
Table S1: Sensitivity analysis for missing data bias  

To test whether a difference in the incidence of PSD among patients with missing data could affect the calculated risk ratio of the meta-analysis, a post-hoc sensitivity 
analysis was conducted. If PSD were more common in patients with missing data, this could alter the calculated risk ratio towards no effect. The PSD rate was 
calculated with 20% and inflated to 50% to overestimate the potential additional PSD among participants with missing data. These additional PSD were added to 
the observed PSD in each group. Recalculation of risk-ratios remained statistically significant at both 20% (RR: 0.783, 95% CI 0.693 to 0.884) and 50% (RR: 0.783, 
95% CI 0.693 to 0.884). Therefore, the missing data of the included studies did not significantly alter the findings of this meta-analysis on PSD prevention through 
SSRI treatment.   
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Rasmussen 
et al., 2003 

SSRI 70 35 8 7 15 

0.783 
(0.693-
0.884) 

18 26 

0.820 (0.735-
0.913) 

Placebo 67 35 19 7 26 18 37 
Almeida et 
al., 2006 

SSRI 48 NA 8 NA NA NA NA 
Placebo 51 NA 11 NA NA NA NA 

Kim et al., 
2017 

SSRI 210 67 27 13 40 34 61 
Placebo 195 73 25 15 40 37 62 

Dennis et al., 
2018 

SSRI 1564 140 210 28 238 70 280 
Placebo 1563 140 269 28 297 70 339 

Hankey et 
al., 2020 

SSRI 642 30 33 6 39 17 48 
Placebo 638 17 46 3 49 23 55 

Lundström 
et al., 2020 

SSRI 750 38 54 8 62 19 73 
Placebo 750 29 81 6 87 15 96 



 

Figure S1: Funnel plot of the included studies 
 



 
Figure S2: Forest plot of important safety outcomes 



 
FigureS3: Forest plot of adverse events associated with blood level changes 



 



 
FIGURE S4: Forest plot of other adverse events 
 

 
FIGURE S5: Risk of bias assessment 


