Supplementary Table 1. Incidence of atrial fibrillation (AF) in the managed ventricular pacing (MVP) group

versus the control group.

Onset of AF in MVP Onset of AF in control
Study
group (%) group (%)
Sweeney et al. [10]
7.7 (n=40) 7.4 (n=38)
2010
Pakarinen and
Toivonen [11] 10.3 (n=20) 11.3 (n=22)
2013
Boriani et al. [5]
3.4 (n=13) 8.3 (n=33)
2014
Botto et al. [12]
15.4 (n=46) 11.2 (n=34)
2014
Davy et al. [13]
7 (n=10) 8.5 (n=24)
2012
Gillis et al. [2]
31.7 (n=41) 27.1 (n=35)
2006
Malliet et al. [17]
30.4 (n=15) 28.2 (n=14)
2014
Stockburger et al.
49.0 (n=156) 60.8 (n=191)
[6] 2015




Sweeney et al. [7]
7.9 (n=42) 12.7 (n=68)
2007
Thibault et al. [8]
3.7 (n=T7) 8.8 (n=16)
2015
Veasey et al. [9]
9.0 (n=3) 42.0 (n=14)
2011
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Supplementary Figure 2
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Supplementary Figure 3
Study Statistics with study removed Odds ratio (95% Cl)
Lower Upper with study removed

Point  limit limit y4 P
Sweeney et al. [10] 0.707 0514 0973 -2128 0.033
Pakarinen and Toivonen [11] 0.726 0.527 0.999 -1.966 0.049
Boriani et al. [5] 079% 0594 1.067 -1.527 0.127
Botto et al. [12] 0692 0518 0923 -2504 0.012
Davy et al. [13] 0734 0535 1.006 -1.921 0.055
Gillis et al. [2] 0.700 0.516 0949 -2.299 0.022
Malliet et al. [17] 0721 0529 0983 -2.067 0.039
Stockburger et al. [6] 0.755 0.538 1.060 -1.621 0.105
Sweeney et al. [7] 0761 0548 1.058 -1.625 0.104
Thibault et al. [8] 0774 0573 1.046 -1.664 0.096
Veasey et al. [9] 0791 0604 1.036 -1.703 0.089
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Supplementary Figure 4

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Log odds ratio
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Supplementary Figure 5

Funnel Plot of Precision by Log odds ratio
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