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Ishisaka

—0.86[—1.32, —0.40]
—0.83[—1.16, —0.51]

1. pIEsERE :
Clinically stable patient
Lee2013 — —0.42[—0.86, 0.02]
Burdick2014 = : —1.04[—1.30, —0.78]
Rheenen2014 I—| —0.43[—0.86, 0.00]
Sperry2015 —1.29[—1.64, —0.94]
RE model (previous studies) -t —0.82[—1.22, —0.42]
[
[

RE model (including our study)
Heterogeneity :Q=15.080, df=4, 1>=73. 47% '
Test for overall effects:Z=—5.002(P<0.001 )

Treatment-resistant bipolar depression

Kessler2013 F——

All studies

RE model (all studies)

Heterogeneity: Q=20.092, df=5, I?=75.1 1% .

Test for overall effects:Z=—5.953 (P<0.001)

—1.35[—1.71,—0.99]

—0.92[—1.22, —0.62]

Clinically stable patient

Lee2013 — —0.65[—1.09, —0.21]
Burdick2014 = . —0.98[—1.25,—0.71]
Rheenen2014 = 0.09[—0.29, 0.47]
Sperry2015 ‘ —0.42[—0.76, —0.08]
RE model (previous studies) . —0.50[—0.97, —0.03]
Ishisaka ‘ —0.58[—0.99, —0.17]
RE model (including our study) ‘ —0.51[—0.89, —0.14]

Heterogeneity :Q=21.449, df=4, 1>=81 35% .
Test for overall effects: Z=—2.706 (P=0.007]

Treatment-resistant bipolar depression

Kessler2013 F—— . —0.93[—1.26, —0.60]
All studies !

RE model (all studies) @
Heterogeneity : Q=25.090, df=5, ’=80.07%

Test for overall effects:Z=—3.550 (P<0. 001):

—0.59[—0.91, —0.26]

3. fEEE

Clinically stable patient

Lee2013 |—| —0.62[—1.05, —0.19]
Burdick2014 = —0.76[—1.01, —0.51]
Rheenen2014 |—| —0.45[—0.89, —0.01]
Sperry2015 —0.44[-0.77,—0.11]
RE model (previous studies) ‘ —0.61[—0.78, —0.45]
Ishisaka —0.19[-0.60, 0.22]
RE model (including our study) —0.52[—0.73, —0.32]

Heterogeneity : Q=6.498, df=4, I’=38.44%
Test for overall effects:Z=—5.035 (P<0.001
Treatment-resistant bipolar depression
Kessler2013 =
All studies

RE model (all studies) <
Heterogeneity :Q=6.762, df=5, I?=26.06%
Test for overall effects:Z=—6.556 (P<0.001

—0.65[—0.98, —0.32]

—0.55[—0.72, —0.39]

Clinically stable patient

}
)

Lee2013 |——| —0.28[—0.75, 0.19]
Burdick2014 = —0.51[—0.74, —0.28]
Rheenen2014 |—‘—| —0.35[-0.77, 0.07]
Sperry2015 = —0.14[-0.46, 0.18]
RE model (previous studies) & —0.35[—0.53,—0.17]
Ishisaka I—I‘ —0.42[—0.82, —0.02]
RE model (including our study) —0.37[-0.52, —0.22]

Heterogeneity:Q=3.636, df=4, >=0.00% .
Test for overall effects:Z=—4.889 (P<0.001 )

Treatment-resistant bipolar depression

Kessler2013 = —1.16[—1.41,—0.91]
All studies

RE model (all studies)

Heterogeneity :Q=31.920, df=5, 1>=84.. 34% .

Test for overall effects:Z=—2.864 (P=0.004)

—0.49[—0.83, —0.16]

—2.00 —1.00 0.00
mean difference

1.00

Fdedt (2018)

5 WHFE j

Clinically stable patient :

Lee2013 |—| : —0.58([—1.02, —0.14]
Burdick2014 = —0.71[—-0.97, —0.45]
Rheenen2014 I—;i —0.41[—0.86, 0.04]
Sperry2015 —0.70[—1.04, —0.36]
RE model (previous studies) <& —0.64[—0.82, —0.47]
Ishisaka —0.91[—1.36, —0.46]

RE model (including our study) —0.68[—0.84, —0.51]

Heterogeneity:Q=2.681, df=4, 1>=0.00%

Test for overall effects:Z=—8.193 (P<0.001
Tr i bipolar dep. ion
Kessler2013 — —0.70[—1.04, —0.36]
All studies

—0.68(—0.83, —0.53]
Heterogeneity: Q=2.696, df=5, 1>=0.00%
Test for overall effects:Z=—9.130 (P<0.001

6. HEREFAIERRR

)
RE model (all studies) ®
i
Clinically stable patient i

Lee2013 I—-—l —0.51[-0.91, —0.11]
Burdick2014 = —0.37[—0.60, —0.14]
Rheenen2014 I—I 0.03[—0.55, 0.61]
Sperry2015 — —0.73[—1.12,—0.34]
RE model (previous studies) ‘ —0.43[—0.68, —0.19]
Ishisaka —0.47[-1.07, 0.13]

RE model (including our study) —0.44[—0.63, —0.24]

Heterogeneity:Q=5.047, df=4, 1>=20.75%

Test for overall effects:Z=—4.326 (P<0.001

Tr A bipolar dep

Kessler2013 = —0.77[-1.05, —0.49]
RE model (all studies) & —0.51[-0.72, —0.30]
Heterogeneity:Q=9.237 , df=5, >=45.87%

Test for overall effects:Z=—4.813(P<0.001

7. 4B

]
All studies ‘
)
Clinically stable patient

Lee2013 |——| —0.25[—0.69, 0.19]
Burdick2014 b —0.43[—0.69, —0.17]
Rheenen2014 F——— 0.17[-0.32, 066]
Sperry2015 = —0.37[~0.68, —0.06]
RE model (previous studies) < —0.28[—0.51, —0.06]
Ishisaka |—| —0.85[—1.46, —0.24]
All studies

RE model (all studies) —0.34[—0.58, —0.10]

Heterogeneity:Q=7.390, df=4, >’=45.87%
Test for overall effects:Z=—2.746 (P=0. 006)

#wa

Clinically stable patient

Burdick2014 = . —1.11[—1.36, —0.85]
Rheenen2014 |—‘ —0.42[-0.85, 0.01]
Sperry2015 == —0.89[—1.18, —0.60]
RE model (previous studies) ‘ —0.84[—1.20, —0.49]

Ishisaka

RE model (including our study)
Heterogeneity:Q=7.544, df=3, >=60.23%
Test for overall effects: Z=—6.325(P<0.001
Tr A bipolar dep

Kessler2013
All studies
RE model (all studies) <&
Heterogeneity:Q=7.556, df=4, >’=47.06%
Test for overall effects:Z=—8.997 (P<0.001
L
—2.00 —1.00 0.00 1.00
mean difference

—0.98[—1.43, —0.53]
—0.88[—1.15,—0.61]

i ~0.94[—1.20, —0.68]

—0.99[-1.10, —0.71]

)
]
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