Figures Sl1a to S1l. The Forest Plots presenting the results from meta-analysis of vascular
risk factors and PSD
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Figure Sla. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of age and PSD
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Figure S1b. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of sex and PSD
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Figure S1c. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of hypertension and PSD
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Figure S1d. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of alcohol and PSD
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Figure Sle. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of smoking and PSD
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Figure S1f. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of DM and PSD
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Figure S1g. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of AF and PSD
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Figure S1h. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of hyperlipidemia and PSD



Delirium No Delirium Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Stuily or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% CI IV, Fixed, 95% CI
Gustafson et al. (1991) 25 69 20 TE 3.9% 1.59[0.78, 3.23] T
Henon et al. {(1334) 14 45 41 153 3 8% 1.08[0.A43, 2.24] T
Caerio etal. {2004) ] 29 34 184 1.8% 0.92[0.33, 2.57]  —
Sheng etal, (2008) 14 39 Kl 17 3.3%  1.591[0.72, 3.36] -
Mchlanus etal. (2009) g 23 ] 59 1.6% 2.98[0.97,9.02] 1
Dahl et al. (2010) 5 18 ar 180 1.6% 1.281[0.43, 3.52] [ —
Kara et al. (2013) 11 42 17 108 2.6% 1.90[0.80, 4.49] I —
Ojaghemi etal. (2017) 3 33 3] 66 0.8% 1.001[0.23, 4.28] - T
Alvarez-Perez ef al. (2017) 25 118 197 994 8.9% 1.03[0.65, 1.65] i
Guetal (2018) 14 38 32 223 3.4% 3.48[1.83, 743 .
Koffis et al. (2018) a0 172 172 B29  143% 1.47[1.08 2.27] ——
Aizenetal. (2019) ] an 20 g0 21% 1.091[0.42, 2.83] T
Zaitun et al. (2013) 2 14 13 58 0.8% 0.54[011,2.73] —
Mg etal (2013) ] 36 A4 244 3.0% 1.47[0.52, 2.64] -
Shaw etal (2019) 34 104 83 280 34% 1.195[0.74,183] -
Czyzycki etal. (2021) 37 166 98 515 107% 1.22[0.80,1.87] T
Rollo et al. (20213 & 36 9 a4 1.6% 1.67 [0.55,5.00] B B —
GuldoT etal. (2021) 54 201 48 313 10.2%  2.03[1.31,3.14] —
Marrama et al. {2021} 16 74 28 174 42% 1.44[0.72 2.85] -
Reznik et al. (2022) B26 348 3| 242 109% 1.76[1.14, 2.69] —
Pendlebury et al. {2022) ] BT 10 127 21% 1.821[0.70, 4.71] T
Total (95% CI) 1708 5062 100.0% 1.48[1.28, 1.70] +
Total events 435 a98

Heterogeneity, Chi®= 17.58, df= 20 (P = 0.61); F= 0%

Testfor overall effect. Z= 546 (P = 0.00001)

0.01

01
Mo Delirium Delirium

Figure S1i. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of prior stroke and PSD
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Figure S1g. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of CAD and PSD
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Figure S1k. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of HF and PSD
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Figure S1l. The Forest Plot presenting the results from meta-analysis of PVD and PSD
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