Supplementary Figure S1. PRISMA flowchart of included studies.
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Supplementary Figure S2. Quality assessment of included trials.
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Figure S3: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: Recurrent VTE. Subgroup: cancer status.
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Figure S4: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: Recurrent VTE. Subgroup: Type of DOAC.
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Figure S5: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: Major or clinically relevant non-major bleeding. Subgroup: cancer status.
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Figure S6: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: Major or clinically relevant non-major bleeding. Subgroup: Type of DOAC.
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Figure S7: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: Net clinical benefit 
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Description automatically generated with medium confidence]
Figure S8: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: Arterial thromboembolism
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Description automatically generated with medium confidence]
Figure S9: Reduced-dose DOAC vs Full-Dose DOAC. Outcome: All-Cause Mortality
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