
Appendix 4. Sensitivity and publication bias funnel plots for the comparison in thrombotic risk. 

 

A. Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

B. Publication bias 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

LOW-LOAD BFR versus PASSIVE CONTROL 

A. Leave-one-out sensitivity analysis 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

B. Publication bias 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

−1−2 210

0
.5

0
.4

0
.3

0
.2

0
.1

0
.0

Standardised Mean Difference

S
ta

n
d
a

r
d
 E

r
r
o
r

p < 0.1

p < 0.05

p < 0.01

−0.2−0.4 0.40.20.0

1
.5

1
.0

0
.5

0
.0

SMD

|Z
−

s
c
o

re
|

LFK index 0.83

Random effects model

−0.4 −0.2 0.40.20

Standardised Mean

Difference SMD

−0.11

−0.06

−0.05

−0.03

0.05

0.09

[95% CI]

[−0.48; 0.25]

[−0.53; 0.41]

[−0.53; 0.43]

[−0.53; 0.47]

[−0.49; 0.59]

[−0.27; 0.44]

I 2

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

Omitting Study

Omitting Yasuda 2015b A 

Omitting Yasuda 2015a A 

Omitting Yasuda 2015a B 

Omitting Yasuda 2015b B 

Omitting Shimizu 2016

Omitting Lopes 2022

Favours Low-Load Favours Low-Load BFR

−2 0 2 4

0
.8

0
.6

0
.4

0
.2

0
.0

Standardised Mean Difference

S
ta

n
d
a

r
d
 E

r
r
o
r

p < 0.1

p < 0.05

p < 0.01

Random effects model

−1 −0.5 10.50

Standardised Mean

Difference

Favours Passive Control

SMD

0.10

0.11

0.38

0.20

[95% CI]

[−0.89; 1.09]

[−0.92; 1.13]

[−0.05; 0.81]

[−0.95; 1.35]

I 2

0%

0%

0%

0%

3%

Omitting Study

Omitting Yasuda 2014 B 

Omitting Yasuda 2016 A 

Omitting Yasuda 2016 B 

Omitting Yasuda 2014 A

Favours Low-Load BFR

−2 0 2 4

0
.8

0
.6

0
.4

0
.2

0
.0

Standardised Mean Difference

S
ta

n
d
a

r
d
 E

r
r
o
r

p < 0.1

p < 0.05

p < 0.01

−0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4

1
.2

0
.8

0
.4

0
.0

SMD

|Z
−

s
c
o

re
|

LFK index 0.21

−1−2 210

0
.4

0
.3

0
.2

0
.1

0
.0

Standardised Mean Difference

S
ta

n
d
a

r
d
 E

r
r
o
r

p < 0.1

p < 0.05

p < 0.01

Figure S3.

LOW-LOAD BFR versus LOW LOAD
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