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a. Forest plot. Effect of antiresorptive medications preventing secondary vertebral fracture.
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b. Forest plot. GI complaints of bisphosphonates.
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c. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs – Zoledronate
[image: F:\1 论文\conservative treatment of osteoporotic fracture\1 medication for prevention of OPVF\For BONE\Supplementary materials\Forest plot Discontinuation zoledronic acid.png]
[bookmark: _Toc501984028]d. Forest plot. Preventing non-vertebral fracture – Zoledronate 
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[bookmark: _Toc501984029]e. Forest plot. GI complaints - Alendronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984031]g. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Alendronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984033]i. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs - Risedronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984034]j. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Risedronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984035]k. Forest plot. Sensitivity test. Excluding a study with a small sample size and big variance with other studies.
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[bookmark: _Toc501984037]m. Forest plot. Discontinuation – Etidronate
[image: F:\1 论文\conservative treatment of osteoporotic fracture\1 medication for prevention of OPVF\outcome\Figure\Discontinuation\Forest plot EDN vs control .png]
[bookmark: _Toc501984038]n. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Etidronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984039]o. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs – Ibandronate (sufficient dose)
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[bookmark: _Toc501984040]p. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs – Ibandronate (insufficient dose)
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[bookmark: _Toc501984041]q. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Ibandronate (sufficient dose)
[image: F:\1 论文\conservative treatment of osteoporotic fracture\1 medication for prevention of OPVF\For BONE\Supplementary materials\Non-vertebral fracture\IBN-sufficient NV.png]
[bookmark: _Toc501984042]r. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Ibandronate (insufficient dose)
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[image: F:\1 论文\conservative treatment of osteoporotic fracture\1 medication for prevention of OPVF\For BONE\Supplementary materials\Non-vertebral fracture\MND.png]
[bookmark: _Toc501984044]t. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Pamidronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984045]u. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – HRT
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[bookmark: _Toc501984046]v. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs – HRT
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[bookmark: _Toc501984047]w. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs – PTH
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[bookmark: _Toc501984048]x. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – PTH
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[bookmark: _Toc501984049]y. Forest plot. Discontinuation due to AEs – Denosumab
[image: F:\1 论文\conservative treatment of osteoporotic fracture\1 medication for prevention of OPVF\outcome\Figure\Discontinuation\Forest plot Dmab vs control .png]
[bookmark: _Toc501984050]z. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Denosumab
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aa. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Ibandronate vs. Risedronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984051]bb. Forest plot. Discontinuation – Risedronate vs. PTH
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[bookmark: _Toc501984052]cc. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Teriparatide vs. Risedronate
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[bookmark: _Toc501984053]dd. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Alendronate vs. Denosumab
[image: F:\1 论文\conservative treatment of osteoporotic fracture\1 medication for prevention of OPVF\For BONE\Supplementary materials\Non-vertebral fracture\Forest plot.Denosumab vs. ALN.png]
[bookmark: _Toc501984054][bookmark: _GoBack]ee. Forest plot. Non-vertebral fracture – Romosozumab vs. Alendronate
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Heterogeneity: Not applicable
Testfor oversll effect. 2= 2.67 (P = 0.007)
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Total (95% Cl) 1706 1113 100.0% 0.52[0.36, 0.75] -
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Total events 72 32
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14.1.1 Bisphosphonates.
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Clemmesen, 1997 28 88 20 44 38%
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Chesnut, 2004 3 488 39%
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15.1.1 Alendronate
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Kushida, 2004 a 13 @ 11 80 07%
Subtotal (95% CI) 112 1085 345%
Total events 435 43

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0.00, df=1 (P = 0.96); = 0%
Testfor oversll effect: Z= 0.60 (P = 0.55)
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Heterogeneity Tau®= 0.00; Chi
Testfor oversll effect: 2= 1.34 (P = 0.18)
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