
Supplementary Table 1.  Search Algorithms

MEDLINE gastric antral vascular ectasia OR antral vascular ectasias OR antral vascular ectasia, OR watermelon  
stomach OR watermelon stomachs

Embase “stomach antral vascular ectasia”

LILACS “gastric antral vascular ectasia”

Cochrane “gastric antral vascular ectasia”

Google Scholar “gastric antral vascular ectasia”

Supplementary Table 2.  Risk of Bias (RoB-2) Tool

Study Elhendawy Ghobrial Abdelhalim Abd Al-Wahab

DOMAIN 1 

RANDOMIZATION 
PROCESS

1.1 Was the allocation sequence random? Y Y Y Y

1.2 Allocation sequence concealed? Y Y PY Y

1.3 Baseline imbalances suggest a problem with 
the randomization process? N N N N

Risk of bias judgement LOW LOW LOW LOW

DOMAIN 2

DEVIATIONS FROM 
INTENDED INTER-

VENTIONS

2.1. Participants aware of their assigned  
intervention? PY PY PY PY

2.2. Careers and people delivering the interven-
tions aware of participants’ assigned intervention? Y Y Y Y

2.3. Were there deviations that arose because of 
the trial context? N N N N

2.6 Appropriate analysis to estimate the effect of 
assignment to intervention? PY PY PY PY

Risk-of-bias judgement LOW LOW LOW LOW

DOMAIN 3

MISSING OUTCOME 
DATA

3.1 Were data for this outcome available for all, or 
nearly all, randomized participants? PY Y PY PY

Risk-of-bias judgement LOW LOW LOW LOW

DOMAIN 4

MEASUREMENT OF 
THE OUTCOME

4.1 Was the method of measuring the outcome 
inappropriate? N N N N

4.2 Measurement or ascertainment of outcome 
differ between groups? N N N N

4.3 Outcome assessors aware of the intervention 
received by participants? Y Y Y Y

4.4 Could assessment of the outcome have been 
influenced by knowledge of intervention  
received?

PN PN PN PN

Risk-of-bias judgement LOW LOW LOW LOW

DOMAIN 5

SELECTION OF THE 
REPORTED RESULT

5.1 Trial analyzed in accordance with a pre-speci-
fied analysis plan? PY PY PY PY

5.2 Is the result selected from multiple eligible 
outcome measurements? PN PN PN PN

5.3 Is the result selected from multiple eligible 
analyses of the data? PN PN PN PN

Risk-of-bias judgement LOW LOW LOW LOW

OVERALL 
RISK OF BIAS LOW LOW LOW LOW

N, no; PN, probably no; PY, probably yes; Y, yes.




