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Fig.S3 Sensitivity Analysis: Odds Ratios for Network Meta-Analysis Comparisons in Pediatric Populations
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Fig.S4 Sensitivity Analysis: Ranking Probabilities (SUCRA) for Outcomes in Pediatric Populations
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Fig. S5 Sensitivity Analysis: Forest Plots of Network Meta-Analysis in Adult Populations
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Fig. S7 Funnel Plot for Publication Bias in the Pediatric Group
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Fig. S8 Funnel Plot for Publication Bias in the Adult Group
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Figure S3 Odds ratios (ORs) with 95% confidence intervals (Crls) for network meta-analysis comparisons over treatments: (A) Pediatric group — all VTE, (B)
Pediatric group — Symptomatic VTE, (C) Pediatric group — Massive hemorrhage, (D) Pediatric group — Symptomatic hemorrhage.
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Figure S4 Ranking probabilities of surface under the cumulative ranking curve (SUCRA): (A) Pediatric group — all VTE, (B) Pediatric group — Symptomatic
VTE,(C) Pediatric group — Massive hemorrhage, (D) Pediatric group — Symptomatic hemorrhage.
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Figure S5 Forest plots of network meta-analysis: (A) Adult group — all VTE, (B) Adult group — Symptomatic VTE, (C) Adult group — Massive hemorrhage, (D)
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Adult group — Symptomatic hemorrhage.
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Figure S7 Funnel plots of outcomes: (A) Pediatric group — all VTE, (B) Pediatric group — Symptomatic VTE, (C) Pediatric group — Massive hemorrhage, (D)
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Figure S8 Funnel plots of outcomes: (A) Adult group — all VTE, (B) Adult group — Symptomatic VTE, (C) Adult group — Massive hemorrhage, (D) Adult group —
Symptomatic hemorrhage.




