Supplement figure S1

PANNS-EC Effect sizes per medication, tree plots
Change after 2 hours.
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Halo + Lorazepam
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Levopromazine
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ID

Breier 2002 (7,5mg)
Breier 2002 (10mg)
Centorrino 2007 Hum Psy &

Katagiri 2013 BMC Psy

Mantovani 2013 JCPPharm ——

Meehan 2002 Neurophar (2,5mg)
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ES (95% CI) Weight

870 (-10.14, -7.26) 6.69
9.40 (-10.82, -7.98) 6.69
-19.20 (-19.43, -18.976.75
9.00 (-11.33,-6.67) 6.58
9.20 (-1051,-7.89) 6.70
-15.20 (-17.51, -12.89)6.58
7.86(927,645) 6.69
867 (-10.35,6.99) 6.66
640(719,561) 673
570(641,-499) 674
7.70(856,684) 673
15.20 (-18.34, -12.06)5.44
-10.20 (-12.29, -8.11) 6.61
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-15.40 (-16.83, -13.97)6.69
-10.48 (-14.18, -6.78) 100.00

I
-19.4

S1h

I
Walther 2014 JCPzycFhar
|

Overst (Fsquares = 100.0%,0 =)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects ansiysts

Risperidon

~14.80 (-18.05, -11.55) 10000
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Risp + Clonazepam
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D ES(35%Cl) Weight
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Fang 2012 Psypham _+_ -7.50(-0.13, 5.87) 100.00
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NOTE: Weights are from random efects analysis




S1k

Ziprasidone
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D ES (95%CI) Weight
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Study %
D ES (95% Cl) Weight
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Supplement figure S2

ACES Effect sizes per medication, tree plots
Change after 2 hours.

S2a
ACES change in agitation; 120min

Study %

D ES (85% CI) Weight
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Rappaport 2002 J Am Mrr Dir Ass —0—{' 1.70(147,1.93) 53.51
1
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Kiitopeerachon 2016 Schiz Res. Hl—._ 2.15(1.82,248) 48.40

Overall (l-squared = 72.8%, p = 0.028) @ 1.01(1.47,2.35) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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ACES change in agitation; 120min
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D ES (95% Cl) Weight
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Chan 2014 JCPsyPhar | e 2.30 (1.59, 3.01) 2752
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S2c
ACES change in agitation; 120min

Study %
ID ES (95% CI) Weight
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Huang 2015 JFMA —?— 220 (1.59,2.81) 100.00
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Overall (l-squared = 100.0%, p =.) 220 (1.59,2.81) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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ACES change in agitation; 120min

Study %
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Suzuki 2014 TAPP —— 1.20(0.97, 1.43) 50.64
I
1
i

Suzuki 2013 ND&T —%—o— 1.50 (1.26, 1.74) 4936
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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ACES change in agitation; 120min

Study %

D ES (85% CI) Weight

Meehan 2002 Neurophar —l—‘% 2.19(1.75,2.63) 54.76
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ACES change in agitation; 120min
Study %
ID ES (95% Cl) Weight
|
Chan 2014 JCPsyPhar -:—o— 260 (1.86,3.34) 691
Katagiri 2013 BMC Psy —«:— 1.90 (1.46,2.34) 961
Meehan 2002 Neurophar (2,5mg) —0-&— 1.80(143,2.17) 10.20
Meehan 2002 Neurophar (5mg) + 1.88(1.43,2.33) 951
Suzuki 2013 ND&T —— E 1.40(1.10,1.70) 10.83
Suzuki 2014 TAPP —— E 1.30(1.09, 1.51) 11.53
Wright 2001 AJP . E 1.60(1.58,1.62) 1223
Huang 2015 JFMA —E-o— 2.10 (1.55,2.65) 858
Meehan 2001 J Clin Psychpharm E —_— 290 (2.54,3.26) 10.36
Kiitopeerachon 2016 Schiz Res i —— 2 70(2.33,3.07) 1022
Overall (l-squared = 91.7%, p = 0.000) <> 1.98 (1.69,2.27) 100.00
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Katagiri 2013 BMC Psy

Meehan 2002 Neurophar

Wright 2001 AJP

2001 J Clin Psychpharm

Overall (I-squared = 47.5%, p = 0.126)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

ACES change in agitation; 120min

ES (95% CI)

0.60 (0.28, 0.92)

-'—._ 1.04 (0.64, 1.44)

0.60 (0.55, 0.65)

0.82 (0.4, 1.20)

0.70 (0.52, 0.88)

Weight

1971

14.66

15.55
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Supplement figure 3

CGI Effect sizes per medication, tree plots

Change after 2 hours.
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Overall (l-squared = 100.0%.p=.)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis

CGl change 120min

<> 3.10 (266, 3.54)

ES (85% CI)
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CGl change 120min
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D ES (35% Cl) Weight
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Chan 2014 JCPsyPhar —+— 320(289,351) 100.00
1
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Overall (I-squared = 100.0%, p = ) 3.20(2.89, 3.51) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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CGl change 120min
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Chan 2014 JCPsyPhar ——— 3.30(2.80, 3.71) 46.03
|
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I
Kitopeerachon 2016 Schiz Res 3,70 (3.34, 4.06) 53.07
|
1
I
Overall (l-squared = 51.8%, p = 0.150) 3.51(3.12, 3.00) 100.00

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Daniel 2001 PsyPhar (2 mg)

CGl change 120min

Daniel 2001 PsyPhar (20mg) ——

Overall (squared = 79.7%. p = 0.026)

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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