —_—— : 0.21(0.07100.66) 23.89
Leelarathna 2014 1 17 0 17 . -~ 3.00(0.131068.84) 0.85
McAuley 2020 6 61 3 598 —: —+— 193(051107.38) 521
McAuley 2022 3 30 2 30 _5 —— 1.50(0.27t08.34) 3.41
McVean 2023 1 81 1 52 < 0.85(0.05t0 13.29) 1.84
Nimri 2014 [ 19 1 19 —G— | 0.33(0.01107.70) 256
Pinsker 2022 0 35 1 35 & : 033(0.01107.91) 256
Russell 2022 10 219 2 107 —E—+— 244 (05410 10.95) 4.59
Thabit 2015a ) 40 0 40 : -6~ 5.00 (0.25 to 100.97) 0.85
Thabit 2014 2 24 0 24 - % 5.00(0.251098.98) 0.85
Thabit 2015b 1 33 0 33 . ¢~ 3.00(0.131071.07) 0.85
Thabit 2015¢ 2 2 0 2 . < 5.00(0.251098.52) 0.85
‘Wadwa 2023 2 68 1 34 ; 1.00(0.09t0 10.64) 2.28
Ware 2022a 1 73 0 74 . ¢ 3.04(0.13t073.44) 085
Ware 2022b 4 65 3 68 R ———— 1.39(03210599) 5.00
Total (85% CI) 1% 77 < > 092(065t01.31) 100,00
Heterogeneity: Chi’=24.61, df=20 (P=0.217): 2=18.7% p
Test for overall effect: Z=0.44 (P=0.661) [
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Supplementary Fig. 9. Forest plot for severe hypoglycemia comparing automated insulin delivery systems with other insulin-
based treatment. RR, relative risk; CI, confidence interval.
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