Appendix Figure A. Individual evaluation of quality /risk of bias of included studies in the metaanalysis.
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Appendix Figure B: Egger’s plot: relation of precision to standardized effect.
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Appendix Figure C: Subgroup analysis, with evaluation of efficacy of CRT versus inactive CRT in
trials with non — crossover and crossover design
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Appendix Figure D: Efficacy of CRT versus OMT with subgroup analysis “without previous
pacemaker’and “previous pacemaker’, and the overall estimation
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Appendix Figure E: Compared efficacy in the evaluation of mortality in the different options,
with superiority of CRT vs OMT in patients without previous pacemaker (PM)
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Appendix Figure F. Evaluation of efficacy in comparison of CRT+ICD versus ICD.
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Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight
Abraham2004 MIRACLEICDII 2 85 2 10 0.6%
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Appendix Figure G. Evaluation of efficacy in comparison of ICD versus OMT.
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Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% CI
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Appendix Figure H. Network with the different included studies in the compared options.
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