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Supplementary Table 3. Grading of Recommendations Assessment, Development, and Evaluation

Question: EBL compared to APC in the treatment of gastric antral vascular ectasia: a Systematic Review and Meta-analysis

Bibliography: Endoscopic band ligation versus argon plasma coagulation in the treatment of gastric antral vascular ectasia: a Systematic Review and Meta-analysis of
Randomized Controlled Trials. Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews [Year], Issue [Issue].
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CI, confidence interval; MD, mean difference; RR, risk ratio.

explanations: a. high levels of heterogeneity; b. presence of outliers; c. surrogate endpoint; d. wide confidence interval range.





