Supplementary figure S1. Contribution plots. Rows correspond to mixed and indirect
evidence, and columns correspond to direct evidence. The percentage contribution of each
direct comparison to the network summary is presented in the entire network row. The sizes
of the boxes are proportional to the percentage contribution of each direct estimate to the
network meta-analysis estimates and to the entire network. The last row shows the number of
included direct comparisons.

A) maximal mean arterial pressure, B) maximal systolic arterial pressure, C) maximal
diastolic arterial pressure, D) maximal heart rate, E) Apgar score at 1 min and F) APGAR

score at 5 min.

Supplementary figure S2. Inconsistency plots between direct and indirect effect
estimates for the same comparison. Inconsistency factor (IF) as the absolute difference with
95% confidence interval (CI) between direct and indirect estimates for each paired
comparison. IF values close to 0 indicate that the two sources are in agreement. A) maximal

mean arterial pressure, 1: control, 2: nitroglycerin, 3: nifedipine

Supplementary figure S3. The profiles indicate the probabilities for each treatment to
assume any of the possible ranks, i.e. the probability that a given treatment ranks first,
second, third, etc., among all treatments evaluated in the network meta-analysis.

A) maximal mean arterial pressure, B) maximal systolic arterial pressure, C) maximal
diastolic arterial pressure, D) maximal heart rate, E) Apgar score at 1 min, and F) Apgar score
at 5 min.

Alf, alfentanil; Con, control; Fen, fentanyl; Hyd, hydralazine; Lab, labetalol; Nif, nifedipine;

NTG, nitroglycerin; RemH, high dose of remifentanil; RemL, low dose of remifentanil.



Supplementary figure S4. Cumulative ranking curve plots. The profile indicates the sum
of the probabilities from those ranked first, second, third, etc. The closer the cumulative
ranking curve (SUCRA) value is to its maximum value of 100% the higher the treatment is
ranked relative to all other treatments.

A) maximal mean arterial pressure, B) maximal systolic arterial pressure, C) maximal
diastolic arterial pressure, D) maximal heart rate, E) Apgar score at 1 min, and F) Apgar score
at 5 min.

Alf, alfentanil; Con, control; Fen, fentanyl; Hyd, hydralazine; Lab, labetalol; Nif, nifedipine;

NTG, nitroglycerin; RemH, high dose of remifentanil; RemL, low dose of remifentanil.

Supplementary figure SS5. Network plots of the included studies comparing different
pharmacological strategies. The nodes represent the pharmacological regimens used to
prevent haemodynamic changes after intubation in parturient women with hypertensive
disorders of pregnancy, and the edges show the available direct comparisons among them.
Nodes and edges are weighted on the basis of the number of patients included and the inverse

standard error of the effect. A) Apgar score at 1 min; and B) Apgar score at 5 min.

Alf, alfentanil; Con, control; Fen, fentanyl; Hyd, hydralazine; Lab, labetalol; Nif, nifedipine;

NTG, nitroglycerin; RemH, high dose of remifentanil; RemL, low dose of remifentanil.

Supplementary figure S6. Confidence interval plots between each management modality
and the placebo group. The diamond shape represents the mean summary effects; the black
line, 95% CI. A) Apgar score at 1 min, and B) Apgar score at 5 min.

CI, confidence interval; Alf, alfentanil; Con, control; Fen, fentanyl; Hyd, hydralazine; Lab,



labetalol; Nif, nifedipine; NTG, nitroglycerin; RemH, high dose of remifentanil; RemL, low

dose of remifentanil.

Supplementary figure S7. League tables of estimated effects of pharmacological agents
in network meta-analysis. Estimated effects are presented as the mean summary effects
relative with the 95% CI. A) maximal mean arterial pressure, B) maximal systolic arterial
pressure, C) maximal diastolic arterial pressure, D) maximal heart rate, E) Apgar score at 1
min, and F) Apgar score at 5 min.

Alf, alfentanil; Con, control; Fen, fentanyl; Hyd, hydralazine; Lab, labetalol; Nif, nifedipine;

NTG, nitroglycerin; RemH, high dose of remifentanil; RemL, low dose of remifentanil.



Supplementary figure S1. Contribution plots.
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Supplementary figure S2. Rankograms
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Supplementary figure S3. Inconsistency plots between direct and indirect effect estimates for the same comparison.

95%ClI Loop-specific
Loop IF (truncated) Heterogeneity(rz)
1-2-3 ——— 4 57 (0.00,18.39) 0.000

T T 1
0 5 10 15 19

*** Loop(s) [2-3-5] are formed only by multi-arm trial(s) - Consistent by definition



Supplementary figure S4. Cumulative ranking curve plots
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Supplementary figure SS. Network plots
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Supplementary figure S6. Confidence interval plots
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Supplementary figure S7. League tables
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